From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:29:48 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Aaron
Last name
Fogarty
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is highly unnessesary and just a large money grab for the rich.
They do not care about the beautiful environment they will be disturbing forever.
These things are not reversable.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:29:48 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Aaron
Last name
Fogarty
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2074
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is highly unnessesary and just a large money grab for the rich.
They do not care about the beautiful environment they will be disturbing forever.
These things are not reversable.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:34:04 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Adam
Last name
Garaty
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The park should remain open for everyone not so private club for the rich
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:22:31 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Adam
Last name
Lander
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I travel to KNP from Melbourne every 1-2 years for a week of backcountry skiing. The main attraction is the access to excellent terrain for skiing but a
large part of this is the feeling of isolation in a snowy wilderness unimpacted by the built environment. This is one of he few places in the country that
currently offers his experience and should be preserved as such.
My objection to the plan is against the construc ion of intrusive structures and the access of noisy commercial vehicles (landborne or airborne).

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:58:41 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Adam
Last name
Longford
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I don’t see why we should ruin untouched wilderness, this can’t be undone!
Instead of developing maybe invest in improving?
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 7 July 2021 11:20 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 07/07/2021 - 23:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Adam
Last name
Nathan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I would like the NPWS to consider opening up more area for skiing like a new resort with minimal impact on the environment.
Why not reconsider the twin valleys option east of Thredbo.
https://snowaction.com.au/twin-valleys-australias-world-class-ski-resort-that-never-was/
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 7:05 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 07:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Adam
Last name
Read
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
All of the proposals described for commercialism of the park and development for vehicles is an abomination to the nature of the
national park. To artificially heat the hot pools with emissions producing heaters is the worst development proposal i have ever
heard of and borders on evil.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:06:44 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Adrian
Last name
Engelbrecht
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
i totally disagree with all of the proposed amendments to the POM and the Masterplan. They prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP.
E.g. allowing commercial operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals
completely detract from the quiet amenity sought by myself and many visitors to this national park. The Masterplan and POM should enhance the
protection of KNP, and instead endangers he conservation values of the park. Instead of higher ambitions for our protected areas, the Government
will diminish a jewel in our reserve system, KNP
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 20 August 2021 9:23 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 09:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
adrian
Last name
plaskitt
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Thank you for receiving my submission.
I am a 55 year old GP with previous training in biology and ecology. I live in Newcastle NSW and have been a long term user of
KNP. I bushwalk, alpine ski, cross country ski and mountain bike.
In general I understand that we have a growing population and that many of us want to access and enjoy KNP. I am not opposed
to development per se, and many features of the master plan can be supported in principle.
However there are many disturbing features. The first is that there is no acknowledgement that the KNP is at present a degraded
environment. It is vastly different to the park I enjoyed in my youth. Large swathes of it a burnt out. Large swathes of it are
degraded by brumbies.
The environmental values of the park need to be bolstered and put front and centre of any master plan. National parks and the
scientific environmental branches of government needs to be in charge, and the whole concept of a "special activation precinct"
with "streamlined" planning and development makes me think commercial imperative will outweigh any environmental
considerations.
1

You have not yet even started to solve the brumby and the fire problem, so how can you expect that we will accept this plan to be
environmentally responsible?
That is my main objection - the separation of such an important part of Australia's ecosystem into a separate "special activation
precinct" is in and of itself a retrograde step that will further degrade this already degraded region.
Not that my submission or any one else's will make any difference. Now you can tick the box "consultation done " and funnel the
money into whatever donor's pocket you feel appropriate.
Thank you NSW government for continuing to degrade our state.
Yours sincerely, Dr Adrian Plaskitt.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:36 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Adrienne
Last name
Isbister
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
As a member of Kalymaro Lodge (Co-operative) Limited, trading as Kalymaro Alpine Sports Club, I strongly endorse my club's
submission to the Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan and Kosciuszko National Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of
Management in objection to these proposals. The draft plans contain many positive suggestions, but require greater consideration
of communities, transport, and activities. The draft plans should also remove the proposals to increase development and to
introduce high impact commercial activities into the national park before they can be supported. I request that the SAP team is
mindful of the detailed comments in the Kalymaro submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:49:03 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Aidan
Last name
O'Leary
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:35:05 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Aiden
Last name
Wingate
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is madness. The kozi national park is so unique and special. you would not do his to any o her national park stop fucking with he environment.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 11:36 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 11:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Aira
Last name
Chilcott
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Kosciuszko National Park is already fragile and vulnerable due to
*historic clearing, grazing and mining;
*the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
*destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
*un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
*historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
*massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
*unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
To suggest that it is pristine and environmentally resilient is to ignore the facts. The park is home to a number of endangered
species such as Corroborre frogs, mountain pygmy possum etc.
The park needs protection, not exploitation, especially from the 'high-end' users that would deny access for ordinary people.
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally
sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000. Increasing this limit
1

means further degrading the environment to put in more transport, sewage etc
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance ‘the high ambition
coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea
in conservation reserves. How do these proposals support that?
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park.
At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to
diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:30 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Aisla
Last name
Williams
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to this proposal which will decrease the protection of the endangered delicate ecosystems of our only Alpine National Park.
Our Natiinal Parks have to be governed by a body, such as the N P WS who determine policy on the terms of conservation and
protection of ecosystems. If private entities are in control decisions will be made accoding to economic profit. This is an anathema
to the who,e purpose of Natiinal Parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 11 August 2021 5:05 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 11/08/2021 - 17:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Alan and Kerrie
Last name
Bradbury
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Object
Submission
Overall we think the SAP offers some very exciting options for the future development of the region and Jindabyne in particular.
The proposal to connect the town centre to the lake is something we support enthusiastically and the proposed new connector
road to take the non-two based traffic around, rather than through, the town centre is a great idea.
The proposals for Western Lake Jindabyne however are are terrible idea. One of the key features that creates the unique
Jindabyne landscape is the rolling hills and green space on the western shore of the lake and it would be very sad to see that spoilt
by the carrying out of commercial tourist development. While we understand the scenic protection zone provides some protection,
this is the area that we believe is the least suitable for further development.
The other thing that warrants some consideration is doing something to link Jindabyne, East Jindabyne and Tyrolean Village for
pedestrians and cyclists.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
1

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:59:58 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
alan
Last name
Coombes
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of a member etc] of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in
Guthega and a lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint
Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative
provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that
provides for improved use and enjoyment of he Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 6:19:26 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 18:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Alan
Last name
Daniel
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wentworth Falls
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object to the proposed changes to the Snowy Mtns NP.
Please, get rid of he horses or just leave he place alone. Helicopters buzzing around will degrade the amenity of the park and make it even more
threatened than it already is..
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 11 August 2021 10:20 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 11/08/2021 - 10:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Alan
Last name
Fredericks
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
As a past President 1984 to 2008 of the Kiama Alpine Clubs Thredbo Lodge and past President 2008 to 2020 of the Thredbo
Historical Society i have a strong affiliation with the Alpine region and a keen interest in the Snowy Activation Precinct currently
under discussion and consideration. I strongly support the objectives and proposals laid out in the SAP plan. I wish to draw
attention to my strong support for the proposed Experiential Centre proposed by the Snowy Alpines Heritage Association and the
themes it proposes to display. These being First Peoples - Pioneering and Settling Families - Snowy Hydro Scheme and Leisure.
I commend the process that has been undertaken to bring the project to this point and fully support the plans and objectives laid
out for the future.
Thank you,
Alan Fredericks
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:39 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Alan
Last name
Hill
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciusko NP has been the subject of careful planning for over 40 years and despite this governments best attempts to destroy
this unique environment by protecting feral animals species encouraging over development, it remains highly valued by me and
and I believe most Australians.
These proposed plans make a mockery of good environmental protection. Again they show this governments inability to
understand the science and push on with their sole agenda of payback for their mates or commodifying nature. For example, Mr
Barilaro's amazingly arrogant decision to leave the brumbies in place, and so degrade the Park. This, combined with the threat
already being caused by the rapid onset of damaging climate change, puts the park in peril. This is an extremely fragile ecosystem,
NOT a resilient one as seems to be claimed within the government's documents used to justify this proposed gross over
development with the Park.
Kosciusko is one of the oldest national parks in the state, created in 1967 by a Coalition government that recognised the need to
protect its fragile ecosystems for future generations.
I call on today’s Coalition government to honour its own legacy by maintaining the highest level of protection for Kosciuszko
National Park and keep the cap on development.
1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 11:06:03 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 11:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Alastair
Last name
McCann
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Parks are important natural environments for our diverse flora and fauna.
These areas should be enjoyed in a low impact manner and should not be developed. Control should remain with environment expects, not the office
of the Deputy Premier of NSW.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:55:14 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Alec
Last name
Rawling
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have grown up my whole life going to kosciuszko national park not just for winter but also Easter and summer and this place holds a very special
place in my heart because I am yet to find a place with such diverse beauty and amazing landscape and I believe by doing this development you will
destroy what makes the bush land so beautiful.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:25:32 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Alex
Last name
Gerhardt-Bourke
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Parks are a privilege that let Australians of all ages and backgrounds enjoy Australia's amazing varied and pristine wilderness.
The special ac ivation precinct, while it has some great initiatives in he form of sports education areas and revitalisation of Jindabyne town area, is a
disgusting attempt to monetise and over develop our natural beauty.
Those that are currently drawn to KNP, are not drawn to stay in a lodge, or to participate in extreme sports, or to visit an onsen. Those hat curren ly
visit visit for nature, hey visit for the serenity and solitude hat KNP can provide. Yes, in winter, many visit for skiing and snowboarding activi ies, but
those who visit do not need more (if they need more, they will visit vastly superior ski fields in o her parts of the world).
Your proposals claim that KNP cannot handle the current influx of visitors, and requires infrastructure to better handle the current number of visitors.
But it is clear that the proposals are set up to bring in even more visitors, as he activities and developments proposed don't help reduce he impact of
current visitors, they clearly enable more visitors who otherwise are out of their league visiting wilderness areas. Examples to follow:
Those who currently want to visit the area to camp and experience nature, will unsurprisingly, camp and experience nature. Staying in a lodge is not
nature, it is a lodge. Building new lodges means less nature.
Those who currently want to visit Yarrangobilly hot springs do not want to go to an onsen. If they wanted to go to an onsen, they would go to an onsen.
Yarrangobilly hot springs are not an onsen. Building an onsen would be a blight on the landscape, and mean those who want to visit Yarrangobilly hot
springs no longer would be able to, as they would be an onsen. Fur hermore, the cost of entry to an onsen would undeniably price out many of those
who curren ly visit he unobtrusive Yarrangobilly hot springs pool.
We don't need extra vehicles in the parks driving on the Summit Track and helicopters buzzing around transporting rich folk to resort precincts. And as
I managed, those that can afford such luxuries are going to go to better resorts around he world. Leave us our nature. Leave us our national park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:02:16 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Alex
Last name
Griffi hs
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The wildlife in KNP should be protected and the area should not be developed
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Against the sell off of an amazing national park. This is just a money grab opportunity for the state.
No no no
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:41 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Alex
Last name
Taylor
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2612
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object to allowing 4000 additional beds in the village, and vehicle access to the summit track. There is sufficient intrusive
roads and lifts already. People value of KNP for it’s wilderness beauty. These proposed developments undermine it’s instrinsic
value to our community.
Enabling greater access does not benefit the common good and deprecates the asset more quickly. This is not an asset we need
to exploit, for money. Think of it like an artefact in a museum, being on show but protected.
Please scale back this proposal. There are equivalent development opportunities in less fragile habitats.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hello,
The Snowy Mountains SAP has a lot of benefit for the community and I'm excited for future year-round tourism, educational prospects and a focus on
indigenous culture and history. However I must object to a few points on he basis of concern for environmental damage, over populating delicate
areas and impacting our critically endangered species. Furthermore, I am concerned about erasing and damaging some significant indigenous sites
where hey haven't been properly identified. What an utter tragedy it would be to lose remnants and artifacts of the world's oldest living culture..in other
countries the smallest hint of evidence from a civilization some 70,000 years old would be a cause for tourism, celebration and reverence. I think we
need to tread carefully and have a very good look at what areas we may be trampling during our development, such as in the Porcupine Rocks areas,
out at Guthega and anywhere along the Thredbo river like the Ranger Sta ion. We know there are significant indigenous sites associated with some of
these locations. I hink it's worth noting that we need to be so cautious not to aggravate he local indigenous communities. It's possible Kozzi may
become the next Uluru and we won't be allowed to walk up there at all if we disrespect it.
Truly, I'm more than happy to develop land that already has buildings and clearings. But expanding out at Guthega and Porcupine Rocks seems
unnecessary and it'll impact our little rodents and frog habitats so much. Not just the infrastructure itself but also the workers moving in, transpor ing
materials, and then increased visitation levels. I'm a guide in the mountains, in bo h winter and summer, and I see how the smallest impacts damage
the environment up here. Things take so long to grow back. Still, there are areas that have never grown back from the old Kozzi track that was used
some 40 years ago. I love to share the mountains with people but the scars from old use build up over time - look at the erosion from grazing that
stopped years ago. In turn that's affected our native frog and rodent population. The Southern Corroboree Frog and Mountain Pygmy Possum are my
main concerns and something we should be celebrating and protecting. Both are critically endangered and hugely impacted by climate change and
human development.
When it comes to indigenous sites and environmental damage, my major concerns from the plan are:
Porcupine Rocks viewing platform
Guthega development
Ranger station development
Jindabyne gondolas, particularly the possible gondolas to the resorts..the clearing would be immense for these towers to go in.
Increased helicopter tourism, in particular to accommoda ion.
That's it, that's all. I look forward to seeing he area flourish and more people fall in love with out mountains, but of course it must be done sensibly and
sustainably so as not to destroy the natural beauty hat we all love.
All the best,
Alex Parsons

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Thursday, 19 August 2021 11:08:52 PM
island bend submission alexandra repetto pdf

Submitted on Thu, 19/08/2021 - 22:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Alexandra
Last name
Repetto
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Oatley
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP

Submission file
island bend submission alexandra repetto.pdf

Submission
Please see submission file attached.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

19 August 2021

To whom it may concern

Re: Objection to redevelopment and commercialisation of Island Bend Campground
I strongly object to the proposed re-development and commercialisation of Island Bend
Campground.
The natural, “basic” nature of the camping at Island Bend, with its free and flexible public access is
what I value. There are powered camping options in Jindabyne for people that wish to “rough it” in a
tent but are not capable of going a night without a hot shower, a camp kitchen or electricity. There is
no need to provide these facilities at Island Bend and ruin the character of what is a beautiful,
natural camping area.
I have strong concerns that the leasing and commercialization of Island Bend would restrict
affordable camping and free access to the river.
This following letter provides information on my understanding of the proposed changes at Island
Bend and the reasons for my objection.
Use of Island Bend Campground
Currently, I enjoy Island Bend for the river access and for the beautiful, natural setting for camping. I
value the lack of artificial lighting from formalised facilities at night as it enables one to appreciate
the clear night skies and is essential to night-time photography of nature around Island Bend. The
large, sprawling nature of the campground means campers aren’t on top of each other. The “lack of
formalised site markings” mentioned in the draft Master Plan is a large part of the appeal. It
provides flexibility for moving away from other campers and maintains the natural and wild
ambiance of the campground. The size of the campground has historically allowed last minute trips
where I have wanted to take advantage of suitable river levels or snow depths, as there is always
space when required.
Located only minutes away from a wide variety of trailheads, Island Bend campground is an essential
basecamp location to start and end many of my backcountry, hiking, ice climbing and mountain
biking trips. I rely on this free camping to safely rest after trips, prior to a long drive home. A
formalized camping area will likely require an extra fee on top of the National Parks pass or excludes
everyone but those with bookings. Formalized camping would both fiscally exclude certain
financially strained demographics of society (such as students) from the campground, and also not
enable a safe place to rest last minute if required, before driving home after outdoor pursuits.
As an avid whitewater kayaker, I am concerned about access to the river surrounding Island Bend.
NSW has limited reliable and safe rivers for whitewater kayaking. The Snowy River is comprised of
snowmelt fed rapids devoid of major hazards, catering to a wide range of abilities from beginner
through difficult class IV sections. Island Bend provides critical access to safely exit the river for
paddlers of all abilities.
Objection Details
I have reviewed the following two documents (the “Documents”):

1. Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan (“draft Master Plan”); and
2. Kosciuszko National Park – Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management, Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Precinct (“draft NP Plan”)
Pages 120-121 of the draft Master Plan are focused on the proposed changes at Island Bend
Campground. The draft NP Plan specifies several changes to the Plan of Management to allow for
what is proposed in the draft Master Plan. The Documents are not always consistent. For example,
page 5 of the draft NP Plan states that “future development of cabins and glamping facilities at the
site will be allowed” while the draft Master Plan only mentions “cabin style accommodation”.
The items of most concern are:
1. Draft Master Plan
a. “A central camp kitchen and hot showers”
b. “Cabin style accommodation within a ‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping area
towards Guthega Road”
2. Draft NP Plan
a. “a campground at Island Bend to be operated under lease” (page 17)
b. “Powered sites at Island Bend supported by camping facilities such as camp
kitchens, hot showers and flushing toilets, to meet the growing demand for such
facilities” (page 20)
c. Bed numbers of up to 100 to be permitted at Island Bend (page 33)
d. Locations can be “leased for accommodation and other commercial purposes” (page
41)
Commercialisation Concerns
While there is very little detail in either of the Documents, it is evident that the intention is to lease
parts of Island Bend for camping, accommodation and “other commercial purposes”. It is not clear
which parts would be leased and whether all areas labelled “Eco Tourism” on Figure 38 of the draft
Master Plan could potentially be leased. If so, this is extremely alarming. It indicates that the
intention is to allow for the entire campground to be leased so that third parties can operate it for
commercial, profit-making purposes.
Island Bend is currently a free campsite which is managed by NPWS (a $6 online booking fee was
recently introduced). There is no reason why the Island Bend Campground cannot be managed by
NPWS, maintaining control in the interests of the public, not for private enterprise. For-profit
accommodation in national parks engenders entirely different outcomes to infrastructure created
purely for public utility. Further, experience elsewhere (south coast of Tasmania and soon the Light
House to Light House walk by Eden) shows that once areas become exclusive, people that have
loved and used an area for decades become excluded. There is a wide range of demographics that
utilise the Island Bend Campground, and through commercialization, I fear that some may be fiscally
excluded.
There is no information given in the Documents on how extensive the development of the
campground and cabin accommodation will be. A formalised campground and cabin facilities will
likely have lighting operating during the night, which will pollute the views that campers and
photographers will have of the night sky. There is also no information in the Documents on how
expensive the formalised campground and cabin facilities will be. This commercial model is likely to
fiscally block campers looking for basic, free accommodation in a beautiful part of Kosciuszko
National Park.

I have no objection to the rehabilitation of asbestos contaminated land associated with the former
Island Bend township. However, this rehabilitation should not be contingent on commercial interests
within the national park. The land should either be rehabilitated for environmental protection or to
allow for basic camping, like the rest of the campground. National parks should not be sold off to pay
for their upkeep.
If any re-development does occur, it should be strictly limited to any of the current, asbestos
contaminated areas that are rehabilitated. The current, free, and natural campground must be
maintained with management by NPWS.
Destruction of Natural Character
There is already a huge range of accommodation available within Kosciuszko National Park and
around the Jindabyne region for people wanting beds and hot showers. There is very little camping
of the type found at Island Bend where campers are free to choose where they camp, rather than
being corralled into allocated, pre-booked camping areas. The natural character of the campground
should be maintained, which would not be possible if leased for commercial operations.
One of the main enjoyments of staying at Island Bend Campground is the “basic” nature of the
camping and to get away from all the modern conveniences and technical distractions in life. There
are powered camping options in Jindabyne for people that wish to “rough it” in a tent but are not
capable of going a night without a hot shower, a camp kitchen or electricity. There is no need to
provide these facilities at Island Bend and ruin the character of what is a beautiful, natural camping
area.
Access
Island Bend is an important “take out” for paddlers that utilise the Snowy River and it is important
that free public access is maintained to both the start of the island and further around, closer to the
pondage (see Figure 1).
It is essential that any re-development and commercialisation of Island Bend Campground does not
block flexible, free, public access to the river and car parking in this area.
The same must be said for the Rangers Station “precinct” along the Thredbo River. It is another area
popular with whitewater kayakers as well as mountain bikers and fishers. Development in that area
should also not block the flexible, free, public access to the river and car parking that currently
exists.

Talia Walker
From:
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
The Kosciuszko national park needs to open, open for ski resorts to expand and more recreation. Especially controlled restrictions
on more 4WD activity.
Victoria’s Alpine National Park takes in significant tourism from NSW due to their trails being open over the warmer months.
NSW NPWS are the major hindrance to tourism and recreation in the Snowy Region. The minister needs to take a firm stance
against this organisation that has done nothing but destroyed our environment through their poor fire management plans and our
tourism sector.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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i object
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
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I object to the proposals due to the following reasons:
- Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park, not ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’- this precious
ecosystem won’t continue to bounce back, nor is it doing so now. Further development will be detrimental.
- National Parks are first and foremost for conservation and low-impact recreation, and these purposes shouldn’t be ignored in
favour of the commercial interests of expanding tourism and making it year-round instead of seasonal.
- The proposals to massively increase beds within the park and the infrastructure that will go along with it (sewage treatment and
car parks, for example), haven’t properly considered and the environmental impacts that would have.
- The privatisation of recreation in the park is grossly unsustainable, things like private 4WD access and helicopter access within
the park prioritise ‘high end’ visitors.
- Plans to build bathhouses at Yarrangobilly and raise the water temperature are harmful and concerning, given the historical
significance of the site.
1

Alice Pidgeon
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:12:43 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Alison
Last name
Cowie
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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To the Deputy Premier and proponents of these new developments, I would like to speak to the impact hat his increased volume of human traffic will
have on the National Park.
It is a well seen status in Australia that over development of beautiful places end in the destruction of these places. No sooner has someone
discovered or developed an area than it becomes overrun with people who are more concerned with their own comfort and experience than he
environment they are holidaying in. It happens time and time again.
Not happy with stopping any useful method of removing pest species from the high country, you are now going to deliver more pest species to further
it’s destruction.
The hig country and Kosciusko national park are available to everyone who wants to make the effort to travel there. These developments will not make
it easier or people to visit , in fact they will make it more expensive and the experience of being in a wild place less likely due to the added numbers.
Will the government increase funding for the park to employ more rangers to maintain and keep clean our beautiful mountains?
So I suggest hat no major developments occur in this area and the NSW government concentrate on maintaining the park and ridding it of brumbies,
deer , pigs and goats and let the unique Australian Native fauna once again flourish to make us proud.
Alison Cowie
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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I strongly object to the planned development within Kosciusko Na ional Park. A national park is not a resource that should be developed, it is an area
we should be trying to preserve and save for future generations. As the state's largest national park it is something we should protect, not squander
with more accommodation and carparks. Heating the waters of the natural pools will also have negative consequences for the environment and this is
a project that should definitely be stopped.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Proposed Development on Car Park site, pages 144 and 145 of Structure Plan and
pages 98-99 of Master Plan
I object to the proposal to redevelop the car park with mul i-storey buildings.
The current carpark is needed to provide for day visitor parking. Shuttle buses were inves igated in the past and were found to be impractical and
uneconomic as everyone wants to travel to the resort in very narrow time bands, and the number of buses required to transport everyone is
uneconomical. Also a large parking area at Pipers Gap will be even more visually intrusive than the current carpark, and require a fleet of shuttle buses
to transport people from there.
It should also be recognised that Australians are very attached to their cars and a significant number of people want to drive their cars to the snow, so
they can carry their spare gear and food etc for children. The cost for families is also significantly less than other means of transport. Building
additional accommodation in Perisher will not solve this problem as the cost of staying in accommodation on the snow is always going to be more
expensive due to the costs of providing services to this area and transport costs and difficulties. The extra beds also conflict with the section of the
SAP that supports extra tourist accommoda ion in Jindabyne.
The proposed “Plaza” will be overshadowed to buildings to the nor h of it and will not be an attractive place at any ime of he year, and particularly not
in winter. The height of the buildings will block views of the mountains from the access road and other existing tourist accommodation. The buildings
will also have major stability problems as the carpark has been constructed on a swamp. Any buildings in this area should be a maximum of 3 storeys
in height, and preferably 2 storeys. A small development here might be possible but not he proposal as sketched in the SAP.
In addi ion the current sewage system cannot cope with the existing number of beds in the resort, so it will definitely not cope with additional beds in
the village.
No development should be proposed on the Perisher carpark un il all the other issues have been resolved.

Carrying Capacity, page 28 of Masterplan and separate report
I object to developments being proposed on the basis of a carrying capacity framework that has not been fully developed.
Page 28 says that a carrying capacity framework will be developed for he park “based on environmental impacts and quality visitor experience”.
This sounds very nice but it extremely difficult to do. There have been many attempts in the past in Australia and elsewhere in the world to develop
such a framework and none have been entirely successful. These various attempts are outlined in the carrying capacity report.
The carrying capacity report notes (section 7.4.12.4) notes that the greater numbers of overnight and day visitors proposed in he SAP will result in
significant exceedances of infrastructure capacities. In particular, the water, sewerage and garbage capacities need to be increased before the resort
can cope with extra numbers.
Until these infrastructure requirements have been upgraded, and a carrying capacity framework developed based on the current numbers of visitors,
there should be no new accommodation proposed for any of he ski resorts and the references to increased bed numbers should be removed from the
SAP.
Helicopter Transport, Page 131 of Masterplan
I object to helicopters being able to land in the resorts for recreational purposes
The noise of helicopters transiting over the park, as currently happens, is extremely annoying to those on he ground. This noise has greatly increased
over this last year, and so has the annoyance to those on the ground. However the noise of overflights is nothing compared to the noise of landings.

The landing of emergency helicopters is so loud that everyone in he valley is disturbed by them (the noise reverberates within the valley), however
fortunately his only occurs occasionally. Continual landing and take-off of helicopters in the park will destroy the experience of everyone else in and
outside the resorts.
The few who wish to fly into the resorts should not be allowed to have a major impact on the thousands of other users of these areas.
This proposal for commuter helicopters should be removed from the SAP masterplan and all other documents.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION ON THE SNOWY MOUNTAINS SAP MASTER PLAN
SECTION 8.7 OF STRUCTURE PLAN, PERISHER VILLAGE

Proposed Development on Car Park site, pages 144 and 145 of Structure Plan and
pages 98‐99 of Master Plan
I object to the proposal to redevelop the car park with multi‐storey buildings.
The current carpark is needed to provide for day visitor parking. Shuttle buses were investigated in
the past and were found to be impractical and uneconomic as everyone wants to travel to the resort
in very narrow time bands, and the number of buses required to transport everyone is
uneconomical. Also a large parking area at Pipers Gap will be even more visually intrusive than the
current carpark, and require a fleet of shuttle buses to transport people from there.
It should also be recognised that Australians are very attached to their cars and a significant number
of people want to drive their cars to the snow, so they can carry their spare gear and food etc for
children. The cost for families is also significantly less than other means of transport. Building
additional accommodation in Perisher will not solve this problem as the cost of staying in
accommodation on the snow is always going to be more expensive due to the costs of providing
services to this area and transport costs and difficulties. The extra beds also conflict with the section
of the SAP that supports extra tourist accommodation in Jindabyne.
The proposed “Plaza” will be overshadowed to buildings to the north of it and will not be an
attractive place at any time of the year, and particularly not in winter. The height of the buildings will
block views of the mountains from the access road and other existing tourist accommodation. The
buildings will also have major stability problems as the carpark has been constructed on a swamp.
Any buildings in this area should be a maximum of 3 storeys in height, and preferably 2 storeys. A
small development here might be possible but not the proposal as sketched in the SAP.
In addition the current sewage system cannot cope with the existing number of beds in the resort,
so it will definitely not cope with additional beds in the village.
No development should be proposed on the Perisher carpark until all the other issues have been
resolved.

Carrying Capacity, page 28 of Masterplan and separate report
I object to developments being proposed on the basis of a carrying capacity framework that has not
been fully developed.
Page 28 says that a carrying capacity framework will be developed for the park “based on
environmental impacts and quality visitor experience”.
This sounds very nice but it extremely difficult to do. There have been many attempts in the past in
Australia and elsewhere in the world to develop such a framework and none have been entirely
successful. These various attempts are outlined in the carrying capacity report.
The carrying capacity report notes (section 7.4.12.4) notes that the greater numbers of overnight
and day visitors proposed in the SAP will result in significant exceedances of infrastructure
capacities. In particular, the water, sewerage and garbage capacities need to be increased before the
resort can cope with extra numbers.
Until these infrastructure requirements have been upgraded, and a carrying capacity framework
developed based on the current numbers of visitors, there should be no new accommodation
proposed for any of the ski resorts and the references to increased bed numbers should be removed
from the SAP.

Helicopter Transport, Page 131 of Masterplan
I object to helicopters being able to land in the resorts for recreational purposes
The noise of helicopters transiting over the park, as currently happens, is extremely annoying to
those on the ground. This noise has greatly increased over this last year, and so has the annoyance
to those on the ground. However the noise of overflights is nothing compared to the noise of
landings.
The landing of emergency helicopters is so loud that everyone in the valley is disturbed by them (the
noise reverberates within the valley), however fortunately this only occurs occasionally. Continual
landing and take‐off of helicopters in the park will destroy the experience of everyone else in and
outside the resorts.
The few who wish to fly into the resorts should not be allowed to have a major impact on the
thousands of other users of these areas.
This proposal for commuter helicopters should be removed from the SAP masterplan and all other
documents.

Yours sincerely

Alison Ramsay
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Submission
Proposed Development on Car Park site, pages 144 and 145 of Structure Plan and
pages 98-99 of Master Plan
I object to the proposal to redevelop the car park with mul i-storey buildings.
The current carpark is needed to provide for day visitor parking. Shuttle buses were inves igated in the past and were found to be impractical and
uneconomic as everyone wants to travel to the resort in very narrow time bands, and the number of buses required to transport everyone is
uneconomical. Also a large parking area at Pipers Gap will be even more visually intrusive than the current carpark, and require a fleet of shuttle buses
to transport people from there.
It should also be recognised that Australians are very attached to their cars and a significant number of people want to drive their cars to the snow, so
they can carry their spare gear and food etc for children. The cost for families is also significantly less than other means of transport. Building
additional accommodation in Perisher will not solve this problem as the cost of staying in accommodation on the snow is always going to be more
expensive due to the costs of providing services to this area and transport costs and difficulties. The extra beds also conflict with the section of the
SAP that supports extra tourist accommoda ion in Jindabyne.
The proposed “Plaza” will be overshadowed to buildings to the nor h of it and will not be an attractive place at any ime of he year, and particularly not
in winter. The height of the buildings will block views of the mountains from the access road and other existing tourist accommodation. The buildings
will also have major stability problems as the carpark has been constructed on a swamp. Any buildings in this area should be a maximum of 3 storeys
in height, and preferably 2 storeys. A small development here might be possible but not he proposal as sketched in the SAP.
In addi ion the current sewage system cannot cope with the existing number of beds in the resort, so it will definitely not cope with additional beds in
the village.
No development should be proposed on the Perisher carpark un il all the other issues have been resolved.

Carrying Capacity, page 28 of Masterplan and separate report
I object to developments being proposed on the basis of a carrying capacity framework that has not been fully developed.
Page 28 says that a carrying capacity framework will be developed for he park “based on environmental impacts and quality visitor experience”.
This sounds very nice but it extremely difficult to do. There have been many attempts in the past in Australia and elsewhere in the world to develop
such a framework and none have been entirely successful. These various attempts are outlined in the carrying capacity report.
The carrying capacity report notes (section 7.4.12.4) notes that the greater numbers of overnight and day visitors proposed in he SAP will result in
significant exceedances of infrastructure capacities. In particular, the water, sewerage and garbage capacities need to be increased before the resort
can cope with extra numbers.
Until these infrastructure requirements have been upgraded, and a carrying capacity framework developed based on the current numbers of visitors,
there should be no new accommodation proposed for any of he ski resorts and the references to increased bed numbers should be removed from the
SAP.
Helicopter Transport, Page 131 of Masterplan
I object to helicopters being able to land in the resorts for recreational purposes
The noise of helicopters transiting over the park, as currently happens, is extremely annoying to those on he ground. This noise has greatly increased
over this last year, and so has the annoyance to those on the ground. However the noise of overflights is nothing compared to the noise of landings.

The landing of emergency helicopters is so loud that everyone in he valley is disturbed by them (the noise reverberates within the valley), however
fortunately his only occurs occasionally. Continual landing and take-off of helicopters in the park will destroy the experience of everyone else in and
outside the resorts.
The few who wish to fly into the resorts should not be allowed to have a major impact on the thousands of other users of these areas.
This proposal for commuter helicopters should be removed from the SAP masterplan and all other documents.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

22/8/21

SUBMISSION ON THE SNOWY MOUNTAINS SAP MASTER PLAN
SECTION 8.7 OF STRUCTURE PLAN, PERISHER VILLAGE

Proposed Development on Car Park site, pages 144 and 145 of Structure Plan and
pages 98‐99 of Master Plan
I object to the proposal to redevelop the car park with multi‐storey buildings.
The current carpark is needed to provide for day visitor parking. Shuttle buses were investigated in
the past and were found to be impractical and uneconomic as everyone wants to travel to the resort
in very narrow time bands, and the number of buses required to transport everyone is
uneconomical. Also a large parking area at Pipers Gap will be even more visually intrusive than the
current carpark, and require a fleet of shuttle buses to transport people from there.
It should also be recognised that Australians are very attached to their cars and a significant number
of people want to drive their cars to the snow, so they can carry their spare gear and food etc for
children. The cost for families is also significantly less than other means of transport. Building
additional accommodation in Perisher will not solve this problem as the cost of staying in
accommodation on the snow is always going to be more expensive due to the costs of providing
services to this area and transport costs and difficulties. The extra beds also conflict with the section
of the SAP that supports extra tourist accommodation in Jindabyne.
The proposed “Plaza” will be overshadowed to buildings to the north of it and will not be an
attractive place at any time of the year, and particularly not in winter. The height of the buildings will
block views of the mountains from the access road and other existing tourist accommodation. The
buildings will also have major stability problems as the carpark has been constructed on a swamp.
Any buildings in this area should be a maximum of 3 storeys in height, and preferably 2 storeys. A
small development here might be possible but not the proposal as sketched in the SAP.
In addition the current sewage system cannot cope with the existing number of beds in the resort,
so it will definitely not cope with additional beds in the village.
No development should be proposed on the Perisher carpark until all the other issues have been
resolved.

Carrying Capacity, page 28 of Masterplan and separate report
I object to developments being proposed on the basis of a carrying capacity framework that has not
been fully developed.
Page 28 says that a carrying capacity framework will be developed for the park “based on
environmental impacts and quality visitor experience”.
This sounds very nice but it extremely difficult to do. There have been many attempts in the past in
Australia and elsewhere in the world to develop such a framework and none have been entirely
successful. These various attempts are outlined in the carrying capacity report.
The carrying capacity report notes (section 7.4.12.4) notes that the greater numbers of overnight
and day visitors proposed in the SAP will result in significant exceedances of infrastructure
capacities. In particular, the water, sewerage and garbage capacities need to be increased before the
resort can cope with extra numbers.
Until these infrastructure requirements have been upgraded, and a carrying capacity framework
developed based on the current numbers of visitors, there should be no new accommodation
proposed for any of the ski resorts and the references to increased bed numbers should be removed
from the SAP.

Helicopter Transport, Page 131 of Masterplan
I object to helicopters being able to land in the resorts for recreational purposes
The noise of helicopters transiting over the park, as currently happens, is extremely annoying to
those on the ground. This noise has greatly increased over this last year, and so has the annoyance
to those on the ground. However the noise of overflights is nothing compared to the noise of
landings.
The landing of emergency helicopters is so loud that everyone in the valley is disturbed by them (the
noise reverberates within the valley), however fortunately this only occurs occasionally. Continual
landing and take‐off of helicopters in the park will destroy the experience of everyone else in and
outside the resorts.
The few who wish to fly into the resorts should not be allowed to have a major impact on the
thousands of other users of these areas.
This proposal for commuter helicopters should be removed from the SAP masterplan and all other
documents.

Yours sincerely

Alison Ramsay

Talia Walker
From:
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Master
Plan for the following reasons.
1. All future development should take place outside the Kosiuszko National Park not within it.
"National parks are created to protect the best of our natural heritage: stunning landscapes, extraordinary wildlife and majestic
forests." National parks are not created to develop villages. I also find it incredible that the plan is to increase accommodation
within the park, when climate change is happening now and snow falls are becoming increasingly unreliable.
2. Helicopters should not be allowed the land or fly over Kosiuszko National Park .
"In our increasingly frenetic world, our national parks are important sanctuaries where people can take time out, enjoy nature, get
fit, relax and revitalise, whilst nature’s inherent beauty serves as a source of artistic, creative and spiritual inspiration."
How does a helicopter fit into this scenario. A helicopter is noisy and intrusive and ruins all sense of sanctuary.

1

3. A brumby control plan needs to be included.
The national park is created to "help to protect Australia’s unique wildlife by acting as a refuge for threatened species". When the
mountain swamps are trampled by brumbies and turned into muddy wallows, there will be no place for the corroboree frogs to live.
The streams will not run clear and unpolluted into Lake Jindabyne and the swamps will not be there to slow the run off from heavy
rainfall.
4. Car parking at Perisher and Smiggins should not be increased.
The car park in Perisher is an eyesore and visible from miles around. A National park is not created to be a car park. The ski tube
is available and as suggested shuttle buses could run frequently, so that driving to Perisher and parking is discouraged. This
strategy is used by many national parks in Europe.
Note: All quoted text is from the web page
https://npansw.org.au/what-we-do/why-are-national-parks-important/

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Talia Walker
From:
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Generally, the SAP is disappointing for its lack of vision for new development in the future.
The Jindabyne proposals are generally supported. Jindabyne should be developed as a medium-density, vibrant, and walkable
resort town. Peripheral developments should be limited or delayed to encourage this development of the Jindabyne core.
A pedestrian bridge should be constructed across Lake Jindabyne from the town centre to access Tyrolean Village and East
Jindabyne to facilitate the development of these areas and add a spectacular structure that would assist to provide an iconic image
to place the destination on an international stage.
The carrying capacity discussion in the report is totally inadequate as no specific proposal to measure carrying capacity, or any
determination of an appropriate development capacity for the planning period has been identified in the plan - this totally
undermines the proposals contained in the Kosciuszko PoM amendments which repeatedly refer to the carrying capacity
discussion in the SAP Master Plan as the justification for additional developments in the resorts. The SAP and plan amendments
should be placed on hold until an appropriate carrying capacity has been identified for both Jindabyne and the alpine resorts have
been calculated and been adopted subject to proper public consultation and environmental assessment processes.
1

The discussion and proposals for improved access to the resorts do not build on the far-sighted vision of developing Skitube to
build an alternative to on-road transport to the resorts. The proposals rely on shuttle busses that are somehow predicted to be
faster and more convenient than private cars although this proposal does not demonstrate how this will actually be achieved either
with dedicated bus lanes, improved terminal facilities, avoidance of snow and ice road delays or faster and more convenient travel.
People travelling to the snow, especially families, have lots of gear and equipment which is inconvenient to transfer to public
transport unless there is a significant advantage in making that transfer. The only real paradigm shift in resort access would be the
extension of Skitube to Jindabyne and the limiting of private vehicle access into the resorts in the winter season. The SAP needs to
be visionary and make a call on this paradigm shift.
The addition of hard roofed accommodation in the Island Bend, Kosciuszko Mountain Retreat, Thredbo Ranger Station and
Thredbo Diggings Precincts is not supported as this will disrupt the orderly development of Jindabyne, Thredbo and Perisher and
create ribbon development along the access roads but not at the destinations.
The SAP asserts there is a need to increase skiable terrain however there is no evidence that the capacity of the resorts is limited
by downhill terrain but rather by the uplift capacity of ski lift infrastructure. This was demonstrated in the Ski 2000 report in 1990
and remains accurate today. Despite improvements in snowmaking technology, the future of the ski season is limited and does not
justify the expansion of the resort footprint for additional groomed skiing terrain. Investments should focus on maximising the use of
the existing ski slope areas.
The existing resort villages should not have additional bed development rights. The 2006 Kosciuszko PoM identified bed limits and
these have not yet been reached. This demonstrates there is not sufficient demand to justify an increase in development rights.
The granting of any additional development rights to existing resort operators, as would be the case in Thredbo and the Perisher
Range Resorts, is contrary to NSW Government procurement guidelines and would need to be subject to a special process to
ensure a competitive release of these development rights.
In particular, the failure of the resort operator in Perisher to finalise an agreement for development rights on the Perisher carpark
over the last 20 years demonstrates there is not sufficient demand to justify an increase in bed rights or development capacity in
the Perisher Range Resorts or Charlotte Pass.
In Thredbo, there should be a review of actual bed numbers developed in the resort as there has been a rorting of bed
development rights in Thredbo over many years. This is because of the special lease condition which allows for sub-leased
apartments and the inclusion of additional habitable rooms and spaces such as "studies" and "libraries" within the floor plans. This
means there are significant numbers (up to 20%) of additional people accommodated in Thredbo at peak times, with consequent
impacts on water and sewerage infrastructure, parking capacity and most significantly evacuation capacity in the event of
emergencies.
Additional resort capacity has been argued based on a "doubling" of visitation to the Snowy Mountains over the last 15-20 years,
however, most of this increase has occurred in the summer months and so has not created a demand for additional peak winter
accommodation but rather has contributed to the increased occupancy and viability of existing accommodation. Increasing bed
numbers in the alpine resorts will undermine this trend of increased viability for existing operators. Jindabyne is better placed to
service this increasing summer visitation as a greater range of activities are available in the town including water-based activities
and horseriding.
In summary:
- carrying capacity calculations and results should be transparently identified and justified and be subject to public exhibition and
environmental processes before the SAP is finalised.
- the further development of Jindabyne is supported in principle subject to the creation of strong design and development controls
to ensure a strong resort town character is developed building on the best examples to date.
- the development of the "Western Lake Jindabyne" precinct is not supported as this will compromise the orderly and viable
development of Jindabyne and adjacent areas. It will lead to "ribbon development" along Kosciuszko Road on the approaches to
Kosciuszko National Park.
- improved access to the ski resorts for peak winter access is encouraged and this should be in the form of a mass transit solution
that is attractive to family groups and targets people who are already staying in Jindabyne. Shuttle busses are not attractive to
family groups.
- additional bed developments are not justified in the existing ski resort towns as existing development rights have not yet been
exhausted and monopoly controls preclude commercially responsible allocation of development rights.
- additional bed developments are not justified at other sites such as the Island Bend, Kosciuszko Mountain Retreat, Thredbo
Ranger Station and Thredbo Diggings Precincts as this will compromise development in Jindabyne and create new environmental
and visual impacts in Kosciuszko National Park.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED AMMENDMENT TO THE PLAN OF MANAGEMENT.
As a regular visitor to KNP since the 1940’s and with a keen interest in the preservation of the High Country environment, I wish to register my
opposition to any change in the way the Plan of Management is to be administered. The fragility of the environment warrants continued thoughtful
administration by the appropriate Minister and not be allowed to over develop.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I strongly object to any changes
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 9:03 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 09:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Allison
Last name
Parkinson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
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Commercial development of National Park land negates the "parks for everyone" principle underlying Australian National Parks.
The National Parks must be maintained by government organisations, providing services on a NOT-FOR-PROFIT basis to ensure
equal access for all users. Organisations profiting from parks that belong to every Australian is not an equitable use of that
resource. Moreoever, constructions and development has the effect of removing the WILD from the wilderness - it is a blight on the
land and a blight on our community.
I object to the leasing of National Park land for any kind of private development.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Hi, it is sad that Kalkite has been missed in this development plan. Hope submissions made earlier re tapping opportunities in
Kalkite like building a small shopping centre, a camp site would be considered.
Hope the Shared Path around the lake reaches Kalkite sooner than later.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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This Na ional Park is already under enough pressure. This SAP proposal is ludicrous. The facts are below, but they are already well understood by
anyone who cares about the environment, which John Barilaro does not. He should not be allowed anywhere near National Parks.
Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any
national park in Australia. The sources of hat damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construc ion works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national
parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds. All visitors need basic
services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting,
and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any fur her assaults. It needs better protec ion, not further damage through the inappropriate developments described in he
Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awai ing a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are gazetted for the
protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recrea ional and commercial activities may be appropriate in
national parks, but only where they are consistent wi h the core conservation objectives of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal,
national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so many environmental issues, let’s not
add over development of KNP hose failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn he planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of he POM defining the limits of future development and activities
after careful analysis of the values and hreats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly designed to increase commercial access to, and
returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would be protected by
future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for he assessment of individual developments, not for the

strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park. The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong
tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain he proposed developments. It doesn’t. It
should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from he National Parks and Wildlife Service to the
Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly sensi ive, extremely significant
protected area.
The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects he values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits.
This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 60%. All associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage
treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is hat here is a
demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP for at least 9
months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service he peak of the snow season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing he natural snowline above the current resorts. The escalating costs and
excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the
end of the snow sports era wi hin two decades, however if current trends continue a single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those beds, would only be
required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict so much damage on the na ional park for
the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central
objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to existing development footprint. The
proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and
species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their
clients on he Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought by
many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and Interna ional significance.
Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for he sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, bath
houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to create a new tradition,
and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using large-scale gas
heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a na ional park setting is entirely at odds with
community expectations.
Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional accommodation as an
unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in he short term. One is that the potential sites for
expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their development proposals
only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened ecological communities and species hat are
found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is
the significance of impact in he particular areas proposed for development such as these carparks.
The o her concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly abandoning for long
distance travel. National Parks should be promo ing environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands better mass
transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the Interna ional alliance ‘the high ambi ion coalition’. The centrepiece
of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be
fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and other
inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park. At a time when we
should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to diminish one of the jewels in our reserve
system, KNP.
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
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I support the SAP
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
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I am very concerned that the government is wanting to further develop the Snowy Mountains National Park when the ecosystems there are already so
challenged by he changing temperatures and feral horses that ramble in the mountains. The purpose of Na ional Parks is not to promote tourism they
are there to protect wold places and ecosystems and to keep them as untouched and unchanged by human intervention as possible. As you know the
snow season is becoming shorter due to the changing climate. Surely you do not wish to further impact the environment with buildings hat may never
be used by snow seekers… he current development here is sufficient and fur her commercial competition for the current businesses would not help
those businesses survive. Please respect our natural environment that is already experiencing an extinction crisis, by not further developing the
National Park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am very concerned that the government is wanting to further develop the Snowy Mountains National Park when the ecosystems
there are already so challenged by the changing temperatures and feral horses that ramble in the mountains. The purpose of
National Parks is not to promote tourism they are there to protect wold places and ecosystems and to keep them as untouched and
unchanged by human intervention as possible. As you know the snow season is becoming shorter due to the changing climate.
Surely you do not wish to further impact the environment with buildings that may never be used by snow seekers… the current
development there is sufficient and further commercial competition for the current businesses would not help those businesses
survive. Please respect our natural environment that is already experiencing an extinction crisis, by not further developing the
National Park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 7:33 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 19:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Amanda
Last name
Lopez
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I grew up in the Snowy Mountains and remember the care and concern for the environment that all people and machinery must not
trample plants even through the snow. It was so precious, this fragile ecosystem. Now with the proposal of the NSW State
government there is the likelihood that this magic, protected, pristine environment will change. Please keep accommodation and
transport outside the national park and allow day visits to a place that is so rare in its isolation and beauty.
There is plenty of space to build infrastructure like Jindabyne outside the park.
Thank you.
Amanda Lopez
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 30 June 2021 12:15 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 30/06/2021 - 12:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Amber
Last name
Arazny
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
The SAP urgently needs to address health and medical facilities.
Mainly, there needs to be an inclusion of a pool and/or Leisure centre. Similar to the council-run facilities in Ulladulla and Pambula.
The Indoor pool is currently already inadequate to meet the demands of the community, and will continue to become more
inadequate as the population and popularity of the area grows.
As an Exercsie Physiologist working locally I consistently see the barriers and restrictions for people of all fitness levels to access
health and fitness services and facilities. The joke of a hydrotherapy/aqua aerobics programs in Jindabyne and Cooma being one
of the major issues. The only pool that is open all year round is a 25m indoor pool that is most often taken up by swimming squads
and lessons.
This area needs an accessible, adequate pool and leisure facility that is open year round. The demand and need is there.
As an allied health professional working locally in this area, I’m happy to be contacted to discuss the needs that must be met.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 7:17 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 07:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Amy
Last name
Crosbie
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don't. Just don't.
I really shouldn't have to elaborate, so I'll leave that to the experts.
BUT....
You've wrecked it enough as is (snowy hydro...).
If wealthy people want resort-style experiences, then they oughta go to a resort, not a national park.
Stop using what little alpine wilderness we have as a gold mine!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 4:45:35 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 16:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Amy
Last name
De Costa
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I oppose the plan to build on Kosciusko National Park. I believe this area should be protected as it is he habitat of many plants and animals that
should be preserved not built upon. The government should not seek to boost the economy at he expense of the environment! Climate change and
human impact on the environment is already severe and future activities like this one will only add to this, which in turn will also result in an economic
relapse when the environment is gone. If the government wants to increase more jobs for those in the area, they should think of more sustainable
green ways to do this - whilst I acknowledge this is hard to do, it’s the government’s responsibility to make the best decisions for both people and our
precious environment to ensure longevity of both.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:01:15 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Amy
Last name
Osborne
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We need more affordable housing. High priced sales leaves nothing wi hin affordable rental pricing. I see only expansion for tourism accommodation
and a lack of new residential options.
I have been living in Jindabyne for 16+ years and I can’t afford to live in my town I love. Affordable 12 month rentals do not exist.
How do you plan on servicing the tourism if staff and locals can not live affordably in Jindabyne.
This town is not a playground for the rich only.
I welcome the idea of making great positive changes for he future. Please consider the people that live here and who want to continue doing so. Not
many of us make exuberant endless salaries, many of us are the small guy living week to week being of service in the tourism sector.
I for one will have to move and if that’s the case, I won’t be travelling back this way for work.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 9:37 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 09:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Amy
Last name
Vos
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
My interest in Kosciuszko NP is primarily its role as a protected area for the conservation of biodiversity and alpine ecosystems.
These areas are fragile and special and should be protected for our own and future generations to enjoy; and for the protection of
the inherent value of the biodiversity they contain.
I strongly object to the proposed plans for development within Kosciuszko NP. National Parks exist for the protection of
biodiversity, and the flora and fauna of the park would be adversely affected by the proposed changes. I also do not believe that
this development is in the interests of local communities or park users- by expanding facilities and growing visitor numbers the user
experience of nature would be negatively impacted by crowds, a hierarchy of paying visitors, and extended infrastructure detracting
from nature.
The park is already seriously impacted by climate change and feral species, the impacts of which threaten its fragile ecosystemsthese threats need to be addressed, rather than the creation of yet more elaborate tourism facilities aimed at generating revenue.
Our National Parks do not exist as a business. They are a national asset, conserving our precious biodiversity, and must be
treasured and protected as such.

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:20:58 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Andrew
Last name
Booth
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is pristine wilderness and should be left that way.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:35:04 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Andrew
Last name
Frater
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a director/member of Public Service Officers' Ski Club Co-operative Ltd (Yalara Alpine Lodge Perisher Valley) which is a member of SLOPES.
Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 57 years. I strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the
Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of
the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensi ive way hat provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko
National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:15 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Andrew
Last name
Ham
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This plan appears to put the benefits of the 20 or so people that will financially benefit from it ahead of the long-standing protection
and conservation of Kosciuszko National Park. This a clear loss of public good for the benefit of a few private enterprises, which
will likely come from out of area owners. The notion that the yaragobilly caves pool is heated is of particular concern and will
destroy a naturally generated phenomenon to create a heated spa. This suggestion is laughable and damaging and cannot go
ahead.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 28 July 2021 3:00 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 28/07/2021 - 14:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Andrew
Last name
Lim
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am in mild support of the Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct and Jindabyne Growth Precinct, however am firmly opposed to the
proposed development of the Alpine precinct, particularly plans for a "night and day economy", and expansion of overnight Alpine
accommodation.
Such actions benefit the few at the cost to the many, and provide commercial opportunities to the resorts and the strata of society
who are able to afford this privileged style of accommodation.
Investments here do not flow back into the local economy of Jindabyne, in contrast, they stay within the closed economy of the
resorts who are vertically integrated across entertainment, accommodation and dining.
Furthermore, I fail to see how developments in the Alpine precinct do not come at the expense of long-term conservation plans for
the national park. Our national parks are already rare spaces, and increasing carrying capacity in these parks in the manner
proposed do not align with principles of stewardship for sensitive, protected places. We are missing a grander opportunity to make
a firm statement of conversation within our National Parks by ensuring they belong to our common wealth, rather than the
commercial interests of a small group.
1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:18:09 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Andrew
Last name
MacCormick
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I am concerned that adding cabins to island bend may cause disruption to the free camping access in the area.
Personally I am a uni student that could not afford to pay a lot for camping (as there are no guarantees to keep camping free). I normally camp at
Island Bend. Arriving late on a Friday night before going backcountry hiking/skiing. If access to easily accessible camping is restricted, people may stat
camping in areas not designed for camping. Eg. Guthegar power station, carparks or on the side of the road.
There are plenty of places within the park for cabins, such as Sawpit Creek or o her accommodation choices in Jindabyne as well as the resort villages
but as far as I know there is nowhere else in the Park with easily accessible car camping.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:44:50 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Andrew
Last name
Marr
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a director of Lampada Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for over 50 years. I strongly endorse
the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct
initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way
that provides for improved use and enjoyment of he Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 10 03:12 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 22:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Andrew
Last name
Marston
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am extremely concerned by NSW Government’s Special Activation Plan for Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). This draft plan intends to encourage
further development in the Park inviting greater access for vehicles and aircraft. It also takes direct control of the KNP Plan of Management away from
the NSW Environment Minister and gives it to the Deputy Premier.
National Parks are there to preserve wilderness for all Australians to enjoy, but this plan will damage the delicate alpine environment by encouraging
development where there should not be any. This proposal must be defeated, it is an affront to the very purpose of National Parks.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 1:49 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 13:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Andrew
Last name
Mortlock
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hi
The Kosciusko national park is incredible, the charm of the park is its respect and prioritisation of the natural wildlife and
landscape.
The Yarrangobilly thermal pool is natural. It's the whole attraction. The idea to build onsens would make sense if it was naturally
hotter but the thermal pool is below 30 degrees. I was there in May this year and everyone else there couldn’t stop talking about
how amazing it is that the pool is naturally heated. Gas powered baths don’t make sense at that location.
Please consider the long term stability and protection of the park.
Thanks to everyone taking care of the area.
Cheers,
Andrew

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 9 August 2021 4:07 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 16:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Andrew
Last name
Rowlands
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Having enjoyed the beauty of the walking trails throughout the Snowy Mountains National Park, and the ski-fields, I am concerned
particularly regarding increased car park capacity, potential helicopter access and increases in tour group numbers.
The special activation plan displays a focus on increased public transport access to ski-fields, which is directly contradicted by the
increases to private vehicle parking. Increasing private vehicle access will be detrimental to the uptake of public transport access to
the region, and results in a series of negative environmental effects including increased pollution due to transport, more polluted
runoff from parking areas, and further loss of undisturbed area. If public transport is to be the solution to these problems, it is
necessary to encourage its uptake in as many ways as possible, without undermining its appeal.
While hiking through the snowy mountains, the presence of a medical evacuation helicopter was a very intrusive event that drew
my attention away from the beauty of the national park. The natural serenity of the park amplifies the impact of any disturbances,
and the possibility of additional low-level air traffic in the park for non-emergency reasons is abhorrent to me. Additionally, the
aviation industry remains one of the most significant polluters in the country, and increasing its presence in the national park for the
sake of tourism is counter to the goals of preserving the beauty and splendour of the area.
Further encouragement of tour groups to the national park is also undesirable. Many tourist destinations have come to resent the
1

presence of tour groups that do not come to experience the beauty of the natural environment, coming instead with large groups
that only seek photo opportunities and cheap thrills. These groups often do not respect the delicate nature of the natural
environment and cause far more damage than an equivalent number of individual visitors due to their recklessness. Unfortunately
this appears to be difficult to legislate against due to the individual actions of visitors in these groups that cannot be controlled by
tour groups.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:27:26 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Andrew
Last name
Wakefield
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Just no
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:03:29 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Andrew
Last name
Walker
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It’s a national park which should be preserved. Not a playground for elitist.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:38:13 PM
knp-submission pdf

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Angela
Last name
Baur
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
knp-submission.pdf

Submission

22nd August 2021
To Whom It ay Concern
I have recently become aware of proposals for an expansion of
commercial ac ivities in the Kosciusko National Park (KNP).
I ga her the proposals include huge expansion of accommodation and
visitor facilities and rejections of sustainability principles.
The KNP is a precious and vulnerable national park which con inues to
suffer environmental damage:
• From historic causes such as clearing, grazing, mining and the
disastrous effects of feral horse protection
• And also, from more recent causes such as the impacts of
climate change and devastating bushfires.
Our national parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation which,
in he KNP, should not include ‘high end’customers being allowed
helicopter transportation nor the heating of water ways to mimic what
might naturally occur overseas but is neither culturally appropriate nor
environmentally‘friendly’in the KNP.
Other concerns include expansion of the accommoda ion, transport and
parking. Poten ial sites for such expansion may have severe adverse
effects on the hreatened native flora and fauna species.
As a trained veterinarian I continue to delight in the amazing wildlife of
Australia and such proposed developments do not follow
environmentally sustainable practices and would not ensure protection
of our rare habitats, ecosystems and species.
Yours sincerely,
Angela Baur BVSc (ret)
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:40:24 PM
kosciuszko-submission-aug-2021.docx

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Angela
Last name
Burrows
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
kosciuszko-submission-aug-2021.docx

Submission
I object to this proposal
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission re Snowy Mountains Special Precinct and the amendment to the
National Park Plan of Management
As a mother and grandmother, I recognise the serious responsibility of our current
generation to preserve the ecology, natural species and environment for future
generations. My biological science training informs my understanding that special
areas of conservation known as National Parks, are vital and must be specially
designated and set aside for this purpose. National Parks Regulation and
preservation for posterity, must be a responsibility of government. They should not
be subject to commercial developments or privatised. I am therefore writing to object
to the above proposal and it’s stated …40-year vision for the area as a year-round tourist
destination with new business opportunities, services and community infrastructure for the
people that live, work and visit the region.

Australia is a very special environment having been cared for by a small population
of First Nations people for over 65,000 years. Prior to European settlement the
landscape was close to pristine. Conservation, sustainability and care for the land
was central to First National culture and lifestyle. Our responsibility to conserve
natural environments such as the Kosciuszko National Park for future generations is
even more poignant and important.
European settlement quickly brought with it exploitation of the fragile Australian
landscape. Introduction of European animals, plants and farming techniques
decimated native species and led to degradation and destruction of the delicate
environmental and ecological balance causing erosion and wildfires.
Recognition of the need for conservation areas to preserve this very special
continent eventually led to creation of National Parks with specific legislated
management plans to ensure their sustainability. Ideally a conservation plan would
aim to return the land and environment close to pre-settlement condition with no
development or commercial activities permitted. The Snowy Mountains area is one
of the most important alpine regions in Australia. It’s essential water catchment area
is dependent on sustainable protection. Water is becoming increasingly threatened
by serious decline with accelerating climate change
When the Kosciuszko National Park was created the Snowy Mountains had already
been damaged by settlement, farming, clearing, grazing and introduction of
European animals which trampled and damaged native species and soils. Large
populations of feral horses destroy the alpine natural environment and populations
are exploding to the detriment of the natural ecosystems.
Kosciuszko National Park was created to return it to and conserve the very special
nature of the alpine area in the Snowy mountains and preserve it from further
damage. The special Plan of Management provides a framework of regulations for
management of the Park to maximise conservation values and determines what
activities, level of development and commercial activities are permissible.
The Park is already overstretched due to existing high level of activities currently
occurring there. The proposed new Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Masterplan will further undermine many conservation aims as it seeks to change the
existing Kosciuszko National Park special plan of management by





altering the alpine resort accommodation policy, including an increase in the
maximum occupancy permitted in the resorts
enabling limited additional accommodation to be developed at identified nonresort accommodation nodes within the park as per publicly exhibited master
plans
enabling additional camping options with the precinct.

These proposals are not in the best interests of the conservation aims of the park,
they are in the interests of private commercial and development interests.
Conservation is the duty of the State and National Governments and National Parks
should not be exploited and increasingly privatised. There is no shortage of other
areas outside designated National Parks where such commercial tourist activities
could be developed.
Current Accommodation Kosciuszko is largely empty in summertime, so no further
increases are warranted. By contrast, in the winter snow season the Park facilities
such as sewerage are already at capacity. Depth and duration of snow cover is likely
to continue reducing as the effects of accelerating climate change put further
stresses on the Park. Winter accommodation requirements may well be reduced if
snow cover continues to retreat. Increasing camping areas would be unwise due to
the threat of increasing bush fires.
Priorities for the Special Activation Precincts are listed as
 celebrate the unique cultural and environmental attributes that attract threequarters of a million visitors annually to the region
 revitalise the Snowy Mountains into a year-round tourist destination
 reaffirm the region as Australia's Alpine Capital, with Jindabyne at its heart.
This demonstrates a complete misunderstanding of the conservation aims of the
existing Plan of Management. Rather than celebrating the unique area it would
cause further damage to the delicate environment.
The already available summertime accommodation could be utilised to create a year
round tourist destination however. The likelihood of increased bush fires generated
by accelerating climate change could mitigate against viability of new
accommodation development.
The stated aim of the Master Plan to ‘bring together planning and investment to focus on
growing jobs and economic activity in the local area’ would be better served by developing
surrounding regional areas especially around Jindabyne. This would also fulfilling
the third priority above without endangering the National Park ecosystems.
The National Park should not be open to further development as outlined in this
proposal. The proposal to create a gas fired Japanese style ‘Onsen’ by heating the
waters of Yarrangobilly is completely unsuitable for an area famed for its unique
Australian landscape and environment. In addition, gas is a carbon polluting fossil
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Submission on proposed new master plan for Kosciuszko National Park

Dear Minister
I wish to strongly object to the proposed new master plan for Kosciuszko National Park Plan.
This is because, contrary to claims made about its resilience, this park is a highly vulnerable
environment, recently devasted and made even more vulnerable by the bushfires of 2019‐
20. It would be shockingly irresponsible for the new Master Plan, including large‐scale
commercial expansion, to proceed for the following reasons.
The introduction to the masterplan claiming that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and
‘environmentally resilient comes close to fantasy. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer,
more environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that
damage include:
 historic clearing, grazing and mining;
 the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most
intense wildfires in recorded history;
 destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the Deputy Premier’s
legislation protecting feral horses;
 un‐rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
 historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
 massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2.0 project; and
 unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is already under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development
and use. It is certainly one the most heavily visited national parks in NSW and contains far
more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds.
All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road
maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting,
and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental
damage. KNP cannot sustain any further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan. Instead, it needs better protection.
National Park not theme park
National Parks are gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their
natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in
national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation. The new Masterplan would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP,
putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal, national and
international obligations to protect national parks.
Proper processes subverted
The documents exhibited for this proposal overturn the planning hierarchy for national
parks. Instead of the Plan of Management (POM) defining the limits of future development
and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current
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process flips this in order to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities
within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that
the environmental values of KNP would be protected by future assessments under the
Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act). This approach subverts the
statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of
individual developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes,
conservation and heritage values of a national park. The Masterplan and EP&A Act are the
wrong tools to protect KNP: that is the role of the POM. The exhibited POM amendment
should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments. It does not. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a
revised POM.
Even more concerning is that the two plans would effectively transfer much of the
responsibility for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife Service to
the Department of Planning and the Deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is
unacceptable for such a highly sensitive, extremely significant protected area, and will lead
to inappropriate and destructive decisions.
Vital protections sacrificed for threatened resort operations
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and
recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits. This is achieved in large
part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000. The Masterplan and
POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 60%. All associated services,
from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking,
would also need to be enlarged to support this increase. However, there is no assessment of
the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds.
The only justification provided is that there is a demand for additional accommodation and
utility year‐round, but the vast majority of the existing accommodation in KNP is vacant for
most of the year – there is a large surplus of accommodation for at least 9 months per year.
In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of
the snow season.
And the future of the snowfields is grave. Rising temperatures are already pushing the
natural snowline above the current resorts. The escalating costs and excessive water and
power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic.
Optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades, however if
current inaction on the causes of global warming by governments (especially the Australian
government) continue, a single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the
infrastructure and services to support those beds, would only be required for a maximum of
two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict so much
damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be
managed for the long term, not for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
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The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large
areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central objective of previous
management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high
biodiversity value and require careful management – not high‐impact development – to
ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
The Masterplan actually prioritises ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP.
Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their clients on the Summit
Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely detract
from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
Unsustainable, costly and inappropriate Yarrangobilly plan
The master plan proposes major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst
system at Yarrangobilly is of national and international significance. Karst environments are
highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant
values. Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or
appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
Moreover, a Disney‐like proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing
springs. These would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located
around hot thermal springs. It is self‐evident that such structures are not part of the
heritage of Yarrangobilly and represent shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose
raising the water temperature using large‐scale gas heaters. National parks must model
sustainability principles, and installing a high emissions facility in a national park setting is
entirely at odds with community expectations.
Infrastructure and transport impacts
The master plan proposals make provision for increases in car parking in the resort
precincts. Additional parking will join additional accommodation as an unnecessary
‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short
term. One is that the potential sites for expanded carparks have significant conservation
values, particularly for threatened species and ecological communities.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces encourages a private
transport model that Australians are abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks
must promote environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands
better mass transport.
Conclusion
The argument that KNP is very large and that development proposals only impact on a small
percentage of the park is highly misleading: many of the threatened ecological communities
and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few
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hundred hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant; the issue is the significance
of impact in the particular areas proposed for development.
The Commonwealth recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance
‘the high ambition coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt
the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves. The
protected area network in NSW protects barely 9% of the state. That aim will be fatally
undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land
clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses. The Masterplan does
nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endangers the conservation values of
the park for all future generations.
We submit that the new Master Plan proposals must not proceed. As long term and regular
visitors to KNP (including as skiers), we have seen increased damage to the Park
environment by Snowy 2.0 and recently by the devastating bushfires, from which so much
of the Park is still recovering. There must not be further damage, especially avoidable
damage from our own hands, that could bring the Park’s environmental values to a tipping
point.

Ms Angela Earth

20 August 2021
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Name
First name
Angela
Last name
James
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the Master Plan as proposed. I would support the development of a Perisher Village Master Plan where all new development is consolidated
around the existing Perisher ski centre and the immediate surrounds. The bed limit for Perisher Village should be restricted to a maximum of 10%.
With respect to Yarrangobilly Caves, I do not support the proposed redevelopment. I support the heritage values of the existing development and he
commercial re-use of the development with addi ional beds limited to 15% of the existing.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:
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noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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I am making a personal submission
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First name
Angie
Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
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Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We prize Australia for its unique environments, not because it is commercialised and made exactly like many overseas man built
environments. The majority of people want to experience nature in its pristine form, and the majority of people want biodiversity
preserved and treasured. This fragile environment should not be destroyed but preserved for generations to come. In a world wide
shrinking of all natural wonders we should be concentrating on leaving many of our National Parks in the hands of a robust
environment department, not in the hands of rapacious commercial interests. I for one, dont want to be a comfortable traveller, but
someone who discovers the true unique beauty of the world. We are swapping convenience for true wonder. We will be losing
irreplaceable unique glory if we go along with this disrespectful scheme of the NSW government. Please leave the park intact and
take the brumbies out.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
From Jindabyne resident
SAP
I agree to the above statement
Yes

PARKING…
CBD RETAIL PARKING JINDABYNE
COMMENT From Angela Ponticello Jindabyne resident
At present parking on streets within the Jindabyne township plus parking for
businesses and staff working within Jindabyne’s CBD retail area are at full
capacity.
There is not enough all-day parking as it stands now for staff of retail shops.
Across your documents and master plan, you have suggested changing certain
streets to adjust current parking but you haven’t taken into account the
current needs, let alone the future needs.
I urge you not to remove any parking from the business and shopping area
unless you can provide a suitable alternative with increased capacity.
RESIDENTIAL TOWNSHIP PARKING.
It should be mandatory that any new residential or tourist accommodation
being built with the township of Jindabyne should be fully self sufficient

With their own parking. Example a 2 storey 4 bedroom unit should at least
account for 8 car spaces minimum on their building site .
The street of Jindabyne cannot cope with any infill development where more
cars will be parked on the street. Its an impossibility to park on the streets now
during peak tourism times .

Growth over Development . Page 57 structure plan
report .
Please do not try and change the feel of the township by adding high rise
development and extensive lake foreshore development . Jindabyne is a rural
alpine town .The SAP master plan need to be refined , definitely no more that
2 storey dwellings near the lake.

Jindabyne Town Centre
The community Memorial hall is in desperate need of renewal , and the land
along side of it could be developed as a two storey carpark.

Talia Walker
From:
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Jindabyne Housing and Development
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I personally object to the proposed development, modifica ion, and/or mollesting of any part of Kosciusko national Park on all grounds.
This is one of the most beau iful and untouched parts of the country. A unique area with climate and nature not found anywhere else in this great
county.
I en irely apose any plan to develop his area further, especially in to any kind of tourist destination for the wealthy.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Kosciusko is one of the most beautiful natural alpine areas we have in Australia. It would be hear breaking to see it developed into a commercial area
with increased infrastructure. The are currently numerous areas catering to all aspects of society and allow everyone to visit at any time of the year.
We need to retain natural landscapes as much as possible and the best way to do that is leaving them untouched.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Outrageous
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Submission
Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any
national park in Australia. The sources of hat damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construc ion works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national
parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds. All visitors need basic
services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting,
and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any fur her assaults. It needs better protec ion, not further damage through the inappropriate developments described in he
Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awai ing a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are gazetted for the
protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recrea ional and commercial activities may be appropriate in
national parks, but only where they are consistent wi h the core conservation objectives of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal,
national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so many environmental issues, let’s not
add over development of KNP hose failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn he planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of he POM defining the limits of future development and activities
after careful analysis of the values and hreats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly designed to increase commercial access to, and
returns from activities within KNP.

The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would be protected by
future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for he assessment of individual developments, not for the
strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park. The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong
tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain he proposed developments. It doesn’t. It
should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from he National Parks and Wildlife Service to the
Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly sensi ive, extremely significant
protected area.
The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects he values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits.
This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 60%. All associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage
treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is hat here is a
demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP for at least 9
months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service he peak of the snow season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing he natural snowline above the current resorts. The escalating costs and
excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the
end of the snow sports era wi hin two decades, however if current trends continue a single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those beds, would only be
required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict so much damage on the na ional park for
the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central
objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to existing development footprint. The
proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and
species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their
clients on he Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought by
many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and Interna ional significance.
Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for he sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, bath
houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to create a new tradition,
and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using large-scale gas
heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a na ional park setting is entirely at odds with
community expectations.
Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional accommodation as an
unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in he short term. One is that the potential sites for
expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their development proposals
only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened ecological communities and species hat are
found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is
the significance of impact in he particular areas proposed for development such as these carparks.
The o her concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly abandoning for long
distance travel. National Parks should be promo ing environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands better mass
transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the Interna ional alliance ‘the high ambi ion coalition’. The centrepiece
of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be
fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and other
inappropriate uses.

The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park. At a time when we
should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to diminish one of the jewels in our reserve
system, KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and
‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and
continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of
that damage include:
• historic clearing, grazing and mining;
• the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in
recorded history;
• destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting
feral horses;
• un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
• historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
• massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
• unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP
is amongst the most heavily visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than
any other national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such
as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services are
difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of
causing significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the
inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan and POM.

National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and commercial
purpose. National Parks are gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their
natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in national
parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of
the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect
national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so many environmental issues, let’s not
add over development of KNP those failures.

A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the POM
defining the limits of future development and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats
of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly designed to increase commercial access to, and
returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the
environmental values of KNP would be protected by future assessments under the Environmental
Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the
assessment of individual developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes,
conservation and heritage values of a national park. The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools
to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain
the proposed developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a
revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from
the National Parks and Wildlife Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s
Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly sensitive, extremely significant
protected area.

The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational
activities within environmentally sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the
number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 60%. All
associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight
parking, would also need to be enlarged to support this increase.

There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The
only justification provided is that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large
surplus of accommodation in KNP for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the only purpose of
the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline
above the current resorts. The escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making
artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the end
of the snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a single decade is more
likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and
services to support those beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It would be
truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict so much damage on the national park for the
sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not for the transitory
benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native
vegetation will need to be cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit
the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to existing development footprint. The proposed
resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure
protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.

Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples
include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter
transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought
by many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at
Yarrangobilly is of National, and International significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to
disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for the sensitivity
of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These
would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at
best a contrived attempt to create a new tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the
water temperature using large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles,
and Installing a high emissions facility in a national park setting is entirely at odds with community
expectations.

Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking
will join additional accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also
has a number of adverse impacts in the short term. One is that the potential sites for expanded carparks
have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is
very large and their development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the park. This
argument is very misleading- many of the threatened ecological communities and species that are
found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred hectares of the park.
The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in the particular areas
proposed for development such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model
that Australians are rapidly abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks should be promoting
environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands better mass transport.

A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International
alliance ‘the high ambition coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt the
loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get
anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation

reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and other
inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the
conservation values of the park. At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for
our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to diminish one of the jewels in our reserve
system, KNP.
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Submission
Dear Sir or Madam,
Please find attached my submission to he public consultation of the Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct.
I am looking forward to the results of this consultation.
Kind regards,
Anja Fuechtbauer
I agree to the above statement
Yes

22 August 2021

Anja Fuechtbauer

Re: Submission to proposed Kosciuszko National Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of
Management Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct and Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Precinct, in particular regarding proposed developments of the Island
Bend Campground
Dear Sir or Madam,
I would like to ask you to please include the below submission in the feedback for the above
mentioned draft plans. In particular I would like to express my concerns and objections to the
proposed changes in the proposals for the development of Island Bend Campground.
The details of the objection are outlined below in “Objection Details”, however I would like to add
several personal viewpoints to be considered as part of the development strategy of National
Parks NSW.
Community
Having a diverse spread of camping options across the national parks is vital to ensure access
for people from all walks of lives and socio-economic backgrounds. Upgrading Island Bend the
way suggested will lead to not only higher demand for this campground but also higher prices.
One of the great spots to still go and camp basically allows for anyone paying the Parks Pass to
enjoy it. A friend of mine once spent several weeks camping there in winter, kayaking and skiing
and hiking working her way through a tough situation.
There’s always people in basic camping amenities that can do with less. They often value the
environment they are in and are trying to leave it better than they found it, particularly being
aware that developments to glamping sites are happening everywhere on popular walking trails
that become unaffordable to some, particularly if you want to take the family somewhere.
Every Easter, if possible, we head to Mt Wilson in the Blue Mountains. There’s an area with
basic toilet facilities and a big green grassy area. We go there to go canyoning. And there are
always large gatherings of families that have come up from Sydney from a diverse ethnic
background - many of them immigrants, collecting chestnuts and having a big feast together.
Creating and celebrating community. These places need to exist. They need to be available to
be affordable to everyone. There are more than enough options for people who want to shower
and a warm bed in the towns. If developers want to offer glamping, then I am sure they can find
a lovely property somewhere with nice views and set it up there. It doesn’t need to be in the
National Park. So often the public good is given away to developers to make profit for them.
That’s not right. Let’s keep this a place to get together and connect with one another and nature.

Preserving the status quo
Island Bend Campground is just an example of an ongoing ‘trend’ of ‘developing’ and
‘upgrading’ facilities to provide better “value” to the middle income classes - to the detriment of
everyone that is seeking out what National Parks are meant to offer: an experience in nature.
From Tasmania to Queensland. Hiking Trails, like the Three Capes Track or Scenic Rim get
‘commodified’. Not allowing people to be able to use them and camp simply and cheaply. Often,
the developments are way too big and require so much infrastructure that the experience gets
lost. That inevitably there are not sufficiently accounted for negative side effects of those
developments negatively impacting the environment. I get that nobody wants to sit around the
roundtable at the end of the year to say - we preserved what we have. Everyone needs to see
more. More developments, more visitors. But it’s not sustainable. We should celebrate that we
preserve and enhance a place. That we didn’t deteriorate and put our footprints on them more.
Snowy River Extreme Race
One last personal reflection on Island Bend being important to not be developed into a more
properly established campsite providing amenities for the skiing masses, is that it’s been the
most amazing place for people to come together from all over the country as part of an annual
whitewater kayaking festival. It’s truly a feat to see so many people make the journey from
Cairns to Hobart, to come together for the festival. Then stay in the mountains for another two
weeks to kayak the rivers and ski the slopers. These people come to explore the less accessible
natural features that the National Park has to offer. These people - as far as I know - are often
concerned citizens that love being out there and that are deeply grateful for places such as
Island Bend to allow them to recreate and get together.

Objection Details
I have reviewed the following two proposals (the “Documents”):
1. Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan June 2021 (“Draft
Master Plan”); and
2. Kosciuszko National Park – Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management, Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct (“Draft National Park Management Plan”)
Pages 120-121 of the Draft Master Plan are focussed on the proposed changes at Island Bend
Campground. The Draft National Park Management Plan specifies several changes to the Plan
of Management to allow for what is proposed in the Draft Master Plan. In regard to the proposed
development for Island Bend Campground, the Documents are not consistent.
For example, page 5 of the Draft National Park Management Plan states that “Under the
amendment, existing camping area will be improved and the future development of cabins and
glamping facilities at the site will be allowed” while the Draft Master Plan only mentions “cabin
style accommodation within a ‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping area”.

The items of most concern are:
1. Draft Master Plan
a. “A central camp kitchen and hot showers”
b. “Cabin style accommodation within a ‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping
area towards Guthega Road”
2. Draft National Park Management Plan
a. “a campground at Island Bend to be operated under lease” (page 17)
b. “Powered sites at Island Bend supported by camping facilities such as camp
kitchens, hot showers and flushing toilets, to meet the growing demand for such
facilities” (page 20)
c. Bed numbers of up to 100 to be permitted at Island Bend (page 33)
d. Locations can be “leased for accommodation and other commercial purposes” (page
41)

Summary
Thank you very much for making it this far through my submission. I am grateful for the
opportunity to get my voice heard and I am looking forward to seeing the result of this
consultation. I hope that you will consider a change for Island Bend Campground in the plans.
It’s a truly unique space that’s appreciated by people from all walks of life. Probably more than
we even know. And I wish that we can keep our National Parks diverse and not fall into the trap
of offering more ‘instagrammable’ glampsites catering to the middle aged well-off people but
consider the needs of all our people in NSW.
Kind regards,
Anja Fuechtbauer
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I believe national parks should be free for everyone, not exclusive playthings for the rich and famous. I would like my future
children to be able to see platypus and other Australian animals in the wild, free from carparks, multistory accommodation
precincts and huge restaurants.
Its kozi, not sydney.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Please find attached Submission opposing the SM SAP as it applies to KNP Alpine areas.
Regards,
Ann
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessments
Dept of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022
Parramatta NSW 2124
23 August 2021
Dear Ms. Sargeant,
Re: Submission to SM SAP Consultation
I do not support the SM SAP as it applies to the Kosciuszko National Park area - the
Alpine Precinct.
I have been a regular visitor to Kosciuszko National Park for nearly 50 years, in all seasons,
enjoying walking, skiing, cross-country skiing, camping, photography, general recreation and
ultimately as an escape from built environments. It is a special contemplative place. I am a
member of an Alpine Lodge in Smiggin Holes and have served as a Director for our Lodge for
the last 5 years.
Unsuitable timeframe to comment - I am disappointed the timeframe for these responses has
not been extended further as the whole of NSW is dealing with the Covid-19 situation. All ski
lodges are impacted in a huge way and the administration required for managing changes and
refunds as various parts of the state are under lockdown is massive. What was planned to be a
profitable season after a disastrous 2020 is now becoming another nightmare. Having suitable
time to address these detailed planning documents with huge implications is paramount - yet is
not available.
With climate change and the future of the ski season in Australia under threat 1, the focus of this
plan should be to optimise the usage of the Park in all seasons and look to support the local
economy and growth of the area. There is a general understanding that the snow season could
reduce significantly in the next 20 years. Additionally, there is a known large surplus of
accommodation in KNP for at least 9 months per year - surely the first steps in any SAP should
be to optimise this availability before investing further in additional winter accommodation and
possibly creating “stranded assets” in such a sensitive area?

1

https://shared-drupal-s3fs.s3-ap-southeast-2.amazonaws.com/master-test/fapub pdf/snowny+sepp/Ecologically+Sus
tainable+Development+(ESD)+report+(1).pdf
“Projections of large increases in the maximum temperature, with the greatest increase in winter, will greatly affect the
peak snow season. With the Alpine zone projected to become drier due to reduced rainfall in spring, projections show
decreased snow cover, depth and snow season futures. Natural snow season decreases of up to 96% by 2050
have been projected, with a peak snow depth reducing from 2 metres to less than half a metre and snow
season length decreases by 15-110 days. As outlined in the minimum temperature section above, there is a
significant reduction in days reaching minimum temperatures below 0°C which will have a direct impact on snow
conditions and snow making.” (page 34 SMSAP ESD Report).

In Section 3.2 About the Alpine Precinct it states:
The master plan seeks to facilitate a safe and sustainable increase in the amount and range of
year-round recreation and accommodation offerings in anticipation of a future decline in
snow-based recreation due to climate change and to address a sharply seasonal visitation
profile. Increasing the amount and price-range of accommodation venues outside KNP would
appear to be a far better strategy. Unlike further commercial development within KNP,
development outside KNP would also be far more resilient in the face of climate change and be
able to generate economic activity year-round. The carrying capacity calculations for KNP are
flawed if they focus on peak season business models and are based on this peak demand.
The plan predicts annual visitor numbers to the Snowy Mountains precinct will increase from
around 700,000 in 2019 to 1.35 million by 2060 resulting in $470 million more expenditure per
year. How will the climate impact these numbers? Is this winter or summer? Is this snow-based
tourism?
I agree when the plan says: “The reliance on snow-based tourism is also threatened through the
effects of climate change, which is forecast to reduce the quality and length of the snow season.
Like some other tourism hotspots, housing supply and affordability is a complex issue. Housing
costs in Jindabyne are often much more than those of nearby towns, and permanent residents
are increasingly said to be competing with short term rental accommodation such as AirbnB for
housing” but the SM SAP does not seem to adequately address these concerns that have been
raised.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through
the inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan and revised POM. The proposals in
these two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP
from the National Parks and Wildlife Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy
Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly sensitive, extremely
significant protected area. It is recognised as a NATIONAL PARK and should be protected for all
Australians and visitors into the future. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not
for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
In addition, this SMSAP seems to favour the wealthy (helicopters, hot springs, glamping, etc.)
and provide opportunities for high end investment yet provides little for the local workers who
staff the daily operations, and seems to interfere with those who enjoy the simple pleasures the
Park provides.
The Iconic Walk is a good initiative and it does not need more beds in the Park to sustain it.
The Thredbo Valley Track is a good initiative and it does not need more beds in the Park to
sustain it.
I do not support the SLOPES submission. Whilst SLOPES are a wonderful organisation and
I fully appreciate all they do for the Lodges, on this issue I cannot support the level of

development that this SAP will allow within the Park, the focus on the snow season and the
level of control it will give to the deputy Premier’s Department.

I fully support the National Parks Association submission.
The key reasons I oppose the proposed SMSAP regarding the Alpine Precinct include:
-

Kosciuszko National Park is a vulnerable resource. It’s environmental values should be
maintained as the overarching management of the area. This SMSAP undermines these
values.

-

National Parks are gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and
their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial activities may be
appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core
conservation objectives of reservation. The NSW Government does not seem to
appreciate the underlying value of being a Park, and are determined to destroy this
environmental heritage.

-

In winter, KNP (especially Perisher Resorts) is already under extreme environmental
stress to support the 10,000 overnight beds. The proposed increase of 60% is
unacceptable without an environmental assessment, and seems an excessive
investment in a climate reliant industry. Where is the Environmental Assessment?

-

The NSW Government currently allows the feral horses to destroy the park as a direct
result of the Deputy Premier’s legislation. Why would we give more control to someone
who doesn’t even like the KNP?

-

The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large
areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central objective of previous
management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high
biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats,
ecosystems and species.

-

Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts.
Additional parking will join additional accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’
as snow cover declines. The potential sites for expanded car parks have significant
conservation values, particularly for threatened species and ecological communities.

-

The focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model to the
resort. National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours,
which in the case of KNP demands better mass transport.

-

The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic
and commercial purpose.

-

I disagree with the proposed amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of
Management that propose to enable the delivery of the core elements of the master plan
and adjust parkwide policy on built accommodation within the National Park. The KNP
POM should be the guiding document for management of the Park - not be subservient
to the SMSAP.

I ask for a better future for Kosciuszko National Park.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger
the conservation values of the park. At a time when we should be stretching towards higher
ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to diminish one of the
jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
Please revisit this flawed section of the SM SAP regarding KNP and the Alpine precinct.
Regards,
Ann Collins
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Submission
Dear Sir/Madam,
Jindabyne SAP lacks insight into the specific needs and varying conditions relevant to this area and hence presents as a huge waste of tax payer
money which will primarily benefit developers. It is a tokenistic, unrealistic plan which is a thinly veiled attempt to provide developers wi h greater
opportunities at the expense of the local community.
Jindabyne and it’s surrounding areas already have many attractions for locals and visitors and this plan detracts from many of these. The increased
housing density plus increased building height limits lack consideration of social implications and aesthetic appeal of the region - only benefiting
developers. Demand for increased housing and varied type of housing can be provided by using land surrounding town - especially land between the
existing town and the new educa ion hub, resul ing in minimal impact on current residents and existing successful business enterprises.
The ideas presented in the Jindabyne SAP may work in the city but are fraught wi h problems in an area like Jindabyne. As Jindabyne is in a rural
setting with strong links to a varied heritage it would be a more appropriate approach to enhance and focus on these aspects rather than to annihilate
any of hem as this plan does.
Tourism in Jindabyne is a key component of the Jindabyne economy and some of the SAP’s various “suggested” changes to Jindabyne and the
surrounds present as expensive future “white elephants” eg the town by-pass, the gondola, the pedestrian bridge across lake Jindabyne, etc. (if they
are indeed ever built) rather han enhancing the potential for the town to grow and prosper utilising it’s current proven streng hs.
The inclusion of the KNP in the Jindabyne SAP is a concern that needs to be addressed separately and should not be seen as part of the current
Jindabyne SAP. It raises significant issues of it’s own. I acknowledge that activities associated wi h KNP affect the lifestyle of locals and tourism and
these should be available to all – not just the select few, but by he very nature of KNP it is a unique area and should be treated as such.
I do not support the Jindabyne SAP in it’s current form. I have read that other areas have had SAP’s forced upon them – local voices were not heard.
The fact hat he SAP deadline for submissions has been made for during peak season winter - thus reducing people’s opportunity to fully review the
vast amount of relevant documents, is alarming. If the NSW Government is sincere in wanting to improve Jindabyne and the surrounds for locals and
tourists - and not just for developers, he current SAP proposal should not be accepted at this time.
Yours sincerely,
Ann Robinso

22.08.2021
Please find attached a copy of this letter of objection for the Jindabyne SAP.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Dear Sir/Madam,
Jindabyne SAP lacks insight into the specific needs and varying conditions relevant to this area and
hence presents as a huge waste of tax payer money which will primarily benefit developers. It is a
tokenistic, unrealistic plan which is a thinly veiled attempt to provide developers with greater
opportunities at the expense of the local community.
Jindabyne and it’s surrounding areas already have many attractions for locals and visitors and this
plan detracts from many of these. The increased housing density plus increased building height
limits lack consideration of social implications and aesthetic appeal of the region ‐ only benefiting
developers. Demand for increased housing and varied type of housing can be provided by using land
surrounding town ‐ especially land between the existing town and the new education hub, resulting
in minimal impact on current residents and existing successful business enterprises.
The ideas presented in the Jindabyne SAP may work in the city but are fraught with problems in an
area like Jindabyne. As Jindabyne is in a rural setting with strong links to a varied heritage it would
be a more appropriate approach to enhance and focus on these aspects rather than to annihilate
any of them as this plan does.
Tourism in Jindabyne is a key component of the Jindabyne economy and some of the SAP’s various
“suggested” changes to Jindabyne and the surrounds present as expensive future “white elephants”
eg the town by‐pass, the gondola, the pedestrian bridge across lake Jindabyne, etc. (if they are
indeed ever built) rather than enhancing the potential for the town to grow and prosper utilising it’s
current proven strengths.
The inclusion of the KNP in the Jindabyne SAP is a concern that needs to be addressed separately
and should not be seen as part of the current Jindabyne SAP. It raises significant issues of it’s own. I
acknowledge that activities associated with KNP affect the lifestyle of locals and tourism and these
should be available to all – not just the select few, but by the very nature of KNP it is a unique area
and should be treated as such.
I do not support the Jindabyne SAP in it’s current form. I have read that other areas have had SAP’s
forced upon them – local voices were not heard. The fact that the SAP deadline for submissions has
been made for during peak season winter ‐ thus reducing people’s opportunity to fully review the
vast amount of relevant documents, is alarming. If the NSW Government is sincere in wanting to
improve Jindabyne and the surrounds for locals and tourists ‐ and not just for developers, the
current SAP proposal should not be accepted at this time.
Yours sincerely,
Ann Robinson

22.08.2021
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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I strongly object to changing the Master Plan. The protection of Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) should be strengthened, not eroded fur her! As it is the natural habitat is being ruined by feral horses, environmental impacts from climate change and tourism. I have watched documentaries where
National Park staff have carefully planned and managed the park for more than 40 years.
The development proposed is significant and totally inappropriate. It will undo the attempts to balance the protection of the environment with
recreational activi ies.
If the initiative is "rebalancing the extreme seasonality of the Snowy Mountains region by promoting summer and year round visitation..." this does not
mean using this valuable & irreplaceable asset to clear for commercial use. Consideration must be given to past cultures, current threats to flora and
fauna.
KNP is not a commercial commodity.
The proposal is contrary to he purpose of National Parks - conservation.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I oppose commercial development at Island Bend. This is a fantastic, natural campground, and I think it should remain under the management of
NPWS for ther interest of the publis; not private enterprise.
This is also a favorite access location for whitewater paddlers and recreation, and it is absolutely essential hat flexible, free, public access to the river
is maintained.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To Whom It May Concern:
I have he following concerns about the Alpine Precinct Development of Kosciuszko National Park:
1) Biodiversity Protection and Conservation:
National parks are designated areas to preserve the natural landscape and local flora and fauna. The Australia alpine region makes up only 0.15% of
our total landmass and as such it is crucially important that these pristine areas remain in tact. We have a duty of care to protect the biodiversity in this
region for future generations, as earlier genera ions have done for us since the area was first conserved in 1944.
As stated throughout the SAP plan, discussion paper and technical reports the charm of this region is attributed to the pristine nature of he local
environment. The following proposed plans are set to undermine this ‘charm’:
a. Helicopter shut les from all hree resorts across the main range and to he summit. The current SEPP stipulates that powered aircrafts must avoid
conflicting with on ground visitors, and this is for a good reason. To allow commuter and joy crafts in the park, I would like to see additional informa ion
on the following in the plan:
i. How many aircraft providers will be given permits?
ii. How many flights will be allowed a week (total)? If the answer is ‘low’ amounts please define exactly what ‘low’ is.
iii. Could you also please explain how he plan will ensure that these aircrafts do not conflict with on-ground visitors AND local fauna? Local fauna
particularly would not be accustomed to experience the sound pollution hat he aircrafts will create. Can you please provide a local study done on how
this increased overhead sound pollu ion will impact on local animals and how it will be minimised?
iv. Lastly, the point on page 23 stipulates that consent is sought for the landings at the three resorts. Can addi ions be made to iden ify who is the
consent being sought from?
b. The proposed increase in walking and guided tours across the park will increase disturbance to habitats of both native flora and fauna. How will the
tourist numbers be managed on walking trails accessed from the resorts to ensure that the local species are not nega ively impacted? Boardwalks will
reduce impact on flora, however, increased foot traffic in he general area will pose a high risk of habitat loss for local fauna who no longer feel
comfortable to breed and live close to frequently visited walking trails.
Can he plan also stipulate whether any of the walking trails will be privatised? Such as ‘guided tour access only’ at Porcupine Rocks.
c. Lastly on biodiversity, the Kosciuszko draft amendment stipulates on page 9 hat an integrated program will be established to monitor the
environmental attributes of each resort.
i. Can the plan please specify exactly what the process and regularity of this monitoring will be?
ii. Who will be responsible for monitoring this integrated program?
iii. What will define an ‘unsatisfactory result’?
iv. And lastly, what are the specific repercussions for resorts who receive ‘unsatisfactory results’?
Thank you for taking the time to review. I await the amendments eagerly.

Anna Jane
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To Whom It May Concern:
I have he following concerns about the Development of Jindabyne:
Jindabyne Central School
a. The original development plan for Jindabyne intended for the senior school to be moved to the Sport and Recreation Centre, and the junior school to
remain in the current location. The entire school is now being moved and it appears to be due to the value of the land of the current school. Land value
should not be prioritised over providing easy access to school for young children under 12 years. Can informa ion please be provided about what
development will take place in the current school loca ion? It should remain as a community accessible facility, not privatised, such as a library,
community hall etc.
b. There is little mention of parking availability for the new school premises. In a regional community like Jindabyne public transport is minimal and
there will be a slow uptake with proposed plans, can information be provided about what parking facilities will be available?
Many thanks for your time reviewing and I await your response eagerly.
Anna Jane
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To Whom It May Concern:
I have he following concerns about the Development of Jindabyne:
1) Western Lake Development:
a. The Western side of the lake has been a non-residential zoned region. It encroaches very close to he border of the Kosciuszko National Park, I
would like to see fur her evidence that supports the rezoning of this area?
b. Can you please specify what base infrastructure the government will be installing here to enable later development?
Thank you for your time.
Anna Jane
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:07:02 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Anna Jane
Last name
Linke
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To Whom It May Concern:
I have he following concerns about the Alpine Precinct Development of Kosciuszko National Park:
Affordability and Accessibility:
a. These two principles are key elements of the Go Jindabyne plan for he region. However, the plan for he parks is contradictory to this. The lodges
and on-mountain accommodation, for example the 100 beds planned for the fishing lodge at Thredbo Ranger Hut, will be costly accommodation
compared to he previously planned campground.
b. I would like to see mention in the amended Masterplan how the development licenses and additional beds are granted (please provide specific
guidelines) and how the additional beds will be allocated? Specifically whether established lodges can receive them or whether it’s only for new
dwellings? And only for new dwellings, how will these be given out?
c. Lastly, if accessibility and affordability are ore to the plan then the Masterplan should stipulate what the cost range for these proposed
accommodation sites will be. These should be written into the development agreements to ensure that accommodation remains open and accessible
to all.
As the SAP is primarily focused on developing Jindabyne, would it not be better suited that these 4000 bed sites are located around Jindabyne and to
be built into he town focused development. The plan stipulates that park visitors are “increasingly seeking high quality built accommodation”, can
information be provided about where there is proof for his?
Thanks very much for your reviewing my concerns. I eagerly await your response.
Anna Jane
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To Whom It May Concern:
I have he following concerns about the Alpine Precinct Development of Kosciuszko National Park:
Carbon Neutrality and Climate Accountability:
a. The IPCC last week released a report that demonstrates the irrevocable evidence that we are now experiencing the effects of climate change, which
are only set to increase. Global targets have been set for carbon neutrality by 2050. Can he Masterplan current 2061 carbon neutral target be revised
to reflect global standards? Can the Masterplan please specify what measures and project will be taken to achieve carbon neutrality?
b. No carbon budget has not been allocated to this 40 year masterplan. This is wildly irresponsible considering the above men ioned points. Can a
realistic carbon budget be defined for the coming 40 year development proposal and can details please be included about the details of where this
budget and offsets will be focused?
c. The Masterplan does not reference he harsh and extreme conditions of the region. Kosciuszko Na ional Park is home to the highest winds, extreme
bushfires and adverse weather conditions like snow and ice. Can additions be made to the Masterplan that detail how development will respond to the
changed and changing environment in the next 40 years? In particular, defining what sort of building regulations developers will need to adhere to to
receive their permits?
Thank you for taking the time to review my submission . I eagerly await your amendments.
Anna Jane

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To Whom It May Concern:
I have he following concerns about the Alpine Precinct Development of Kosciuszko National Park:
1) Biodiversity Protection and Conservation:
National parks are designated areas to preserve the natural landscape and local flora and fauna. The Australia alpine region makes up only 0.15% of
our total landmass and as such it is crucially important that these pristine areas remain in tact. We have a duty of care to protect the biodiversity in this
region for future generations, as earlier genera ions have done for us since the area was first conserved in 1944.
As stated throughout the SAP plan, discussion paper and technical reports the charm of this region is attributed to the pristine nature of he local
environment. The following proposed plans are set to undermine this ‘charm’:
a. Helicopter shut les from all hree resorts across the main range and to he summit. The current SEPP stipulates that powered aircrafts must avoid
conflicting with on ground visitors, and this is for a good reason. To allow commuter and joy crafts in the park, I would like to see additional informa ion
on the following in the plan:
i. How many aircraft providers will be given permits?
ii. How many flights will be allowed a week (total)? If the answer is ‘low’ amounts please define exactly what ‘low’ is.
iii. Could you also please explain how he plan will ensure that these aircrafts do not conflict with on-ground visitors AND local fauna? Local fauna
particularly would not be accustomed to experience the sound pollution hat he aircrafts will create. Can you please provide a local study done on how
this increased overhead sound pollu ion will impact on local animals and how it will be minimised?
iv. Lastly, the point on page 23 stipulates that consent is sought for the landings at the three resorts. Can addi ions be made to iden ify who is the
consent being sought from?
b. The proposed increase in walking and guided tours across the park will increase disturbance to habitats of both native flora and fauna. How will the
tourist numbers be managed on walking trails accessed from the resorts to ensure that the local species are not nega ively impacted? Boardwalks will
reduce impact on flora, however, increased foot traffic in he general area will pose a high risk of habitat loss for local fauna who no longer feel
comfortable to breed and live close to frequently visited walking trails.
Can he plan also stipulate whether any of the walking trails will be privatised? Such as ‘guided tour access only’ at Porcupine Rocks.
c. Lastly on biodiversity, the Kosciuszko draft amendment stipulates on page 9 hat an integrated program will be established to monitor the
environmental attributes of each resort.
i. Can the plan please specify exactly what the process and regularity of this monitoring will be?
ii. Who will be responsible for monitoring this integrated program?
iii. What will define an ‘unsatisfactory result’?
iv. And lastly, what are the specific repercussions for resorts who receive ‘unsatisfactory results’?
Thank you for taking the time to review. I await the amendments eagerly.

Anna Jane
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To Whom It May Concern:
I have he following concerns about the Development of Jindabyne:
Landfill and Resource Recovery Centres
a. The current plan does not discuss solu ions or development to the local material recovery centre. The current landfill site is adjacent to the Snowy
River and with increased population what is the solution for waste management?
b. Will a local recycling centre be established to manage common and hard to recycle waste?
c. Additionally, the current sewage system is inadequate to manage increasing contaminated sewage. What plan is in place to upgrade sewage waste
and water management?
Thanks for taking the time to review my questions. Many thanks,
Anna Jane
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Dear Sir/Madam
Attached please find my submission in response to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan.
Sincerely
Annalisa Koeman
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan
Submission by Annalisa Koeman, Thredbo NSW 2625
22 August 2021

Dear Sir/Madam
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Department of Planning, Industry and
Environment’s (DPIE) Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan
(SAPDMP). I have read most of the SAPDMP and some elements of its Appendix.
Unfortunately, I was unable to read and digest all elements of the SAPDMP and associated
documents, let alone consider related instruments such as the Kosciuszko National Park
(KNP) Plan of Management.
Here is my feedback on certain elements of the SAPDMP:
A. General:
•

There is a lot to digest, there are a lot of words, there is repetition and planning
terminology which I hope has not deterred many residents from making a
submission, while those large entities with resources make submissions and thus
unduly ‘sway’ the DPIE’s final draft.

•

That is, what influence do the ‘big players’ in the region have versus a resident?

•

What influence have the ‘big players’ had on the draft to date, for example around
the aim to increase accommodation within the resorts?

•

The SAPDMP is ambitious and I fear much may not be realised. There are multiple
mentions of plans, frameworks, strategies, guidance, collaborations etc. How
realistic is this? How much money will be spent on consultants producing
documents to sit on the shelf?

•

I strongly agree on the need for a more strategic approach and not dealing with
development on an ad-hoc basis.

•

I believe that defined carrying capacities for KNP (daily, seasonal, annual) need to be
determined by scientists and independent experts in tourism, ecology, zoology,
climate, conservation, land management etc. and explicitly stated. These can be
reviewed with each KNP Management Plan. The DPIE and NSW Government should
respect this work and incorporate it into the SAP.

•

I believe spreading out visitation across the year is a good thing, however careful
consideration needs to be given to the annual increase in visitors desired (carrying
capacity, killing the environment and nature and type of experience that bring
visitors to the area in the first place).

B. Executive summary:
•

The vision is too much like a marketing promotion, it tries too hard and includes too
many descriptors. While it is great to have a vision to aspire to, can it be toned
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down a little and made more real, less like spin? ‘Sewn through the patchwork’,
‘Rich culture’? ‘Authentic character’?
•

I worry about the aim of Special Activation Precincts (SAP). There is no mention of
environmental protection, conservation, rehabilitation and recovery of the natural
environment up front. Especially in the Snowy Mountains, the environment is CORE
to our economic survival, our wellbeing, our lifestyle, our health, our identity and its
health must thus impose limits on development and growth.

•

Streamlined planning = removal of red tape, i.e. simpler, clearer, transparent, less
onerous and confusing requirements for a development application for example.
That is fine, however ‘certainty for business’ is slightly different I would think. That
is, certainty around the process, time, cost but NOT a fait accompli that a
development will be approved. There is a need to clearly explain that streamlined
planning does not mean a tick of approval.

C. Chapter 1.2 Monero Ngarigo Cultural Heritage + other mentions of the Monaro
Ngarigo people
•

This seems well intentioned, but also as though the DPIE is going through the
motions. You say in 2.1 that there is still an ongoing process of consultation with
Traditional Owners, but surely you cannot have a Draft SAP out for comment
without having had meaningful and intensive consultations with Traditional Owners
and included (some of) their specific ideas in the draft? If that required more time to
achieve, then why was that time not allowed up front, rather than half-way or more
down the track?

•

Culturally appropriate engagement most likely means making accommodation for
different ways of consultation with Indigenous people that then may require longer
time frames. Was such time factored into the planning schedule?

•

Going forward, this appears to be acknowledged under 2.3 Connection to Country
when you mention ‘…mechanisms for the ongoing participation of Aboriginal people
at all stages of the planning process’.

•

What about prior informed consent? There is not one mention of it in the SAPDMP,
though you do say ‘Respect Monero Ngarigo people’s rights, obligations, roles and
connections to Country as Traditional Custodians of the land and waterways by
embedding Aboriginal cultural knowledge in project delivery’. What would
application of the principle of prior informed consent mean for this SAP with respect
to project approval (or disallowance) i.e. the earlier decision making?

•

The mention of ‘incorporation of traditional Monaro Ngarigo land management
principles to ensure the built and natural environment can evolve in harmony’
assumes that continued development is possible and harmony is always possible.

•

Will the Traditional Owners have real say and control over development and
management? Cultural burning? Removal of wild horses? Limits on visitation within
the KNP including resort areas to protect water supplies, ski area expansion (clearing
of forest), litter load, erosion by mountain bikers etc? Increased flows to the Snowy
River?

D. Principles for the Snowy Mountains
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Environmental resilience
•

The Snowy Mountains is indeed home to vulnerable, sensitive environments and
landscapes and natural assets such as water flows feeding other parts of southeastern Australia. The Snowies are not just vulnerable to climate change, bushfire
and extreme weather, but increased human activity and development.

•

We should be more ambitious in this area and commit to establishing a system for
measuring greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in the Snowy Mountains, for the major
emitters at first and then incorporating smaller entities and households, and also set
a target for GHG emissions reduction in line with what the science is telling us is
required.

•

I do not agree with offsets. The ability to use offsets needs to be critically and
transparently analysed. I personally believe their use should be significantly
curtailed or even removed. Offsets appear to be a token gesture to the
environment; they allow us to avoid the hard decisions to say no to development;
they allow continual development. Offsetting allows for deferral of hard decisions
and continual habitat destruction, deforestation and land clearing. Offsetting should
not be involved where critical, endangered, threatened, vulnerable habitat,
ecosystems or species are involved.

Carrying capacity
•

Is the environment ‘second fiddle’ always? Ultimately this section, despite talking
about carrying capacity, avoids mentioning limits for the benefit of the environment.

•

Will the carrying capacity framework ever specify limits and impose them?

•

If there is a maximum capacity/limit identified, then growth must be constrained at
some point. You cannot keep moving the goal posts so that every 5 years the
carrying capacity is deemed to have increased due to technological fixes and
infrastructure improvements.

•

Do we want more tourists overall, or the current numbers spread over the entire
year? When do we say the increase in annual visitation is enough?

Housing diversity
•

Specific mention of social housing would be good.

•

Staff accommodation in resorts (as well as outside) is required to reduce traffic
between resorts and Jindabyne and improve the situation for workers.

Social infrastructure
•

I strongly agree with the need for increased health and emergency services.

•

I strongly agree with the need for aged care for residents in the area to be able to
age in place. Home care services should also be mentioned.

•

‘Foster social sustainability by building community resilience and encouraging social
responsibility initiatives to improve connection to and involvement with the
community.’ How is this going to be done by government at any level? How much of
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this has to spring from the locals themselves. Lots of words; will be interesting to
see how this is enacted.
Economy and industry
•

Do we really want ‘theme park-like’ ‘hero attractions’? If so, do they have to be
large? Quality and unusual and niche perhaps. Controls on resort activities should
also be considered – the increasing emphasis on noisy events and entertainment is
detracting from the amenity for some guests.

•

What is your target market – can the region really cater for everyone? If so,
separating out the different types of visitor is important and somewhat challenging.
In other words, providing different offerings for different types of visitors needs
careful consideration. It is not possible to cater for all motivations and preferences
in the one location. For example, in Thredbo there is arguably a growing ‘conflict’
between the types of visitors in the summer/off season i.e. mountain bikers versus
walkers and those staying for a mountain escape, quiet, rest, clean fresh air,
gorgeous views etc. I elaborate on this a little more under the Thredbo section in
this submission.

Transport and connectivity
•

I agree that ‘…transport and connectivity improvements must precede future
development...’

•

Air quality in resorts impacted by vehicles needs to be tackled – resorts should be
encouraged (carrot and stick) to replace all diesel and petrol service vehicles and
buses with electric ones.

•

There should be explicit mention in this section of electric vehicles and the
infrastructure to support them.

•

It is not clear if there will be government (any level) subsidisation or operation of
public transport.

Infrastructure and services
•

Related to carrying capacity, what is ‘sustainable growth’? Never ending?! The area
can only grow so much even with improved infrastructure.

•

Water pollution is mentioned, as is ‘water sensitive urban design’, but what about
water supply and ensuring a reliable supply throughout the year, in drier conditions,
in drought conditions, with climate change? Water supply and quality are both
elements contributing to carrying capacity.

•

There is a great need for enhanced systems for recycling as well as the composting
of green waste, and reduction in use of plastic and the litter load. Something explicit
could be said on these.

E. About the Alpine Precinct
•

The use of the term ‘sustainable’ has been too readily used in many contexts to
render it both meaningless and unclear. When will the KNP say no to more
accommodation in resorts and the DPIE and Government of NSW accept this
recommendation/decision? When is growth deemed ‘non sustainable’?
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•

As asked earlier, are we aiming for spread of current visitor numbers across the year
or a total increase?

•

Does ‘environmental resilience’ mean diversification of the economy to year-round
tourism and away from reliance on the winter season? Is that all it means?!

•

Additional bed numbers in resorts – is this a given? Is this based on the demands
for real estate development by resort owners?

•

If accessibility is improved to resorts, and accommodation is increased, but the
resorts do not invest in additional infrastructure, in particular more or improved lifts
and facilities for bad weather days including wind-hold days (wind hold seems a
more common occurrence – are the number of windy days increasing due to climate
change?) then the queues in the resorts will not be improved and the visitor
experience not improved.

Alpine resorts – Thredbo
•

Thredbo’s village character includes green space and trees between buildings and
wildlife which take advantage of this green space. Infill will not retain its distinct
character and feel.

•

I strongly object to the proposal to reduce the golf course to 6 holes in order to
provide new tourist accommodation. The golf course, while not heavily used, is
valuable recreational open space akin to a park. Thredbo has already developed
most of the ‘village green’. Residents of Thredbo and visitors enjoy the golf course
for not only golf and disc golf, but running, walking, snowshoeing, snow play
including gentle tobogganing, wildlife viewing, kids play, picnicking etc. It is surely
only resort managers and property developers who would propose the reduction in
size of the golf course for further real estate development.

•

In 3.4 Visitor attractions you mention snow play. I fully agree that snow play areas
need to be provided in all resorts. The golf course is an ideal place for this to occur
(snow cover permitting).

•

Correct, ‘…all future development must be guided by the capacity of the skiable
terrain, supporting infrastructure, environmental conditions and visitor amenity to
avoid a depletion in the on-mountain experience.’!

•

It is essential for the manager of Thredbo resort to provide on-site staff
accommodation, preferably at Friday Flat.

•

There is reference to new tourist accommodation on existing tennis courts – I
assume that means the OLD, unused tennis courts next to the Valley Terminal. I
would prefer that this area be revegetated (minus a small area for critical resort
vehicles?). Used for snow play in winter and as a park or picnic area in summer? It is
too close to the river for accommodation development and will have a visual
amenity impact.

•

‘Renewal and redevelopment of older parts of the village including ski lodges…’.
How will this be facilitated, encouraged, financed if not by individual owners?
Where are the incentives for this private investment to happen?
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•

Thredbo’s and Thredbo Valley’s water supply must be secured, reliable all year
round, protected, unpolluted.

•

Thredbo’s investment in mountain biking has possibly come at the expense of
investment in new lifts. This year the resort did not fill in the mountain bike trails on
Mt Crackenback leading to some dangerous experiences for skiers.

•

As mentioned previously, in Thredbo there is arguably a growing ‘conflict’ between
the types of visitors in the summer/off season – mountain bikers versus walkers.
Mountain biking clientele and the vibe created around them (playing of loud music
on weekends at the lifts) is not necessarily appreciated by others staying in the
village who have come to escape the city for quiet, rest, clean air, gorgeous views
etc. The dust generated by the mountain bikes is another factor affecting amenity,
while the trails have impacted on the mountain views for those staying in the central
village area. The environmental impact of a further increase in mountain bike trails is
surely of concern to the KNP/NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS)?

•

The Thredbo Valley Track (TVT) is an excellent addition to the recreational
opportunities in Thredbo Valley and the Snowies, however it is dominated by
mountain bikes and it is not ideal as a dual purpose track for bikers and walkers. It
would be great if this issue was remedied. (Was the original purpose of this track to
be a walking track?)

Alpine accommodation - Thredbo Ranger Station
•

I agree with the redevelopment to an eco-resort/lodge, whether catering to fishers
or ecotourists wanting a relaxing quiet, low-key but quality time in nature.

•

It is important that the SAP recognize the potential conflict between types of visitors
to the KNP, as mentioned earlier, this is already happening between mountain bikers
and other visitors to Thredbo.

F. Visitor access
•

I fully support a park and ride / shuttle service from Jindabyne to the resorts; a trial
in the next year is welcomed. Such a service should operate all-year round and be
operated as a public service. This should be put in operation as quickly as possible so
that the need for/pressure for additional parking in the resorts is reduced /
ameliorated.

•

A year-round shuttle service should also be a factor in the NPWS’ decision to allow
additional accommodation in the resorts/within the KNP.

G. Visitor attractions
•

I fully support investment in the main range and valley walking trails and
connection to shuttle services.

•

As mentioned earlier, special consideration must be given to separating bikes from
walkers in the valley ‘shared’ trails such as TVT. I have previously raised concern
about the impact of continued expansion of mountain bike trails in the KNP.

•

I support the Porcupine Rocks viewing deck.
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•

I support the dedication of formal locations within resorts for snow play. As
mentioned earlier, two locations in Thredbo are the ‘old tennis courts’ and the golf
course. Currently some consider those who come for snow play as 2 nd class citizens,
given they do not purchase lift tickets nor spend lots in the resorts but contribute to
traffic and parking congestion. This attitude is elitist and unwelcoming.

•

I am opposed to helicopter transit as a means to transport guests to resorts within
the KNP for the following reasons: increased overall noise levels;
pollution/emissions; wind conditions making such transport unreliable.

H. Prospective developments
•

A gondola along the Thredbo Valley is highly unlikely to be approved given the wind
conditions often experienced in the valley; a light rail would be more realistic from
Bullocks to Thredbo?

•

Regarding future ski terrain, I agree that ‘improving lift capacity and technology
should reduce wait times and improve the customer experience’.

•

Related to this, I have previously commented that improving accessibility to resorts
(and accommodation in resorts or Jindabyne), without improving the critical
infrastructure in the resorts i.e. lifts, will mean continued negative impacts on the
visitor experience due to queues at lifts.

•

Lift capacity. Some of the current lifts in Thredbo are not suitable for the wind
conditions so go on wind hold too often, while those remaining to carry the load are
inadequate. So, for Thredbo, I believe the installation of a new Ramshead Chair and
replacement of Snowgums Chair should be given priority. Then the ski terrain could
be expanded or improvements made within the existing ski terrain (e.g. Funnelweb
and Golf Course in Thredbo could be improved and made more accessible).

All the best for the next phase.
Yours sincerely

Annalisa Koeman
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Jessica Henderson-Wilson
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
FW: Draft Master Plan, SMSAP
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:04:41 AM
Submission.docx

From: DRNSW Activation Precincts Mailbox <activationprecincts@regional.nsw.gov.au>
Sent: Monday, 23 August 2021 9:01 AM
To: Jessica Henderson-Wilson <Jessica.Henderson-Wilson@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Subject: FW: Draft Master Plan, SMSAP
And another
Cheers,
Danielle Smith
EA to Azaria Dobson and Julian Mitton, Precincts
Regional Precincts | Department of Regional NSW
E danielle.smith@regional.nsw.gov.au
M 0459 30 20 90

From: Anne Reeves <areeves@ozemail.com.au>
Sent: Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:40 PM
To: activationprecincts@dpc.nsw.gov.au
Subject: Draft Master Plan, SMSAP
Please accept attached brief submission

Anne Reeves
areeves@ozemail.com.au
0407 210 608

Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessments
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022, Parramatta NSW 2124
e‐mail: activationprecincts@dpc.nsw.gov.au

Submission:
Draft Master Plan, Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SMSAP)
I object to the Draft Master Plan currently on exhibition.
The State Environmental Planning Policy (Special Activation Precincts) aims:
to identify Activation Precincts in order to-(a) promote economic development, industry investment and innovation and to
create employment in those Precincts, and
(b) facilitate strategic and efficient development of land and infrastructure in those
Precincts, and
(c) protect and enhance land in those Precincts that has natural and cultural heritage
value.
I believe the exhibited Draft fails to meet these aims and should be re-drafted.
While I support long term planning approaches in principle, this particular draft Master Plan
under the Snowy Mountains SAP fails to offer a blueprint for a sustainable future in keeping
with the environmental values of the region that also meets the interests of the local and
wider community.
As a signatory to the recently published open letter to the Premier (SMH, p7, 20/8/21), I am
particularly concerned with the implications for Kosciuszko National Park that is of state and
national significance as well as a key attribute to Jindabyne and surrounding regions.
The pre‐cursor Go Jindabyne work, as displayed on the web, includes snap shot interviews
of individuals which revealed sustainability as a common theme. It is particularly notable
that the two school captains – the next generation most affected by this claimed 40‐year
vision – stressed appreciation of the ‘local town’ community aspect within the special
attributes of the region, albeit with better provision for social interaction, support services,
and transport.
The draft Master Plan with its many technical supporting – but sometimes insubstantial‐
documents, fails to acknowledge and factor in the extent to which that this high
country/alpine region will be affected by climate change. Inter alia this means that snow‐
based recreational activities will decline dramatically, leaving associated infrastructure.
Within the Kosciuszko National Park as expensive, bushfire prone stranded assets.
Furthermore, year‐round visitation at the level of recent peak snow season activities would
severely compromise the unique attributes of this region including Kosciuszko National
Park. Altogether this level of on‐park development would be unsustainable and contrary to
the claimed objectives of the draft Master Plan.

Particularly ludicrous is the implication – see the Technical Paper on Biodiversity – that
there is potential to “offset” development affecting alpine and karst areas within the
National Park.
The simultaneous public exhibition process for amendments to the Plan of Management for
Kosciuszko National Park and to the Alpine SEPP to meet the SMSAP proposals implies that
the values of the National Park are to be over‐ridden to meet the claimed economic
development proposals for the Jindabyne area. Responsibility for KNP and its management
processes should remain under the National Park Service and its designated Minister as per
the NPWS Act.
Anne E. Reeves. OAM
PO Box 591, BROADWAY, NSW 2007
areeves@ozemail.com.au
22/8/2021`
This is written by me as an individual, informed by my experience including as an elected
independent member of local government and planning committee chair, as a former
member of the NPWS Snowy Mountains Regional Advisory Committee, and subsequently of
the NPWS Advisory Council.
I have given no donations greater than $1,000 to any political party.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Jessica Henderson-Wilson
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
FW: Draft Master Plan, SMSAP
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:04:41 AM
Submission.docx

From: DRNSW Activation Precincts Mailbox <activationprecincts@regional.nsw.gov.au>
Sent: Monday, 23 August 2021 9:01 AM
To: Jessica Henderson-Wilson <Jessica.Henderson-Wilson@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Subject: FW: Draft Master Plan, SMSAP
And another
Cheers,
Danielle Smith
EA to Azaria Dobson and Julian Mitton, Precincts
Regional Precincts | Department of Regional NSW
E danielle.smith@regional.nsw.gov.au
M 0459 30 20 90

From: Anne Reeves
Sent: Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:40 PM
To: activationprecincts@dpc.nsw.gov.au
Subject: Draft Master Plan, SMSAP
Please accept attached brief submission

Anne Reeves

Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessments
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022, Parramatta NSW 2124
e‐mail: activationprecincts@dpc.nsw.gov.au

Submission:
Draft Master Plan, Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SMSAP)
I object to the Draft Master Plan currently on exhibition.
The State Environmental Planning Policy (Special Activation Precincts) aims:
to identify Activation Precincts in order to-(a) promote economic development, industry investment and innovation and to
create employment in those Precincts, and
(b) facilitate strategic and efficient development of land and infrastructure in those
Precincts, and
(c) protect and enhance land in those Precincts that has natural and cultural heritage
value.
I believe the exhibited Draft fails to meet these aims and should be re-drafted.
While I support long term planning approaches in principle, this particular draft Master Plan
under the Snowy Mountains SAP fails to offer a blueprint for a sustainable future in keeping
with the environmental values of the region that also meets the interests of the local and
wider community.
As a signatory to the recently published open letter to the Premier (SMH, p7, 20/8/21), I am
particularly concerned with the implications for Kosciuszko National Park that is of state and
national significance as well as a key attribute to Jindabyne and surrounding regions.
The pre‐cursor Go Jindabyne work, as displayed on the web, includes snap shot interviews
of individuals which revealed sustainability as a common theme. It is particularly notable
that the two school captains – the next generation most affected by this claimed 40‐year
vision – stressed appreciation of the ‘local town’ community aspect within the special
attributes of the region, albeit with better provision for social interaction, support services,
and transport.
The draft Master Plan with its many technical supporting – but sometimes insubstantial‐
documents, fails to acknowledge and factor in the extent to which that this high
country/alpine region will be affected by climate change. Inter alia this means that snow‐
based recreational activities will decline dramatically, leaving associated infrastructure.
Within the Kosciuszko National Park as expensive, bushfire prone stranded assets.
Furthermore, year‐round visitation at the level of recent peak snow season activities would
severely compromise the unique attributes of this region including Kosciuszko National
Park. Altogether this level of on‐park development would be unsustainable and contrary to
the claimed objectives of the draft Master Plan.

Particularly ludicrous is the implication – see the Technical Paper on Biodiversity – that
there is potential to “offset” development affecting alpine and karst areas within the
National Park.
The simultaneous public exhibition process for amendments to the Plan of Management for
Kosciuszko National Park and to the Alpine SEPP to meet the SMSAP proposals implies that
the values of the National Park are to be over‐ridden to meet the claimed economic
development proposals for the Jindabyne area. Responsibility for KNP and its management
processes should remain under the National Park Service and its designated Minister as per
the NPWS Act.
Anne E. Reeves. OAM

This is written by me as an individual, informed by my experience including as an elected
independent member of local government and planning committee chair, as a former
member of the NPWS Snowy Mountains Regional Advisory Committee, and subsequently of
the NPWS Advisory Council.
I have given no donations greater than $1,000 to any political party.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:02:56 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Annette
Last name
Findlay
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Please consider a sculpture trail wi hin the new Jindabyne development that is local to the shops and cafe precinct and can be easily viewed by
visitors and locals in town.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 6:38:45 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 18:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
annette
Last name
zarb
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please consider the fragile nature of the Kosciuszko National Park. It does not have the capacity to sustain further development.
I love the region and to be able to walk in the pristine environment in an ecological way is magical.
Please take heed as once done there is no going back.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:37 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Annie
Last name
Connor
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Im deeply concerned about the proposal to allow the quest for tourism dollars to impact on the care and management of
Kosciuszko National Park. I have been a constant visitor and recreational user of this area for over 20 years and have felt the
impact bushfires and feral animals have had in this area. To think that commercial tourism is being considered is heartbreaking in
the least when the proposals go against all management practices that have been carefully considered and researched is beyond
belief. As a serious hiker that spends many hours seeking solace in KNP I can't bear the thought of having to watch out for 4 wheel
drive vehicles ferrying paying passengers to the summit of Kosciuszko via the Main Range. National Parks are in place to save
wilderness areas and not to exploit them for profit. The idea of allowing more accommodation is based on greed. The current
accommodation is empty after snow season so there is no need to rip the heart out our high country for a few months of the year.
As for helicopter landings • it's Australia not New Zealand! I urge you to reconsider your commercial plans and think about what
National Parks are. Special stunning unique landscapes that been identified as such and are protected by the Federal government.
This is NOT for NSW to act on in isolation. Think long and hard about our stunning wild places and their place in our lives before
you deem to change them into something mundane.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
1

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 12:49:15 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 12:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Anthony
Last name
Anderson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Mirrabooka Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 60 years. I strongly
endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:29:06 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Anthony
Last name
Crooke
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Quakers Hill 2763
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object to the proposed development. We do not need to develop his area, it needs to remain as untouched and natural as possible.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 2:19:25 PM
response-to-jindabyne-special-activation-precinct.pdf

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 14:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Anthony
Last name
Dawson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
response-to-jindabyne-special-activation-precinct.pdf

Submission
Refer to the attached file for detailed feedback. In summary:
There are some very good features and improvements in the Jindabyne Growth precinct for the community. I like the improvements to the Jindabyne
town centre and urban area as it is existing developed area and will be improved by having more of a ‘main street’ function along with general infill and
with restaurants and shops taking advantage of he lake foreshore of the exis ing built-up area.
However, I do not agree with he ‘stretching’ of development from Jindabyne into the exis ing rural agricultural landscape of Western Lake Jindabyne
through to Hatchery Bay. The existing LEP specifically avoids this type of development to maintain the rural aspect along he western shore of the
lake, whilst holding built development on the southern and eastern sides. This is expanded on in sections below, as summary for the Western Lake
Jindabyne precinct:
• Snowy River LEP Part 3 clause 3.3 specifically restricts development in the land included in this catalyst precinct “Exempt or complying development
must not be carried out on any environmentally sensitive area”. This provision must be maintained in any future vision for the region.
• Snowy River LEP clause 7.6 limits “Development in areas to which this provision applies must not have an unacceptable visual impact on the scenic
quality of the area when viewed from the lake at its full capacity or from a public space.” and protect “the sense of isolation hat can be enjoyed in
many areas on and adjacent to the lakes”.
• Snowy River LEP clause 7.7 provides “Development consent must not be granted to development on land to which this clause applies unless the
consent authority is satisfied that the development complements the natural beauty of the surrounding area, and the development is compatible with
the surrounding natural environment and scenic landscape.”
• The existing land is zoned RU1 Primary Production which is being revoked and changed to SP3 to allow all manner of development that is not in line
with the expectations of the LEP planning or best interests of the community. The LEP Land Use table Zone RU1 objectives are “To ensure that
development maintains and protects the scenic values and rural landscape characteristics of the zone through compatible, small-scale development”
The SAP draft Master Plan is effectively throwing out he LEP to avoid having to comply with existing provisions of the LEP in catalyst precincts and
reduce the community expecta ions for development in hese areas. The SAP states hat the LEP will no longer apply, and new controls introduced,
along with a separate approval process outside of council management. These new controls water down the existing LEP provision and reduce the
requirements on developers to abide by the planning environmental obligations of the LEP for these areas.
This changing of zoning and approval process appears to be purely to suit developers and facilitate development that would otherwise not be
acceptable to council or the community under the existing planning provisions.
Any development and Delivery Plan under the Jindabyne Catalyst Sub-Precincts must consider the provisions of clauses 3.3, 7.6 and 7.7 of the
existing LEP along with Land Use tables and clause 4.2 for RU1 zoning and not destroy the planning work that has been done over the years to
protect this area.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Response to Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP). Focus on Western Lake Jindabyne
Sub-Precinct
1 Summary
1.1 Summary Feedback
There are some very good features and improvements in the Jindabyne Growth precinct for the community. I like the improvements to the Jindabyne town centre and
urban area as it is existing developed area and will be improved by having more of a ‘main street’ function along with general infill and with restaurants and shops
taking advantage of the lake foreshore of the existing built-up area.
However, I do not agree with the ‘stretching’ of development from Jindabyne into the existing rural agricultural landscape of Western Lake Jindabyne through to
Hatchery Bay. The existing LEP specifically avoids this type of development to maintain the rural aspect along the western shore of the lake, whilst holding built
development on the southern and eastern sides. This is expanded on in sections below, as summary for the Western Lake Jindabyne precinct:







Snowy River LEP Part 3 clause 3.3 specifically restricts development in the land included in this catalyst precinct “Exempt or complying development must not
be carried out on any environmentally sensitive area”. This provision must be maintained in any future vision for the region.
Snowy River LEP clause 7.6 limits “Development in areas to which this provision applies must not have an unacceptable visual impact on the scenic quality of
the area when viewed from the lake at its full capacity or from a public space.” and protect “the sense of isolation that can be enjoyed in many areas on and
adjacent to the lakes”.
Snowy River LEP clause 7.7 provides “Development consent must not be granted to development on land to which this clause applies unless the consent
authority is satisfied that the development complements the natural beauty of the surrounding area, and the development is compatible with the
surrounding natural environment and scenic landscape.”
The existing land is zoned RU1 Primary Production which is being revoked and changed to SP3 to allow all manner of development that is not in line with the
expectations of the LEP planning or best interests of the community. The LEP Land Use table Zone RU1 objectives are “To ensure that development maintains
and protects the scenic values and rural landscape characteristics of the zone through compatible, small-scale development”

The SAP draft Master Plan is effectively throwing out the LEP to avoid having to comply with existing provisions of the LEP in catalyst precincts and reduce the
community expectations for development in these areas. The SAP states that the LEP will no longer apply, and new controls introduced, along with a separate
approval process outside of council management. These new controls water down the existing LEP provision and reduce the requirements on developers to abide by
the planning environmental obligations of the LEP for these areas.
This changing of zoning and approval process appears to be purely to suit developers and facilitate development that would otherwise not be acceptable to council or
the community under the existing planning provisions.
Any development and Delivery Plan under the Jindabyne Catalyst Sub-Precincts must consider the provisions of clauses 3.3, 7.6 and 7.7 of the existing LEP along with
Land Use tables and clause 4.2 for RU1 zoning and not destroy the planning work that has been done over the years to protect this area.
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1.2 Recommendations
1. If a catalyst sub-precinct is so important then put it out for public exhibition and consideration individually to be viewed and judged on its own merits. Do
not bundle it up for 'overall' commentary with everything else in the thousands of pages of the SAP that limits and inhibits the ability of the community to
thoroughly understand, review and consider the impacts of each individual catalyst area.
2. Any development and Delivery Plan under the Jindabyne Catalyst Sub-Precincts must consider, include, and abide by the provisions of clauses 3.3, 7.6 and 7.7
of the existing LEP along with land use and clause 4.2 for RU1 zoning and not destroy the work that has been done over the years to protect this area.
3. As an alternative to above item 2, all development within this Western Lake Jindabyne precinct must also be subject to consideration against the Snowy River
LEP per the Jindabyne Growth precinct approval structure.
4. There should not be a single ‘agree’ or ‘disagree’ on the SAP submissions. Per the above, each area and precinct has its own pros and cons and needs to be
evaluated independently.

2 Specific Topics
2.1 Premise of the draft SAP for only developer benefit
The fundamental flaw of the SAP, and in particular the catalyst precincts, is that it is being driven to enable developers to build outside the existing planning
expectations with what the developer wants, and less consideration for the local community benefit. This is clearly stated in black and white in clause 3.4 of the SAP
Planning Recommendations Report that states the "Key premise of Special Activation Precinct program is to support streamlined development approval" and it is
evident in further reading that the draft SAP is not about the existing local community benefit, it is focussed on the benefit of developers through political support.
Further, from the SAP Planning Recommendations Report clause 3.3: "Regional Growth NSW Development Corporation (RGDC) is a one-stop shop to support investors
and will develop catalyst, enabling infrastructure, support the attraction and facilitation of investment in the Special Activation Precincts" further reinforcing the
premise of the SAP to support investors for their development and not focussed on the community benefit.
The community does not want significant development of year-round tourism – we do not want to be another Queenstown NZ – people living here enjoy being part of
a rural community with some tourism. The premise and promotion of year-round tourism as the driver for the SAP is not a desire of most local residents, it is only a
desire of the developers, tourism operators and politician.
The Jindabyne West development is a prime example of an influential developer obtaining land that was recently released for a specific purpose and zoning and
subsequently, under the SAP, that developer is getting their way to have the whole area rezoned through influence on the local member and key political stakeholder
of the SAP for the developer’s financial gain. One wonders if this parcel of land had been purchased by any other person in the community how the SAP, and
specifically the Jindabyne West precinct, would have progressed.

Page |2

The SAP draft Master Plan is effectively throwing out the LEP to avoid having to comply with existing provisions of the LEP in catalyst precincts and reduce the
community expectations for development in these areas. The SAP states that the LEP will no longer apply, and new controls introduced. These new controls water
down the existing LEP provisions and reduce the requirements on developers to abide by the planning environmental obligations of the LEP for these areas.

2.2 Western Lake Jindabyne sub-precinct summary feedback
With regards to the proposed developments at Western Lake Jindabyne sub-precinct, the current provisions of the Snowy River LEP ‘Part 3 clause 3.3’ state under
‘item 1’ that “Exempt or complying development must not be carried out on any environmentally sensitive area for exempt or complying development.”
With item 2(ja) stating that “for the purposes of this clause environmentally sensitive area for exempt or complying development means land identified as ‘Lake
Eucumbene and Lake Jindabyne’ on the Scenic Protection Area Map”.
The entirety of the Western Lake Jindabyne catalyst sub-precinct falls within this scenic protection area identified on the scenic protection area map. Additionally, it
also falls within the ‘eastern approaches to Kosciuszko National Park scenic protection area’ and as such this doubly protected zone must be treated with
consideration for visual amenity and protection of the rural landscape that it currently beholds.
Hence, there should be no significant development of this nature in this location on Western Lake Jindabyne, and if there was it would be ‘small-scale’ per the
existing zoning expectations of RU1 land use “To ensure that development maintains and protects the scenic values and rural landscape characteristics of the zone
through compatible, small-scale development”. Additionally, development within Lake Eucumbene and Lake Jindabyne Scenic Protection Area (Snowy River LEP
clause 7.6) “Development in areas to which this provision applies must not have an unacceptable visual impact on the scenic quality of the area when viewed from
the lake at its full capacity or from a public space.”
The rezoning of the Western Lake Jindabyne catalyst precinct under the draft SAP from RU1 to SP3 and the removal of these scenic protection provisions, through
removal of the Snowy River LEP, is being used to directly override these provisions of the LEP and take all consideration and approval away from the Snowy River
council and the local community with direct conflict of the community expectations per the LEP. This changing of zoning and approval process appears to be purely
to suit developers and facilitate development that would otherwise not be acceptable to council or the community under the existing planning provisions.
As a note, these scenic protection provisions are in place to avoid losing the rural aspect when approaching Jindabyne from the Eastern approaches and not to look at
another developed land tract. Any change in zoning and removal of these special conditions of the LEP are a destructive change to the planning consideration of
this area and can not be accepted by the local community.
Recommendation: These provisions in the existing LEP must be included in the SAP Master Plan zoning aims and performance criteria.
As an alternative, all development within this Precinct must also be subject to consideration against the Snowy River LEP per the Jindabyne Growth precinct approval
structure.
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2.3 Consultation Approach for this Precinct
These ‘Catalyst’ precincts were not included in the original Go Jindabyne summary or conversations, and this SAP draft Master Plan is the first that it has been
provided for feedback for these areas. Prior to this draft master plan there has been zero consultation with the adjoining landowner for any development at Hatchery
Bay. Under any normal development approach the adjoining landowner would have been notified and included in discussions. This is another example of the use of
the SAP to bypass and avoid consideration that the community would expect under the existing planning regulations.
By putting this information out in the large amount of documentation for the draft SAP it has significantly reduced the ability of the community to fully grasp the
extent of development and the implications thereof at the scale required for each precinct and development component. This is further exacerbated with the change
in approval process for the catalyst precincts to be bundled up and approval taken away from the local council.

2.4 Contradictory detail of information and assumptions made
As a general comment on the information provided for this precinct there is some contradictory information presented in the SAP draft Master Plan and associated
documents. This makes it difficult to comment on some specific features and information and understand the scope and gamut of development proposed. Comments
provided in this submission are based on ‘best interpretation’ of the information in the draft documentation and references are made to the documents for ease of
cross checking.
For example, from the SAP Structure Plan part 1 page 111 shows and states 120 owner-occupied holiday apartments/villas at the northern end of Hatchery Bay.
Whereas the illustrative master plan concept drawing on page 113 shows the future ecotourism resort that has 120 apartments included. Are these the same 120 in
the one location or are there two separate developments planned that are in two separate and nearby locations?
Additionally, in the SAP draft Master Plan document in Appendix B on page 112 it states developments of 689 tourist accommodation dwellings and zero (0)
residential dwellings in the Western Lake Jindabyne precinct. However, per the above page 111 it states 120 owner-occupied apartments/villas, these are assumed to
be tourist dwellings and must not be residential dwellings. This general information is cause for concern given the Lake Crackenback development and potential for
the same to occur here with residents living there permanently, or near permanently, and thereby negating the intended tourist provisions.
As another example, Diagram in Section 7.1 page 109 of the SAP Structure Plan 1 shows all land to the East of Kosciuszko Road as covered by the new sub-precinct
rezoning. Whereas other diagrams eg Figure A13 of SAP draft Master Plan Appendix include only some of this land. The inconsistency challenges the trust in the
planning work and consideration for what else will slip through.
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2.5 120 owner-occupied apartments/villas at (Northern) Hatchery Bay
2.5.1 Nature of the development
A key question we have is around the 689 dwellings earmarked for this precinct. In discussions with the Jindabyne SAP planning team, they have repeatedly stated
that “it’s only minor development and a 4-star tourist resort at Hatchery Bay” with most of the accommodation at the Rabbit’s Corner area, plus the caravan park
between Rabbit’s Corner and Hatchery Bay. Per the below there seems to be a conflict in the expectations in what is being proposed:
•
•
•
•
•

The SAP draft Master Plan document on page 66 and 67 identifies three main areas/types of development. With the Ecotourism report identified.
The SAP draft Master Plan document on page 67 also identified other ‘alternative tourism accommodation’ that includes “high quality tourism
accommodation that could either be a standalone development or integrated as part of a resort complex”.
The SAP draft Master Plan Appendix on page 112 Appendix B identifies 689 tourist accommodation dwellings and 0 (zero) residential dwellings.
However, the SAP Structure Plan Part 1 on page 111 states that there is proposal for 120 owner-occupied apartments/villas at Hatchery Bay.
Additionally, the illustrative master plan concept drawing in Structure Plan page 113 shows the future ecotourism resort that has the 120 apartments included

There are two key questions and issues with this information.
Firstly, we are assuming that the 120 apartments/villas are included as part of the ecotourism resort per page 113 of the Structure plan part 1 and are not a separate
building or construction zone as indicated on page 111 of the structure plan.
Secondly, we are assuming there is misstatement with the plan shown on page 111 of the SAP Structure Plan Part 1 as any 120 owner-occupied apartments/villas
would constitute ‘residential’ accommodation and hence not meet the performance criteria stated in the master plan, nor the dwelling numbers per the appendix?
This additional development has been ignored in the discussions and in any detail of the SAP draft master plan, appendix and structure plans aside from a ‘throwaway’ one liner on this one map and is far and away not applicable under the planning expectations of this land.
Additionally, 120 apartments sound to be more like another Lake Crackenback. This marked development is on land owned by a local Berridale resident up until July
2021 when it was sold to a non-local developer – how convenient that this catalyst precinct is now included in the SAP after sale to a developer (refer statements in
paragraph 2.1 above). When it comes to justification for owner-occupied holiday accommodation, we’ve all seen what happens at Lake Crackenback where it’s meant
to be holiday accommodation however owners stay at these places near full-time and it is becoming de facto permanent residential in many instances. This needs to
be very carefully planned and controlled in any development proposal and approval.
The current LEP does not allow for medium density residential in this area and any subdivision is minimum 100 acre lots. The clear objective of RU1 is “To ensure that
development maintains and protects the scenic values and rural landscape characteristics of the zone through compatible, small-scale development”. Plus, the
consideration for the Lake Jindabyne scenic protection area and the Eastern Approaches to Kosciuszko National Park scenic protection area that both cover this
location. Proposal of 120 residential apartments/villas isn’t a small-scale eco-tourism resort, and doesn’t meet the guidelines under RU1, nor the proposed SP3 zoning
for tourist activities and not being owner-occupied. Note: The word ‘holiday’ is used on the structure plan, however we all know what happens at Lake Crackenback
with “owner-occupied holiday villas” Ie they become de facto residential.
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2.5.2 Scale of the development
The 689 dwellings proposed in this precinct alone equates to 1584 bedrooms and 3169 beds. This is almost the size of the current bed limit in Perisher (3526 beds),
and five (5) times the bed limit of Charlotte Pass (607 beds). To state the obvious, it is being proposed to develop the equivalent of five Charlotte Pass resorts in
Western Lake Jindabyne.
And just for northern Hatchery Bay (excluding the new 4-star tourist resort), the 120 dwellings equate to 552 beds which is almost the current size of Charlotte Pass
(607 beds), providing expectation that a new Charolotte Pass resort would be developed at Hatchery Bay plus a new 4-star tourist resort with 40 rooms. This is no way
complies with anything under the current LEP and must not be allowed.
The new Jindabyne West precinct equates to 1700 beds for residential and 667 tourist beds, totalling 2367 beds for the whole new precinct. Hence, Western Lake
Jindabyne is larger in bed numbers than this whole new development at West Jindabyne. How is this possible in an area currently zoned RU1 allowing for small scale
development and in particular an area that is covered by both “scenic protection areas” that limit any development?
According to the SAP Structure Plan Part 1 page 118 for the Rabbits Corner proposed development it states “Given the constraints and the relative separation from
other residential areas, residential development for permanent residents is not supported. A smaller, tourist-focussed node with lesser environmental impact is
instead recommended”. This provision must also be applied to the much further out Hatchery Bay area, thereby not allowing residential development with owneroccupied villas.
One wonders when considering clause 7.6 of the existing LEP that states in item (b) to protect “the sense of isolation that can be enjoyed in many areas on and
adjacent to the lakes” how development of this scale can possibly meet this requirement and expectation? Again, the intent of the current zoning and scenic
protection is to ensure that Jindabyne is not a big spread-out community around the lake and that rural aspects and isolation is available in these areas close and
accessible to Jindabyne. A large tourist resort with over 600 beds from both developments does not continue to provide the rural sense of isolation at Hatchery
Bay.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:51:55 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Anthony
Last name
Dyck
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Look after the ecosystems not he wallets and interests of the upper class
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 9:08 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 21:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Anthony
Last name
Mitchell
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I support most elements, in particular the mountain biking close to town - having been to Rotorua, Whistler and Derby for mountain
bikign and seen how big it can get, we have only scratched the surface with our current trail network.
I do have an objection though to the intended viewing deck at the Porcupine - I feel such a man made structure will detract from
the wilderness experience. Anyone who enjoys the outdoors doesn;t feel the need to cheapen the experience via an ugly man
made structure - you want it to feel like it would have back in the day when Wragge, Spencer, Strzelecki and the like were
wandering the area.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:10:59 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Anthony
Last name
Shannon
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Mirrabooka Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for 60 years. I strongly endorse
the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct
initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way
that provides for improved use and enjoyment of he Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:58:24 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Anthony
Last name
Sharwood
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National park is a park for all Australians, but that doesn't mean we can just keep building stuff within the park. Enough is enough. Let's
use what we've got now and put any new beds in Jindabyne and other towns. Helicopters should not be allowed to fly in the park flor tourists. The road
to Mt Kosciuszko should not be opened to cars from Charlotte Pass as it was in the 1960s and 1970s. Nobody wants to choke on fumes while walking
Australia's highest peaks. And if you build that stupid lookout thing at Porcupine Rocks, you will destroy one of the best places in the mountains.
People are going to fight this and one of those people is me. John Barilaro does not own he mountains, we all do.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:18:26 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Anthony
Last name
Wilken
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Parks should stay national parks. Do not turn it into a resort.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:14 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Anya
Last name
Rowlands
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The scale of development is too large for the delicate eco systems in the NP and around Jindabyne. I have read the report and it is
full of spin and jargon without real research and transparency. How can the NSW Department of Planning over ride National
Parks? Does this mean private business can now buy national park?
John Barilaro would commercialise and build absolutely everywhere if he was given free reign. I object to these plans.
Thank you.
Anya Rowlands

I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:17:15 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Armando
Last name
colosimo
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a guest of Mirrabooka Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 30 years. I strongly
endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:21:31 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ashaya
Last name
Jamson-Carter
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please protect this beautiful park
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 11 August 2021 12:34 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 11/08/2021 - 12:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ashley
Last name
Blondel
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I support the SAP Master Plan proposals concerning the Snowy Alpine Heritage Association and the location of its Experiential
Centre within the Jindabyne precinct. There are several sites referred to in the Master Plan for the Centre.
The Heritage Association has three preferred sites that are shown in its documentation. Our examination of all of the suggested
sites has led us to support the sites preferred by the Heritage Association, and in its order of preference for locational prominence,
impact, visitor attraction and access.
This is a once in a generation opportunity to capture a remarkable part of Australia's unique Indigenous, cultural, scientific and
social history of National importance.
Ashley Blondel
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:56:09 AM
ashley-stevenson-jindabyne-sap-comments pdf

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ashley
Last name
Stevenson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
ashley-stevenson-jindabyne-sap-comments pdf

Submission
Hi there,
Find attached document for my comments on he Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct master plan. In summary, while I agree that a plan
needs to be made to support he development of the town as a regional destination, there are a number of area's that I believe need to be further
considered as they relate to he scenic amenity of the area and also the quality of life for those who live here.
Thank you for all your time and effort.
Kind regards,
Ashley Stevenson
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Comments on the Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct Master Plan

Name: Ashley Stevenson
Address:
Statement about submission: Long term local resident, grew up and completed
school at Jindabyne Central School. I support a cohesive plan for the development
of the town so that it can grow and welcome visitors, but want to make sure that the
plan reflects the needs of the community and does not create more problems than it
solves.
Political donations: None

Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore

- The plan vision is to “ensure development integrates with the foreshore and does
not detract from existing views of the lake”

- Placing higher storey buildings and packing out the foreshore with
accomodation seems to achieve the opposite eﬀect.

- Page 42 “better connectivity to Lake Jindabyne and foreshore that is currently
impeded by highway and congested Kosciuszko Road”

- Agreed that the roads do impede access to the foreshore. Does increasing
the amount of traﬃc on these roads to access foreshore accommodation
have a high likelihood of reducing this congestion? I would argue that it
would greatly increase the amount of congestion that already exists.

- While I support restructuring the existing developed areas along the
foreshore (caravan park, hotel, service station etc.), adding more
development and taking away more foreshore would greatly detract from a
key attraction of the town.

- If the overall aim is to create an “alpine village” then creating a cityscape style
development is not going to achieve that aim. If too much foreshore and too
much density is crowded into the small town footprint, that is what it will feel like.

1

East Jindabyne Sub-Precinct

- Dual occupancy on 700sqm blocks will create a disaster for quality of life in East
Jindabyne as well as for road access.

• A case study for example: an existing 700sqm dual occupancy development at
68 Jerrara Drive has a duplex. Each house on the block has 4 bedrooms plus a
study and garage that have been converted to bedrooms meaning the total
occupancy of each house ranges from a minimum of 6 to a maximum of 12 or
more. Total people for both houses is 12 minimum or 24 or more at max. The
provided car parking for this duplex? 2 car spots. The remaining 8 cars that are
observed living at this address park along both sides of Jerrara Drive creating a
significantly narrowed road for other drivers. Additionally, this is not the only
house of this type or occupancy density along this road.

- People move to the country for space, not to live so closely to their neighbours
that they might as well have never left the city. Block size should remain at
700sqm or larger with no approval for dual occupancy.

- East Jindabyne has always been the quiet village area of the larger Jindabyne
area, and increasing its density in line with main town Jindabyne would remove its
amenity and also its desirability from a real estate perspective.

- An alternative plan submitted by the Jindabyne Easts Residents Committee at a
Community meeting on 10th August suggested the below instead of the
proposed plan in SAP along with the following suggestions that I agree with:

• Upgrade to intersection with highway given the proposed increases in density this intersection is already overloaded with existing traﬃc. See traﬃc report

• Create an internal linking road to Rainbow drive to provide more lateral lakeside
access without entering highway traﬃc.

• Strict controls on height limits to protect scenic amenity for existing and future
residents of the village.

• Increase foreshore access for pedestrians with structured amenities such as
toilets, bins and sports area to improve community interaction with the lake.

West Jindabyne Sub-Precinct

- Given its location, West Lake Jindabyne can be seen by nearly all other existing
developed areas of the town and region. While increasing its development
potential through strategic re-zoning is clearly an attractive prospect for
developers, given its pristine scenic value any development should be very
minimal. Activity such as mountain bike trails, and medium size eco-camping/
cabin site would be of minimal disturbance to the scenic value but the proposed
“ecotourism resort, function and conference centre” or “18 hole golf course”
would be a waste of scenic amenity.

- The local residents of Jindabyne will not support removing the existing scenic
protection of the lake.

Housing Study

- A stated plan for “purpose built seasonal worker accommodation that is flexible
to other markets in oﬀ peak” page 29, strategic indicators of Housing Diversity

• Given the transient nature of seasonal workers, is it worthwhile providing this
seasonal worker accommodation in the highly valuable main town area instead
of utilising space on the Barry Way? The Barry Way has adequate connection
to utilities with the benefit of not impacting long term residents quality of life
during peak season. We all know what party houses seasonal accommodation
turns into during winter and many long term residents have ongoing issues with
noise late at night, rubbish everywhere and multiple cars parked on their private
property. This would be exacerbated by the use of the seasonal
accommodation by school groups into non-peak times as well.

• If the proposed public transport plan is implemented, seasonal workers would
be able to shop and party in town at local businesses and then catch a bus

3

home to their accommodation without disturbing other residents - win win for
everyone.

4

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:38:33 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ashley
Last name
Waterson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Why destroy more natural habitat for our na ive animals. Our country has turned to rot with greed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:37:43 PM
knp-submission pdf

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Barbara
Last name
Pamphilon
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
knp-submission.pdf

Submission
please find attached our submission - and concerns
I agree to the above statement
Yes

To whom it may concern
It is with great concern that we register our opposition to the Plan of Management and
proposed Masterplan for the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). The vulnerability of this
national treasure is clear: bushfire damage, feral horse, pigs and deer damage, previous
over grazing and mining, and the on-going challenge of climate change.
The current visitor services and accommodation in the KNP already place considerable
stress on the natural environment of the KNP. To increase the accommodation by 40% - 60%
is sheer madness—this is national park, and we have international obligations to protect it
as such. Most importantly, we have a responsibility to manage the park for our children and
grandchildren – and this requires low impact recreation and a focus on conservation.
The KNP is gazetted as a natural environment for its protection, not for economic and
commercial exploitation. We cannot believe that the development plans include the
appropriation of Japanese culture, overland driving tours and the like. It is not even good
business sense to over-develop this area as any long-term modelling will show that climate
change will continue to shorten the snow season.
As a matter of urgency, the Plan of Management should be amended to include a detailed
assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain such developments and then the Masterplan
reconsidered.
As we Australians endure the challenges of COVID-19, many of us are sustained by reconnecting to our immediate environment and dream of returning to walk lightly on the
lands of our national parks. We charge you as our elected government to fulfil your
obligations to protect our most vulnerable areas, our Kosciuszko National Park.
Dr Barbara Pamphilon AM and Mr Peter Pamphilon

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:23:01 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Belinda
Last name
Duncan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am quite appalled to hear about this proposed interference to the Kosciuszko National Park. National Parks are about enjoying the natural
environment and appreciating he flora and fauna that exists in these environments. The proposed changes are not only a threat to he environment at
KNP but will change the current ambience that the park offers. Why is the park heading down a commercial development path rather than one which
encourages and offers natural untouched experiences in a uniquely beautiful area? I am extremely opposed to the proposed SAP.
Belinda Duncan
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 13 August 2021 2:12 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 13/08/2021 - 14:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Belinda
Last name
Freeburn
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
In relation to a proposed new boat ramp in East Jindabyne.
I believe this is a fantastic idea as the current boat ramp is in terrible condition.
As a local who lives in close proximity to this area and uses the current boat ramp regularly I believe that a new boat ramp opposite
Siesta Villa would be a fantastic idea as there is plenty of room for parking cars and trailers and it is a little more protected from the
wind
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:37:31 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Belle
Last name
Savage
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I would prefer this remain a low development na ional park to protect our limited wildlife and wild nature for future genera ions
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 23 July 2021 9:53 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 23/07/2021 - 09:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ben
Last name
Eyles
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Hello,
Looking at the Plan there is a lot of really great stuff in there. I have submitted comments in the past and just thought this was the
place to submit again for those aspects which weren't quite clearly spelled out.
1. Upgraded skate park area with basketball courts is very very welcomed. Can we ensure the skate park is larger in all directions
allowing for more users, and at different levels, to use it simultaneously? Also opportunists for legal painting spaces in this area for
youth to express themselves. This can easily be grouped with the half court basketball courts with backing walls.
2. The Banjo Patterson park foreshore running towards the current holiday park. As you would be aware we have a very
successfully and much loved sculpture festival, Lake Light Sculpture, held very Easter along this area. This event desperately
needs this area's power infrastructure to be upgraded and expanded if any development of this area is to occur.
3. Public Art. More of it please. Murals and Sculptural works.
Thank you for all the work in planning thus far
1

Regards
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 11 August 2021 9:55 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
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Looking at the East Jindabyne Alternative Plan, it seems that the new plan, while claiming to provide more open space, seems to
actually take up more of the grasslands than the original plan. We all know money talks and the more land that can be sold and
developed the more likely that will occur.
Can we please at least make sure this grasslands are protected as much as possible? There are many many birds in this area and
it is used for many as their recreation/exercise space too. If this alternate plan is decided upon, can we have the walking trails
upgraded to provide access to the beach leading to Tyrolean before development. This way the walking trails that are taken away
can be substituted with a proper safe trail that can be ridden and walked that links to Tyrolean beach and township.
Can I also add, if with increased traffic coming out of Jerrara Drive onto the main road, the current turning lanes and speeds will
not be viable. A large roundabout and 80 speed limit from the Petrol station would be a much safer and sensible option
Thank you
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Comments on “SNOWY MOUNTAINS SPECIAL ACTIVATION
PRECINCT – SALT IMPACT MANAGEMENT PLAN KOSCIUSZKO
NATIONAL PARK” by Department of Planning, Industry and
Environment. Dated: May 2021
By: Ben Kefford, Associate Professor in Water Science, Centre for Applied
Water Science, Institute for Applied Ecology, University of Canberra, Phone:
Date: 05 August 2021
Background
I am very pleased to see that attention is being given to salting of roads in Kosciuszko
National Park (KNP) and for the potential of salting to be have adverse environmental
effects. Salting of roads is an important issue with many studies from cold regions around the
world showing road salting is causing serious harm in freshwater environments.
I have been leading a research project that has been investigating the effects of salt runoff
from roads on stream salinity and macroinvertebrate communities near Perisher, New South
Wales (NSW). Stream macroinvertebrate communities are widely used indicators of stream
health. Critically, we were measuring salinity using loggers that take automatic measures of
electrical conductivity (EC, a measure of salinity) every 15 minutes, as opposed to periodic
spot measurements. It is critical that stream salinity be measured using our approach (or
something similar) as salinity is typically elevated in pulses for short periods and can vary
widely within hours. If spot measurements are made of salinity, it is extremely unlikely that
they will coincide with (near) maximum salinity values.
Summary of finding on environmental effect of road salting near Perisher
At Perisher between May 2016 to May 2018 stream salinity increased from road salting. For
example, upstream of roads (where no input of salts from roads would be expected) we
measured a mean EC of 8.8 μS/cm (± 0.01 SE, range 1.1–26.4 μS/cm). In contrast
downstream of roads near Perisher we measured a mean EC of mean 17.3 μS/cm (± 0.03 SE,
range 0.3–389 μS/cm) (Shenton et al. 2021). These mean values and ranges are based on
measures over the entire period of observations (May 2016 to May 2018) and are not restrict
to the snow season when salts are typically applied. Particularly worrying is that the
maximum salinity we observed in a stream at Perisher was 389 μS/cm, which is considerably
higher than the “Salt guidance levels for Kosciuszko National Park” in Table 4.5 of < 30
μS/cm for good, 30-60 μS/cm for moderate and > 60 μS/cm for poor.
Although salinity levels were generally greater in the Snow Season (June-September), we
observed salinity in streams downstream of the salted road near Perisher were elevated year
around. With salinity levels well above guidelines levels sometimes occurring outside of the
Snow Season (October to the following May), with a maximum of 250 μS/cm recorded
outside the snow season. In all seasons, peak salinity levels were mostly following
precipitation. These results indicate that salt is being stored in the landscape over the entire
year and being flushed out by precipitation. There is also the potential for salt to be building
up in the landscape over multiple years.

Our results at Perisher, show considerably higher salinity values that are reported in section
4.5.4.2. The reason for this discrepancy is most likely because we used equipment to
automatically measure salinity every 15 minutes and were thus able to capture peak or very
close to peak salinity levels.
Note that there is a typo in Table 4.4, salinity here is given as < 30 MS/cm. I assume this
should be < 30 μS/cm (to be consistent with Table 4.5). Note that 30 MS/cm (M=Mega) is
many orders of magnitude more salter than sea water, with 1 MS/cm = 109 μS/cm. The units
mS/cm (m=milli) are used saline waters with 1 mS/cm=1000 μS/cm (μ= micro). More
commonly for waters as fresh as those in KNP μS/cm are used.
Moreover, our results showed that not only were salinity levels in stream near Perisher
reaching levels well above the “Salt guidance levels for Kosciuszko National Park” in Table
4.5 for poor water quality, that the salt applications were negatively impacting the stream
macroinvertebrate community (Shenton et al. 2021). In that the macroinvertebrate community
was different downstream compared with upstream of road which were salted and that such
differences did not occur for stream crossing an unsalted road in the same region. Moreover,
the species of macroinvertebrates which declined downstream of salted roads tended to be
more salt sensitive, compared to those species which were unaffected, or which increased
downstream of salted roads (Shenton et al. 2021).
Although we are no longer collecting data, my team continues to analysis and write up
additional data we have collected. I am happy to make our future findings available to KNP
staff and others. I hope that our findings, in conjunction with other information, will be used
to inform the management of road salting in KNP and elsewhere.
An Honours project was conducted on the effects of road salting on alpine bogs near Perisher
over winter-spring of 2010 (Hocking 2011). (I had no role in this Honours project). This
Honours project found that the salinity of shallow (70-100 cm) groundwater was elevated in
two bog sites receiving road runoff, relative to a control bog site not receiving road runoff.
Salinity was greatest close to the road, 3520 µS/cm, and decreased with distance from the
road. By 120 m, it was 100 µS/cm, although still higher than a bog not receiving runoff <30
µS/cm. Somewhat inexplicitly, a third bog receiving road runoff, had no detectable increase
in the salinity of its shallow groundwater. A glasshouse experiment showed that the plant
Carex gaudichaudiana did not suffer reduced growth or condition when grown in water up to
700 µS/cm but did suffer burning when exposed to a saline solution of 2100 µS/cm (Hocking
2011). Suggesting that this plant species is negatively affected by salinities somewhere
between 700 and 2100 µS/cm.
Options to reduce environmental effects of deicing
Salinity levels in streams and bog in KNP are likely to be directly proportional to the amount
of salt applied in their catchment. This is because, inorganic salts, like NaCl and CaCl2, do
not breakdown into (relatively) harmless substances, they dissolve in water and are then
highly mobile in water traveling though the environment. Given the volumes of water
involved and the high expense of desalinations, it is unlikely be economically feasible to
capture and treat water to remove salts from road runoff. Consequently, if salting of roads is
to occur in KNP, the only feasible option to reduce their environmental affect is to reduce the
amount of salts applied. Reducing the amount of salt applied, may decrease road safety.
There may, however, be alternatives to salts which have reduced environmental effects, while
not reducing road safety.

Various alternatives to salting of road with NaCl and/or CaCl2 has been proposed and should
be considered. These alternatives include: salts other than NaCl and CaCl2, urea, various
biproduct from agricultural products e.g. beet juice, brines, mixes of beet juice and brines
(e.g. https://eco-solutions.net/), a product call ECO-ST which is said to include a key
component derived from starfish https://www.kickstarter.com/projects/eco-st/dont-buy-theproduct-buy-technology, calcium magnesium acetate or CMA (C8H12CaMgO8) (Santagata
and Collepardi 2000) and potassium acetate (CH3CO2K). While there are a range of claims
about the supposed environmental benefits of such alternatives, these claims are mostly made
by companies selling the products and are not always supported (Harless et al. 2011; Nutile
and Solan 2019; Robidoux and Delisle 2001). Indeed, a recent Canadian study found beet
juice to be more toxic to the larvae of a freshwater mussel, Lampsilis fasciola, than brine or a
brine-beet juice mix (Gillis et al. 2021).
A potential alternative to salts, CMA, is used in New Zealand (Ross Thompson, University of
Canberra, personal communications). Unlike salts, CMA and other acetate products can
breakdown into relatively harmless substances, however, in doing so they may consume
oxygen and/or act as a mild fertilizer for algae and plants. Although a reduction in dissolved
oxygen and/or increased growth of algae are generally problematic for stream ecology, in
cold and fast flowing (i.e. well oxygenated) streams, especially in winter, they may plausible
have less effects than from salts. Certainly, the relatively environmental effects of current
road salts, CMA and other alternatives should be evaluated.
There is the potential for alternatives to road salting to reduce environmental harm and still
achieve the desired road safety outcomes. There has been limited study of alternatives and
published studies appear to be restricted to laboratory toxicity, which is a very approximate
indicator of effects in the environment. Rigorous scientific research should be used to assess
alternatives, including considering their effects outside of the laboratory and if they are found
to cause less environmental harm, they should be used in the KNP and elsewhere.
Recommendations
I make the following recommendation
1. Findings, information and data from studies of environmental effects of road salting
in Australia (Hocking 2011; Shenton et al. 2021) and elsewhere should be used to
inform management of road salting in the KNP.
2. Acceptance that current road salting practices in KNP is leading to elevated stream
salinity levels, that are exceeding guideline values, near Perisher, and plausibly
elsewhere in KNP where road salting is conducted. These salinities are negatively
impacting stream ecology near Perisher and again plausibly elsewhere in KNP where
road salting is conducted. Salinity levels in some alpine bogs are also being elevated
by recent i.e. 2010 (and likely current) road salting practices and close to the road
would be expected to negatively affect plants in these bogs.
3. If road use and/or visitation increases, there is a need to consider whether these
increases will lead to increased salt use, which in turn would likely cause further
increases in salinity levels in stream and bogs and increased impacts on the ecology of
streams and bogs.
4. Monitoring of stream salinity requires equipment that automatically measures salinity
frequently (e.g. every 15 minutes) in order to obtain measurements of peak salinity.
Periodic spot measurements of stream salinity, e.g. daily or weekly, will severely
underestimate peak salinity levels.

5. The potential for alternative de-icers to salts (NaCl and CaCl2) to enable safe roads
while potentially reducing environmental impacts should be investigated. Such
investigations need to include comparing the ecological effects of current salts to that
of alternatives outside of laboratories.
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It would be a waste of the beautiful untouched bush land and be disappointed to see it go under development.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 6:34:13 PM
2021-08-21---submission-on-snowy-mountain-sap.pdf

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 18:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ben
Last name
Salon
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission file
2021-08-21---submission-on-snowy-mountain-sap pdf

Submission
Please find my submissions attached.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Ben Salon

21 August 2021

Submissions on Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master
Plan and Discussion Paper
I am a member and the president of the Port Kembla Ski Club which leases the land in Perisher
Valley from the NSW Government on which the Illabunda Lodge sits.
The Port Kembla Ski Club has leased land in the Kosciuszko National Park since the late 1960s. I am a
frequent visitor to the snowy mountains region in both summer and winter when not otherwise
restricted from doing so by NSW Government Public Health Orders.
I make this personal submission on the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master
Plan and Discussion Paper.

Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of
Commerce
I give my support to and adopt the Joint Submission on the Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct Draft Master Plan and Discussion Paper prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher
Chamber of Commerce. I too hold the view that the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst
balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and
enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.

Additional Submissions
I also make the following submissions on the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft
Master Plan and Discussion Paper.
Perisher Range Specific Submissions
I support an improvement to the visual amenity of the villages of the Perisher Range including a high
quality sense of arrival to each village. In my view the villages lack this and take on an almost
industrial look. This should especially consider a year round visual attractiveness. The Perisher
carpark is a large unattractive feature in both summer and winter.
I also support controls to not only require sustainable villages, but also villages that are ecologically
sustainable, and preferably, enhancing – for example through requisite use of renewable energy.
A diversity of winter and summer experiences in the Perisher range is highly important. While the
resorts of the Perisher Range are busy in Winter, they are very quiet in summer which does not
make best use of these long-developed areas within the National Park.
Amendments to the Alpine SEPP
In my view the discussion paper does not adequately detail and explain the proposed amendments
to the State Environmental Planning Policy (Kosciuszko National Park—Alpine Resorts) 2007 (NSW)
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It is one of the last few places that is away from everything where you can relax and connect with nature. People go there to camp. Not glamp. If this is
taken away then what is going to happen to any other national park?
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
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I firmly object to this proposal.
Not to it's essential intent to develop tourism and develop jobs and opportunities to the area, but its lack of respect and
appreciation for the delicacy of the area. Let alone the Strong exclusiveness of the projects, which goes against the culture of the
area.
The last thing the high alpine region around mt Kosciusko needs is more tourists. Having to walk in creates a barrier to access that
filters out the less sensitive.
In terms of private accomodation in the valleys, I don't think this is necessarily bad, but it would be a terrible outcome if it came at
the expense of public accomodation. A good example of this is the 3 capes track in Tassy. I'm sure it produces a good income, but
it has destroyed the culture and community of public walkers in that area through exclusivity. Can't think of much that is more
unaustralian than removing a fair go.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Hi,
Please find my letter of support for the draft masterplan of the Jindabyne Special Activation Precinct.
Regards
Ben Yeatman
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Jessica Henderson-Wilson
Principal Planning Officer

12th August 2021

Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Level 4, 76 Morgan St
WAGGA WAGGA
NSW, 2650

Dear Jessica
Thankyou for the opportunity to contribute to the Draft Masterplan for the Jindabyne Special
Activation Precinct. I would like to highlight a couple of items of importance to me as a resident of
Jindabyne.
Firstly, I support and endorse the development of the Adventure Park. This will be the catalyst for
the growth of the town into a year round world class tourism destination. I agree it needs to be well
built, have Mountain Bike riding at its heart, but cater to variety of outdoor pursuits and interests
similar to Queenstown in New Zealand.
Secondly, I want there to be an integrated set of walking and bike riding paths to connect town to
the other areas. A map showing all trails including in the town itself, and a priority and timing on
each would be very useful. Specifically, I seek a connection from town along the Barry Way up to and
including the Bungarra Mountain Bike. I, my family, and my visitors use the Bungarra facility and it’s
a tremendous asset for the town. This needs to be planned and built as a priority to make better use
of what we already have available.
Also, this bike path should integrate with the Adventure Park to give an alternative bike access to the
proposed Adventure Park.
Thirdly, I have been advised by Bungarra Alpine Centre that it intends to establish a Mountain Bike
Training Academy. I totally support this, and it should be shown in the masterplan. Having qualified
guides available to operate in the existing and future bike businesses, and indeed to professionally
train our children can only be a good thing for the community. Bungarra operating such a facility
would complement the work it already does in assisting to train the many hundreds of young
residents of Jindabyne, and in fact may provide a great outdoors local career for some of the young
people who grow up here. Obviously, access by road over Bungarra Lane as a public road, and a new
bike trail from town would compliment this major step up proposed by Bungarra.
Can I please ask you to include these in the final report. Timing for each is critical to avoid the
Masterplan turning into a “binder on the shelf”.
Should you have any questions you can contact me on
Regards
Ben Yeatman
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To whom it may concern,
Having recently learnt about this proposed Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct, I am deeply concerned for the future
character, sustainability and sheer existence of the Snowy mountains region and surrounding area.
The draft masterplan presents a seemingly nonchalant approach to completely destroying both the environment and character of
the region, all whilst claiming to uphold the values and aspects that make this area unique.
Quite frankly, the proposed overdevelopment and commercialisation of all areas, especially Jindabyne, Perisher, Thredbo and
Island Bend is a concerning prospect. Specifically the mention of multi storey carparks, beach resort style developments, and the
immense overall expansion of jindaybne for both residential and commercial purposes.
Moreover, the draft master plan seems to really emphasise the "environmentally conscious" approach this activation precinct would
follow, and yet its carbon negative aim of 2061 quite clearly goes against any reasonable understanding of a "carbon conscious"
approach. Likewise, the proposed development of "high-end" accomodation infrastructure at various areas currently largely
untouched from over development is concerning.
1

Given that the Australian alpine eco-system comprises an extremely small percentage of national and global ecosystems, the
desire to commercialise and over-develop the region into what seems like a glorified tourism theme park seems like a guaranteed
path to the destruction of this irreplaceable ecosystem.
As such, I strongly oppose the proposed master plan and hope the next few years are not the final few in which I can enjoy the
untouched alpine environment of the Snowy Mountains for what it is - untouched alpine environment.
Kind regards,
Bennett Frerck
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Jindabyne Housing and Development
Objection to Proposed Building Height
I refer to page 62 in the Structure Plan Part 1 document
I note that your diagrams in this section of town that is currently the Jindabyne Holiday Park shows high rise buildings of a nature that are above our
current heights.
I personally would have great concern with buildings of his height in this particular area of town along he lake foreshore. I have lived in the main
centre of town for around 10 years now and have views to Lake Jindabyne which I do not want impeded. Impediment of my view would have a
detrimental impact on both the amenity and value of my property, bo h of which would have arguably been compulsorily acquired by government
without adequate (or any) compensation.
The lake views should also be available for enjoyment by as many people as possible, and high rise buildings should be at the back of Jindabyne, like
theatre or amphitheatre seating. The beautiful lake views should not be closed off or available only to those who can afford to pay - they should be
available to all.
Fur hermore, the consensus of the community from the beginning of his master plan is we did not want ANY high-rise buildings. The lake foreshore
development should be hought of in a more subdued direction, with lower style buildings so that the lake is not impeded from any direction no matter
where you are in town.
This would be an eyesore on the town to have increased building height and not compliant with community expectations. I would expect that when the
final master plan is released that this will be rectified and accounted for in any ongoing future documents to NOT have such high-rise buildings
permitted at all along the lake foreshore.
I agree to the above statement
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I cherish the wide diversity of our Australian ecological systems and biological habitats.
Have over 30 years explored KNP regularly and watched the decline of this landscape caused by mismanagement ( i e horses
tolerated) and the already extremely high numbers of visitors with dismay.
The aim of your master plan is utterly shocking. You are suggesting to flog this rugged landscape even more - focussing on (upper
end) tourism and neglecting what this area's nature has to offer - not only us humans but our unique native fauna and flora!
If you want to achieve the conservation of this area you need to follow New Zealand's example: they only have a number of very
basic huts with bunk beds in their NPs and allow only a very limited number of visitors all year round. That is the ONLY possible
approach if one really is concerned about a fragile / landscape.
You instead are suggesting to heat up the Jarrongobilly Waterways - how ABSURD!
It's making a mockery of what this KNP has to offer!
You should look after it!
Don't exploit it even more !!!

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 8:29:56 AM
sap-letter-of-support-210820 pdf

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 08:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Bob
Last name
Tait
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
sap-letter-of-support-210820.pdf

Submission
Please see letter attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:15:18 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Bobby
Last name
Stewart
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Give us more time
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 1:21:53 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Bonnie
Last name
Brown
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dont take this away from us. We've been through enough.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:44:53 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brad
Last name
Peters
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Parks are for everyone to enjoy, not just rich people.
Within 30 years, we will no longer have a snow season in Australia why are you destroying our unique landscape by creating future ghost towns?
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:14:45 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brad
Last name
Turner
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object as this is going to ruin a magic part of world that i want to come back and visit and not see a bloody hotel
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:47:43 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Braden
Last name
Huebner
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don’t ruin the beautiful Kozi na ional park
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:02:11 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Bradley
Last name
Deed
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Do not destroy our national parks you idiots
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:19:55 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Bradley
Last name
Platovnjak
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to this commercialization of one of Australia most threatened natural areas. Those involved should be ashamed for trying to capatilise and
cash in on something like this.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:51:29 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brandon
Last name
Mullane
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
1
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 1:52:14 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brayden
Last name
Vuk
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I would like it to stay the way it is.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 6:50 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 18:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brenda
Last name
Slavoff
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
If these proposals go ahead, I sure won't be visiting these mountains again. Helicopters, heated waters, crowding? Forget it. What
about peace and beauty? Can't enough money be made out of those? Leave it as it is, there is enough development already.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 19 August 2021 9:46 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 19/08/2021 - 21:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brendan
Last name
Barnes
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the changes to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management. The proposal allows for the Masterplan to open up
4,000 hectares of protected alpine ecosystems inside of the Park to be sold off to private developers. National Parks in Australia
exist for conservation purposes and low-impact recreation. The facilities that would need to be built to support thousands of extra
beds in the park, including sewage treatment, have not been adequately assessed for environmental and ecological impacts.
These facilities have only been justified for economic reasons, which is in direct opposition to the intended conservation purposes
of the national park.
The multiple proposed expansions to parking, including building a multi-storey carpark at Thredbo, is at odds with the proposed
shuttle bus service. I do not support additional car parking within the KNP.
We need stronger protections for our national parks, especially Kosciuszko. The park is still recovering from uncharacteristic
bushfires, snowgum dieback, ongoing destruction caused by feral hooved animals, and damage caused by the Snowy 2 project in
the northern end of the park.
Please protect Kosciuszko National Park, a tiny 0.15% of the continent, which exists in the national interest for our environment
and people, not for developers to profit from.
1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 12 August 2021 8:53 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 12/08/2021 - 20:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brendan
Last name
Gabriel
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To Whom it may concern
My family has been visiting this region for generations and specifically go to the Snowy mountain region to get away from built up
environmnets and development. The way the park is managed is sometimes frustrationg as it is expensive for young families and
requires a big comitment in time and money to make a trip from other parts of NSW.
We do however feel that it is woth it and can justify the cost due to the prestine nature of the NP. This proposal if approved would
spoil one of last areas of protection and biodiversity in the NSW region. There are no other areas like it in Australia. There is
accomodation to suit all levels of society and building more would detract from the whole experience. We would like to see the area
protected for our kids generation so they can enjoy it how we all have in our life times
Please do not allow this proposal to go ahead!
regards
Brendan Gabriel
1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 3:05 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 15:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brendan
Last name
Neville
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Re the Current Sports Fields
The current sports oval must stay. The SAP is a lot about creating a walking type village atmosphere, there are bus trials at the
moment designed to help people by making it easier to walk - to the bus stop and save on car travelling in the area. AND now they
want to putt a road through the middle of and develop arguably the most central location is Jindabyne, The current sport field. A
contradictory philosophy ??!!Look after 40 or 50 new land owners, at the expense of the thousands of families, kids and big kids
that currently use the facility
Its been an institution for decades. It allows very easy pedestrian access and its a community asset. SAP seems to be have as an
agenda to be tourism focused -that’s good- but there will always be a Jindabyne community and at the heart of a good tourism
destination is a strong community.DO NOT FRACTURE THAT .
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 6 July 2021 5:54 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 06/07/2021 - 17:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brendan
Last name
Neville
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Having been a real estate agent from 1990 to 2007 in Jindabyne, I welcome this SAP with reservations.
Reservations as to how long it will take to bring together 3 agencies - Alpine SEPP, State SEPP, and the local LEP.
I have seen developers work for years, in one case some 20 years to be allowed to create their vision. It was a land sub division and a case as to why I believe many developers are reluctant to invest in the area. TWENTY years of fights and huge expense.
And a lot of the issues were to do with an LEP that had visual impact issues from Lake Jindabyne, along with aboriginal sacred site
study requirements that took well over 12 months.!!
I have been involved in a golf course steering committee back in the Eighties, which went nowhere. Despite Shire council support,
a profile designer ( Jack Newton) and a developer keen to go.
Issues- visual impact from the lake, The Snowy Shire LEP at the time, land ownership hassles, lack of viability ( an Arthur
Anderson report said such ) and potential pollution issues into Lake Jindabyne.
1

The proposed Western development precinct has been looked at in the past and from memory lake pollution issues were the major
stumbling block.
The Mountain Bike park area was mused to be a manmade snow board park many moons ago and the idea never went any where
What I am getting to is, as long as there is a green element involved with zoning and development approvals /decisions, all this
work to date is worth didley squat.
OH yes, we will approve the? Golf course / mtn bike park ,the extra beds in Perisher or Thredbo, BUT as soon as a developer
lodges a DA. it’s all over.
To date, the main developer of land in Jindabyne is offering land that is not what one would call prestige . Yes sales are steady and
enjoying some bullish prices today, but it hardly premium quality land - because it’s been near impossible to date to develop
premium quality land.!! And many of the proposed SAP locations, are, premium quality sites.
The conditions, regulations & contributions all make make the many developments unviable.
EG, and as noted in the plan so far
Thredbo has been trying to redevelop since when (1990 ? ) ish
The Perisher Car park redevelopment plan since 2002 ish
Trying to get more ski terrain approved is a fruitless exercise
Trying to clear and existing ski runs requires more effort than its worth.
DA 's to runs jet boats on lake Jindabyne knocked back
WHY is this so- brick bats from governmental environmental bureaucrats, who have no idea of the economics of the real world.
Policy and ideolgy before rationale and investment returns.
To be fair the NPWS commitment to the Thredbo to Jindy bike track is to be commended - along with the extended walking tracks
higher up.
BUT the big difference here is, its government funding - there is no return-on-investment equation and all the woke rules and regs
we have to live with today are cost wise, covered by the taxpayer.
And- how much of this work will transcend a change of government, which over 40 years will happen !!!( From memory at least one
of the above was a victim of changing government ideologyTransport - I think the point is being missed- please tell me another SAP area that has well supported public style transport.
Jindabyne has a population of 3800 or so, Cooma , 8000 or so and I bet the usage on the current bus offering from NSW transport
is hardly covering costs. The two towns combined have a similiar population to what the plan envisages in another 40 years ! I
hope there is a solution, but I am sceptical
If it is to work, then the only way I think it will survive is to be heavily government funded. The Snowies is 2 hours too far from major
population centres, and is too spread out for someone to live here without a car.
And, please put an aged care facility where the current school is.
Another issue not addressed-Insurance. I have rental property in Jindabyne and this year GIO stopped covering property insurance
for short term holiday accommodation. I found another insurer , but this is symptomatic. Ask any property owner in Thredbo or
lodge owner in Perisher. I know of an on snow club lodge that still has not gotten building insurance. And those that have had had
premiums go from $25,000 to $50,000 negotiated back to about $35,000 odd= a 40 plus % increase. !!!!!!!!
Insurance is another big stumbling block to recreational activity development. Maybe the SAP can get government support to
underwrite area insurance, or pass legislation creating a "New Zealand style" insurance structure for tourism operators. Ie fixed
compensation levels .
Enough for now other than to reiterate - you must make it hoop free for developers to become interested in creating developments
that will attract tourists and new residents. The state has a current "green" liberal government, and when Labour has a turn, it will
be worse.!!!!
Brendan Neville
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:10:19 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brent
Last name
Vaughan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please don’t ruin this beautiful area ! I’d like my son to experience the outdoors as I did as a kid in the snowy mountains! We have already been locked
out from enough places !
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:58:08 PM
east-jindabyne-submission docx

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brett
Last name
Pigott
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
east-jindabyne-submission.docx

Submission
See attached doc
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission
Brett Pigott

22nd August 2021
I have been a permanent resident of Jindabyne/East Jindabyne since 1988
I wish to make a submission relating to the East Jindabyne Precinct.
The plans, A, B1 & B2 for the East Jindabyne area, focus on the future growth area with little
benefit to the existing village. Each appears to me little more than a developer land grab.
East Jindabyne is and should remain primarily a village for permanent occupants and not be
subjected to more commercial tourist accommodation.
This is a unique village that should be protected from excessive over development.
Larger lot sizes not smaller and for single dwelling occupation.
The development of 2/3 story apartment buildings in alt plan B2 is totally out of character
with the area
Some lots should be developed for duplex townhouse style construction that could be used
for older residents that wish to downsize but remain in the area.
The foreshore and hilltop parks proposed in the SAP are a good concept but I believe there
should be more parkland developed through the whole East Jindabyne area that could be
linked via green corridors, benefiting the whole community.
There are no inclusions in the plan for a sports field.
There is no plan for a community centre.
There is no plan for aged care
There is no inclusion in the plan for a boat ramp.
More access to the lake and beaches needs to be included.

Existing roads feeding the new development area will need a significant upgrade to cope
with increased traffic flow. Very little detail is included in the SAP regarding this point.
To simply say in the SAP, ‘the East Jindabyne /Kosciusko Rd intersection will need
upgrading’, but to then not provide detail is not good enough
A link road between Tyrolian village and East Jindabyne should be included
There is no provision for safe pedestrian pathways through the village
In closing I would implore the SAP planners to view the alternative concept proposed by
JERCS for the future development area. I believe it has much merit

Regards,
Brett Pigott

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:47:05 AM
transport-submission.docx

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brett
Last name
Pigott
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission file
transport-submission docx

Submission
See attached doc
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission
Brett Pigott

I am a local resident and have lived in the Jindabyne area since 1988
I wish to make a comment on the proposal for mass transport and visitor access in the
region. Page 32 Point 8 and p124 3.3 Visitor access

The use of buses to move a large volume of people through the Jindabyne area and the
mountain resorts is I believe flawed. To move 2000 people per hour up to either Thredbo or
Perisher would require 50 to 80 large buses assuming the weather and road conditions are
good. If one bus has difficulty or the roads become blocked this figure becomes totally
unobtainable. Large 2wd buses are not designed for use in alpine areas. This was an idea
discussed in the 1960’s by Nevil Gare, then Commissioner for Kosciuszko State Park and it
was dismissed as unworkable.
Why has the SAP mentioned Ski Tube but not considered an extension to it as a viable
public transport system? The train system could be extended to Jindabyne via a
(approximately 4km) tunnel through to the Barry Way. then on to Jindabyne. This would
open up areas of the Barry Way for development. It would provide a local transport system
with stops at the Station Resort, the new Central School and Jindabyne. Smaller 15 to 22
seat buses could be used for local transport around Jindabyne - East Jindabyne- Kalkite and
the new Western Shore Development. Small 18-20 seat 4wd buses could be used to
transport visitors from Ski Tube Bullocks Flat to Thredbo. This will save on road clearing
costs in heavy snow falls and be much safer for the general public. Extending the Ski Tube
would provide a modern safe public transport system for the whole community.

Regards,

Brett Pigott

.
.
.

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 12 August 2021 6:41 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 12/08/2021 - 18:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brett
Last name
Ryland
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Need more time to review. So rushed when everyone is busy and dealing with so much emotion of refunds and cancellations.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Sunday, 8 August 2021 10:28 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sun, 08/08/2021 - 10:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brett
Last name
Slater
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am truly horrified at the proposal to allow and encourage helicopter tourism in the Snowy Mountains National Park. In the draft
Master Plan at p132, the helicopter proposal alone indicates that the authors of the draft have no idea why people visit national
parks.
So let me spell it out plain and simple.
We spend time in national parks because we want to immerse ourselves in nature, take in the silence and the beauty, and have a
spiritual, peaceful and recuperative experience.
Helicopters should be used in the Snowy Mountains National Park exclusively for safety reasons, and absolutely to the least
degree possible.
For crying out loud, the last thing we need in the Snowy Mountains are more helicopters. The intrusive, loud, penetrating chopping
of the blades would utterly ruin the national park experience merely for the pleasure or convenience of a relatively small cohort of
users.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
1

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 4:32 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 16:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brett
Last name
Smith
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Having read the entire plan I am a strong supporter and believe that the proposals are well researched and entirely appropriate in
achieving the outcome of seeing this beautiful region become a 4 seasons destination for all the world to see. I think the most
underused asset in the mountains is Lake Jindabyne and development of it's foreshores, particularly in the area of waterside
eateries is a no-brainer. I'm somewhat disappointed that there is presently no proposal to construct a large marina because I have
always believed that the integration of a marina with waterside eateries would entice an enormous market (most likely Sydney
based visitors) high end guests that would expand their present winter only holidays to year round. Congratulations on all the hard
work and please do not listen to the noisy majority who want little or no development! I have lived here full-time for more than 30
years now and many of the whingers would not have jobs that enable them to live here if they'd had their way 30 years ago! PS It
is of the highest priority to get new residential developments through though as median house prices are fast putting the region
beyond 90% of the population can afford!
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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My feedback relates specifically to Island Bend Campground. As avid whitewater kayakers and mountain bikers, a group of us
travel from NNSW to Jindabyne at least once per year and stay at the campground.
We appreciate the relatively undeveloped, bush camping nature of the campground. We would like to see that style of camping
preserved and it is essential that river access for kayakers is maintained.
Expansion of the campground is understandable but our preference would be for the campground to remain under the
management of National Parks. It is also important that campsites remain near the river, where kayakers frequent.
Regards
Brian Cork
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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What you are proposing is wrong. It’s one of the most beautiful parts of our country and should remain untouched.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
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While we may need more day parking in areas of the park we cirtainly do NOT need any more overnight accommodation and there
is no need for public Heliports. Emergency landing sites perhaps. Jindabyne and East Jindabyne can produce more
accommodation.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
NSW Department of Planning. Industry & Environment
4 Parramatta Square,
12 Darcy Street,
Parramatta NSW 2150
Re: Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan and the draft amendments to the Plan of Management for the Kosciuszko National Park
I am writing with great concern regarding the Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan and the draft amendments to the Plan of Management for
Kosciuszko National Park (PoM). I believe that Kosciuszko National Park must be excluded from the Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan and the
proposed amendments to the PoM must be withdrawn.
The proposals for expansion of commercial activi ies in Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) smack of exploitation and an extraordinary disregard for the
Goverment’s Duty of Care for this much loved and special place which continues to suffer environmental damage from historic clearing, grazing and
mining, the ongoing mismanagement of increasing feral horses, he Snowy Hydro’s construc ion sites and impacts from the current level of resort
visitation. The latest threats to the environment in the park are the Snowy 2 project landclearing and the proposed new overhead transmission lines
across the park.
Kosciuszko National Park requires far greater protec ion, not further destructive failures of management hrough the inappropriate developments
described in the Master Plan and amendment to the PoM.
Core objectives for National Parks
National Parks are gazetted for protection of their natural landscapes, vital ecosystems and important aes hetic and cultural values. While recrea ional
and commercial ac ivities may be appropriate in national parks, this can only occur where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation.
The exhibited documents overturn he core conservation objectives for KNP. The proposals are designed to increase commercial activities wi hin the
park. The PoM should define the limits of all future development and activi ies after full analysis of the values of the park and current and future threats
to its resilience. The proposed PoM amendments do not include detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed infrastructure,
over-development and commercial and other inappropriate uses.
The amendment should be withdrawn and KNP should be protected from further interven ion to its natural landscape and values, to be managed on a
scientific basis and within ecologically sustainable limits.
Impacts from Resort Precincts
The current PoM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational ac ivities to ensure ecological sustainability. The

Master Plan and amended PoM would allow the number of overnight beds to potentially double, but wi hout assessment of the full environmental
impacts of servicing this dramatic increase.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation would need to be cleared. A central
objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to existing development footprint. The
proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and
species.
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. This will have an adverse environmental impact. The potential sites
for expanded car parks have significant conservation values, particularly for hreatened species and ecological communities.
Managing Visitor impacts
The Master Plan and PoM include allowing commercial tour operators to drive heir clients on he Summit Track and take helicopter transport into the
resorts precincts. This is at odds wi h the core conservation objectives for gazet ing the park and will lead to further degradation of its natural heritage
values.
The focus on additional car parking spaces encourages more private motorists and leads inevitably to more damage to the environment. Increasing
vehicle numbers is contrary to the park’s core conservation objectives and access to motorists entering the park should be minimised. Park and ride
transport should be available from suitable areas outside the park.
A particular concern is hat proposed changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct will result in degradation of the karst system at Yarrangobilly. This
system has National and International significance and the proposals include increasing tour numbers. This demonstrates lit le appreciation for he
sensitivity of the karst environment. These caves are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain heir significant values.
Another proposal that goes against the core conservation values of the park is to construct a series of bath houses around he existing springs and
raise the water temperature of he springs by use of large-scale gas heaters. Such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly and installing
a high emissions facility in the park to heat the springs does not meet sustainability principles. There is also the concern about the environmental
impact of artificially raising the water temperature.
The Special Values of KNP
Kosciuszko National Park holds special significance to all Australians. its unique alpine environment is home to rare threatened species such as the
mountain pygmy possum, he sou hern corroboree frog and the broad-toothed rat. Twenty one species of its flowering plants are found nowhere else
on earth. Until recently there was bipartisan support for conserving this fragile alpine park and successive Environment Ministers have worked with the
National Parks and Wildlife Service to carefully to manage its unique flora, fauna, landscapes, water and wilderness, based on he best science.
Kosciuszko National Park is already providing mul iple tourism jobs for the region and is he most visited national park in NSW outside the Greater
Sydney region. It is highly valued by all visitors and requires a firm commitment from Government to give KNP the highest level of protection both for
future generations and the unique range of native species already at risk from rapidly changing climate, threat of bushfires and failures of
management.
In par icular, the ongoing failure to address the growing feral horse population, despite all the evidence of ecological destruc ion, and plans for
unacceptable commercialisation of Kosciuszko National Park with its damaging development, undermines decades of careful planning and
conserva ion.
Please protect Kosciuszko National Park by excluding it from the Snowy Mountains Draft Masterplan and by withdrawing the proposed amendments to
the Plan of Management.
Brigid Dowsett,
23 August 2021

I agree to the above statement
Yes

The current PoM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities to
ensure ecological sustainability. The Masterplan and amended PoM would allow the number of overnight
beds to potentially double, but without assessment of the full environmental impacts of servicing this
dramatic increase.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native
vegetation would need to be cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit
the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to existing development footprint. The proposed resorts
are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare
habitats, ecosystem and species.
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. This will have an adverse
environmental impact. The potential sites for expanded car parks have significant conservation values,
particularly for threatened species and ecological communities.
Managing Visitor impacts
The Masterplan and PoM include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their clients on the Summit
Track and take helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. This is at odds with the core conservation
objectives for gazetting the park and will lead to further degradation of its natural heritage values.
The focus on additional car parking spaces encourages more private motorists and leads inevitably to more
damage to the environment. Increasing vehicle numbers is contrary to the park’s core conservation
objectives and access to motorists entering the park should be minimised. Park and ride transport should be
available from suitable areas outside the park.
A particular concern is that proposed changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct will result in degradation of
the karst system at Yarrangobilly. This system has National and International significance and the proposals
include increasing tour numbers. This demonstrates little appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst
environment. These caves are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain
their significant values.
Another proposal that goes against the core conservation values of the park is to construct a series of bath
houses around the existing springs and raise the water temperature of the springs by use of large‐scale gas
heaters. Such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly and installing a high emissions facility
in the park to heat the springs does not meet sustainability principles. There is also the concern about the
environmental impact of artificially raising the water temperature.
The Special Values of KNP
Kosciuszko National Park holds special significance to all Australians. its unique alpine environment is home
to rare threatened species such as the mountain pygmy possum, the southern corroboree frog and the
broad‐toothed rat. Twenty one species of its flowering plants are found nowhere else on earth. Until
recently there was bipartisan support for conserving this fragile alpine park and successive Environment
Ministers have worked with the National Parks and Wildlife Service to carefully to manage its unique flora,
fauna, landscapes, water and wilderness, based on the best science.
Kosciuszko National Park is already providing multiple tourism jobs for the region and is the most visited
national park in NSW outside the Greater Sydney region. It is highly valued by all visitors and requires a firm
commitment from Government to give KNP the highest level of protection both for future generations and
the unique range of native species already at risk from rapidly changing climate, threat of bushfires and
failures of management.
In particular, the ongoing failure to address the growing feral horse population, despite all the evidence of
ecological destruction, and plans for unacceptable commercialisation of Kosciuszko National Park with its
damaging development, undermines decades of careful planning and conservation.

Please protect Kosciuszko National Park by excluding it from the Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan and
withdraw the proposed amendments to the Plans of Management.
Brigid Dowsett
23 August 2021
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Submission
August 22, 2021
To whom it may concern
Re: Objection to redevelopment and commercialisation of Island Bend Campground
As a user of the Kosciuszko National Park I am writing to express my strong objection to the proposed re-development and commercialisation of the
Island Bend Campground. My objections relate in particular to the proposal to introduce a structured camping environment including powered sites and
cabins and the leasing of the facilities for commercial benefit.
The items of most concern are:
1. Draft Master Plan
a. “A central camp kitchen and hot showers”
b. “Cabin style accommoda ion wi hin a ‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping area towards Guthega Road”
2. Draft NP Plan
a. “a campground at Island Bend to be operated under lease” (page 17)
b. “Powered sites at Island Bend supported by camping facilities such as camp kitchens, hot showers and flushing toilets, to meet the growing demand
for such facili ies” (page 20)
c. Bed numbers of up to 100 to be permitted at Island Bend (page 33)
d. Locations can be “leased for accommodation and other commercial purposes” (page 41)
Island Bend’s appeal is due to he lack of structured and commercial facilities, ensuring that campers can enjoy the natural surrounds with lit le formal
intervention. There is an enormous range of existing accommodation available within the Kosciuszko Na ional Park and surrounding Jindabyne region
for people who are looking for he type of accommodation proposed in he Draft Master Plan, ie. Cabins, hot showers and camp kitchens.
Island Bend provides a much-need option for campers who do not want to access these facilities, people who ra her than ‘glamping’ actually enjoy
camping without electricity and the associated light and noise pollution. This should be maintained.
There are very few op ions of this sort available in this region, and this one should be protected. According to the NPWS’ website National Parks play a
key role in health and wellbeing and it is incumbent on the NPWS to maintain areas which continue to provide ‘sanctuaries’ where people can take
time out and enjoy nature in its most basic form.
Island Bend also provides an affordable option for people to stay in the NP and enjoy he snow season, giving access to this sport for people who may
not otherwise be able to afford accommodation on top of the already expensive tickets. It is crucial hat his remains an option to ensure equity across
our society.

The ‘lack of formalised site markings’ is one of the attractive features of this campground. The large amount of area ensures campers can spread out,
finding their own space to enjoy the natural surrounds. Once commercialised, this campground will go the way of so many other campgrounds and
become a place where campers are packed into formally marked sites, crammed toge her with no privacy – all for the sake of profits.
I also oppose the proposal to lease the Island Bend campsite. The Draft Plan indicates that the entire campground will be leased to third parties who
can operate it for commercial, profit-making purposes. The current, free, and natural campground must be maintained wi h management by NPWS.
The proposed plans would also have a detrimental impact on the Guthega snow fields. Even in COVID restricted times, there are large numbers of
people accessing this area. The introduction of cabins and ‘glamping’ will only add further pressure to this area, which does not have the facilities to
meet the extra demand.
In conclusion, I strongly oppose any commercialisa ion of leasing of this part of the Kosciuszko National Park and urge the Department of Planning,
Industry and Environment to ensure this campground retains its natural character wi h minimal amenities.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Brigid & Trevor Veale

August 22, 2021
To whom it may concern
Re: Objection to redevelopment and commercialisation of Island Bend Campground
As a user of the Kosciuszko National Park I am writing to express my strong objection to the
proposed re-development and commercialisation of the Island Bend Campground. My objections
relate in particular to the proposal to introduce a structured camping environment including
powered sites and cabins and the leasing of the facilities for commercial benefit.
The items of most concern are:
1. Draft Master Plan
a. “A central camp kitchen and hot showers”
b. “Cabin style accommodation within a ‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping area towards
Guthega Road”
2. Draft NP Plan
a. “a campground at Island Bend to be operated under lease” (page 17)
b. “Powered sites at Island Bend supported by camping facilities such as camp kitchens, hot showers
and flushing toilets, to meet the growing demand for such facilities” (page 20)
c. Bed numbers of up to 100 to be permitted at Island Bend (page 33)
d. Locations can be “leased for accommodation and other commercial purposes” (page 41)
Island Bend’s appeal is due to the lack of structured and commercial facilities, ensuring that campers
can enjoy the natural surrounds with little formal intervention. There is an enormous range of
existing accommodation available within the Kosciuszko National Park and surrounding Jindabyne
region for people who are looking for the type of accommodation proposed in the Draft Master Plan,
ie. Cabins, hot showers and camp kitchens.
Island Bend provides a much-need option for campers who do not want to access these facilities,
people who rather than ‘glamping’ actually enjoy camping without electricity and the associated
light and noise pollution. This should be maintained.
There are very few options of this sort available in this region, and this one should be protected.
According to the NPWS’ website National Parks play a key role in health and wellbeing and it is
incumbent on the NPWS to maintain areas which continue to provide ‘sanctuaries’ where people
can take time out and enjoy nature in its most basic form.
Island Bend also provides an affordable option for people to stay in the NP and enjoy the snow
season, giving access to this sport for people who may not otherwise be able to afford

accommodation on top of the already expensive tickets. It is crucial that this remains an option to
ensure equity across our society.
The ‘lack of formalised site markings’ is one of the attractive features of this campground. The large
amount of area ensures campers can spread out, finding their own space to enjoy the natural
surrounds. Once commercialised, this campground will go the way of so many other campgrounds
and become a place where campers are packed into formally marked sites, crammed together with
no privacy – all for the sake of profits.
I also oppose the proposal to lease the Island Bend campsite. The Draft Plan indicates that the entire
campground will be leased to third parties who can operate it for commercial, profit-making
purposes. The current, free, and natural campground must be maintained with management by
NPWS.
The proposed plans would also have a detrimental impact on the Guthega snow fields. Even in
COVID restricted times, there are large numbers of people accessing this area. The introduction of
cabins and ‘glamping’ will only add further pressure to this area, which does not have the facilities to
meet the extra demand.
In conclusion, I strongly oppose any commercialisation of leasing of this part of the Kosciuszko
National Park and urge the Department of Planning, Industry and Environment to ensure this
campground retains its natural character with minimal amenities.
Yours sincerely

Brigid Veale
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Please retain free camping and river access at Island Bend. This access to the river is vital for white water kayakers enjoyment of
the Snowy Rover and hosts many local club and national level events (Snowy Extreme Race, October Long Weekend). Having the
Islnad Bend area run be a seperate commercial entity outside of NPWS would be a major detriment to the park and alienate all
white water kayakers who currently use that area of the park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Going to destroy a beautiful bit of land just to make money off
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Fucking stupid idea and is not needed
I agree to the above statement
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I wish to make a submission in objection to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan currently on exhibition. In the following,
I detail my reasons for my objection to the proposed introduction of the new SAP Master Plan centred mainly on the impact to the Kosciuszko National
Park (KNP) and the Alpine Precinct of the park.
There is he implication within the draft SAP Master Plan that the economic grow h of the Snowy Mountains can be open ended as this proposed
planning instrument and associated state planning instruments will ensure sustainable growth with no negative impact on the geo and biodiversity of
the Kosciuszko National Park. I strongly disagree.
The wording within the document and it's appendix emphasise the need to create a framework to accomodate ongoing increases in visitor numbers
and to enhance the visitor experience within he region and in particular, he Kosciuszko National Park. This is he overwhelming objective of he draft
plan and hence creation of the SAP, ie. economic growth of the region due to it's recreational popularity in Winter. I have not found anything in the plan
or appendix that outlines the studies that have been carried out to determine the feasibility of facilitating increased visitation and enhanced
experiences within the park to ensure that the integrity of the national park reserve is maintained. This is a strategy document without supporting
evidence other than mothership statements that repeatedly mention sustainability principles underpin said growth but not how or whether this can be
achieved. The Alpine DCP does not yet exist and o her statutory planning instruments are being amended to enable the strategy to go ahead
regardless, most notably the KNP Plan of Management!
Consequently, I do not support the increase in accomodation options within the Alpine Precinct and he increase in car parking as a consequence. Nor
do I support the use of helicopters as a transport mechanism and to provide unique experiences of the alpine environment.
I do support flattening the visitor number curve to the KNP over the entire 12 month period by enhancing the EXISTING infrastructure in the Alpine
Precinct to encourage this, also the introduction of a year-round shuttle service, as I recognise the plan does laudibly include, and increasing he
accomodation in Jindabyne in tandem. The shut le transport service and an increase in the accomodation available in Jindabyne should only enable a
modest increase in day visitor numbers to the KNP. Numbers need to be controlled and monitored. And the walking tracks and other attractions, that
are currently provided and maintained by he NPWS need to be maintained and upgraded where necessary to control and minimise visitor impact on
the fragile, unique and small alpine landscape that exists in Australia.
A fur her point with regard to climate change impacts on Australia in the coming decades and the Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct that should limit
development, is the limited and controlled water availability in he lake. Snow cover and water catchment within the Alpine Precinct will diminish and
the needs of agricultural irrigation in the lower parts of he Murray-darling Basin may well increase as the continent dries. The level of the lake will
more frequently be much below capacity and the water's edge a lot further out from the foreshore precinct as illustrated in the Master Plan. Surely his
will reduce the plan's capacity to achieve year round visitation in and around Jindabyne?
Lastly, as my main concerns around this Master Plan are for he ongoing environmental protection of the KNP, which should override any economic
commodification of the park, I would also like to object to the involvement of the Department of Regional NSW as a co-developer of this Master Plan.
Given the Deputy Premier's appalling history of undermining the national park estate to service the economic needs of regional NSW, it fur her
reinforces my scep icism of the draft plan and it's objectives. He already has form as evidenced by the passing of the atrocious Kosciuszko Wild Horse
Heritage Act! He has reinforcement in the current NSW legislation in the overarching policies of both the NP Visitor Infrastructure Program and
Improving Access to National Parks Program. I cannot but think that there is a major shift in emphasis and power in the management of national parks
away from the NPWS and into the hands of the Department of Planning and the Department of Regional NSW.
Thank you for the opportunity to Have My Say. Shame the plan has only been available for public comment for such a short period, given he

complexity and size of the relevant documents and the significance of the potential longterm consequences of the Master Plan on such an important
landscape on our continent.
Bronwyn Stow
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I object to the plan to move responsibility for Kosciuszko and other National Parks away from the Environment Minister and into the
Department of Regional NSW. Our National Parks, and especially Kosciuszko, must remain an environmental concern first and
foremost, as a matter of wide significance to NSW and indeed the whole of Australia, not just the region to which they belong.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please see attached document for my submission
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Master Plan Submission
Preamble
I thank the NSW Government for the opportunity to respond to this draft document. I make this submission
as a concerned individual regarding the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) Draft Master
Plan being delivered as part of the Snowy Hydro Legacy Fund 2.0. I wish to provide a context to the
submission below.
Kosciusko National Park (KNP) is home to numerous threatened species listed under the Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) including 23 native flora species and 11 native fauna species. Some of
these species are highly endemic including the Northern Corroboree Frog, Alpine Water Skink, Alpine Spiny
Crayfish and the iconic Snow Gum which are only found in restricted alpine areas of the national park.
There are five threatened ecological communities found in KNP which are proved to be under extreme
environmental stress from existing development including the Snowy Hydro Scheme, fire and climate
change. Climate change will continue to exacerbate current threats to native populations leading to
reduced species richness and local extinctions. Tourism and recreation in these protected areas have
already been proven to result in a range of indirect impacts on the environment. KNP has various
biophysical units such as high altitude and low altitude environments each which encompass numerous
ecological communities that require strikingly different management. Given the high conservation value of
KNP as a UNESCO listed heritage area, and the current threats that it is currently facing, I am strongly
concerned for the persistence of this environment if the following developments go ahead.
My understanding is that the SAP will inquire into and report on the terms and developments including:
1. Revitalising the Snowy Mountains into a year‐round tourist destination
2. Creating year‐round employment opportunities
3. Investing in the region's infrastructure to meet the growing needs of residents, seasonal works and
temporary visitors
4. Attracting more visitors to the region from Australia and the world, transforming the Snowies into
Australia’s Alpine Capital.
With a background in environmental management, I choose to focus my submission on matters regarding
issues with the biophysical environment in KNP that arise with the proposed development. I have a
bachelor’s degree in Environmental Science and Management and field experience as a conservation
worker. Therefore, I will focus my submission on terms number 1 and 4 identified above. I use logic with
consideration of fairness to comment on issues such as threatened ecological communities and species,
and relationships between the program inputs, activities, the techniques and practices.

The Overall Strategy
I do not support the Snowy Mountains SAP objectives to capitalise on the unique cultural and
environmental attributes of KNP, revitalise the Snowy Mountains into a year‐round tourist destination, and
reaffirm KNP into Australia’s Alpine Capital. The SAP predominantly focuses on immediate impacts of
development and fails thoroughly outline future disruption to the biophysical environment. Surveys of the
potential development areas focused on the vegetation and habitat conditions and did not include targeted
threatened species surveys. Targeted field surveys are paramount, and development in KNP should not be
allowed to persist if there is the slightest doubt that threatened species occur in these areas. There is an

apparent lack of meaningful ongoing community engagement enabling trust and relationships to
strengthen over time. As this is a major development involving a wide range of stakeholders, community
and voluntary groups should have the opportunity to participate at a range of levels including providing
knowledge and advice from the designing process to meeting biodiversity goals and objectives.

Term 1 ‐ Revitalising the Snowy Mountains into a year‐round tourist destination
With a notable decrease in tourism to areas such as Charlottes Pass, Guthega and Sponars Chalet in the
summer months, surrounding environments are able to recover as overnight accommodation is restricted
meaning the ecological footprint is lessened. The influx in year‐round tourism would mean the ecosystems
surrounding these resorts would be inflicted to ecological changes with increased disturbance having
possible ramifications to threatened communities and species.
This concept is evident in the ecology of species such as the threatened Broad‐toothed Rat which is
endemic to high altitude alpine bogs and ferns, heaths, herb fields, snow gum woodland and wet forests.
The species constructs complex runways under the snow through dense vegetation so that they can persist
throughout the winter months relatively undisturbed by human interaction (O’Brien, et.al, 2008). In the
summer, the Broad‐toothed Rat relies on logs and understorey grass to build nests for reproduction. This
poses a problem when considering the dry vegetation communities with lower levels of grass cover that
occur more frequently near tourist hotspots subject to development in the proposed SAP (including
camping areas at Island Bend). A lack of corridors between populations would mean that dispersing
individuals would be forced to move through unfavourable habitat where preferred food sources are
scarce. Studies have shown that dispersal is already risky for the Broad‐toothed Rat due to selective
predation from the introduced red fox (Green and Osborne, 2003). This puts stress on the ecology of the
species which already demonstrates patchy distributions over several hundred metres where extinctions
and recolonisation events occur known as metapopulations. Development for year‐round tourism would
mean the Broad‐toothed Rat has to cross larger areas of unsuitable habitat to reach these metapopulations
creating the potential for decreased migration levels and genetic diversity further putting the species at risk
of extinction. The SAP biodiversity report clearly states that the species ‘has been recorded within all of the
resort areas and is restricted in NSW to areas above 1000 m’. Hence, it is particularly important to identify
key microhabitat patches and understand what factors govern their occupancy so that their survival as a
species is ensured.
The two largest, most stable source populations of the endangered Mountain Pygmy Possum occur within
ski resort lease areas at Blue Cow (Perisher Resort) and Charlotte Pass making up 39% of the Kosciuszko
population (Office of Environment and Heritage, 2017). Populations also occur close to and within the
northwest boundary of Thredbo ski resort however these population numbers are much lower. Trends in
data show links between the lower incidence of year‐round visitors to Charlottes Pass and Perisher and
increased population numbers of Mountain Pygmy Possums. Living Atlas of Australia shows significant
population trends at Charlottes Pass and Perisher in comparison to Thredbo as well as trapping efforts
showing 70 counts at Blue Cow, 62 at Charlotte Pass and only 2 at Thredbo (Broome, et.al, 2013). These
populations at Charlotte Pass and Blue Cow are genetically distinct and crucial to the survival of the species
under the threat of climate change thus their protection is paramount (Broome, et.al, 2013). Most other
local populations of breeding females in the study were smaller than 20 individuals, which has been cited as
the minimum number below which demographic stochasticity is a real threat, leading to a extinction vortex
(Hanski, 1991). The developments proposed along Charlotte Way and Spencers Creek Road are in direct
contact with Mountain Pygmy Possum’s habitat (NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service, 2002, pg.7). The
Charlotte Pass Snow Resort Website states ‘the base of Guthrie’s High Speed Poma is home to the largest
colony of mountain pygmy possums in NSW’ (Charlotte Pass, 2021), therefore giving further reason to
suggest that increased disturbance from constant heavy tourism will significantly impact the species
(Garnett, et.al, 2018). The 2020 Dunns Road fire burnt all known colonies in the northern part of their

geographic range in KNP adding further stress to the population (Mo, et.al, 2021). Based on this evidence, I
strongly believe visitor access to alpine areas year‐round is a serious threat to species such as the Mountain
Pygmy Possum with small populations in confined areas subject to sensitive microhabitat selection and
extreme habitat loss.

Term 4 ‐ Transforming the Snowies into Australia’s Alpine Capital
Besides the destruction of habitat caused by further development to ski resorts and related infrastructure,
arguably the most detrimental ski related disturbance is the construction of groomed ski runs involving
slope grooming during winter and log, rock removal and vegetation slashing removal in summer (Kubota
and Shimano, 2010). There is plentiful data to suggest that disturbed habitats support fewer specialist
species and the remaining vegetation such as remnant patches between ski runs are important corridors
for numerous species (Urbanska, 1997; Sato, et.al, 2014). Many ski resorts do not currently address the
needs of all threatened species even though they are listed within their management plans (Sato, et.al,
2013). This is stated in findings that show area managers judged tourism activities such as resorts and
associated infrastructure had extremely significant impacts on wildlife and vegetation in adjacent natural
areas (Pickering, et.al, 2003). Synonymous studies state the most severe impacts of tourism are associated
with the provision, maintenance and use of tourist infrastructure which have a range of indirect impacts
that can be more severe and long‐lasting than direct impacts (Pickering, et.al, 2007). The sustainable use of
KNP is highly reliant on these management plans to recognise potential impacts of tourism, and introduce
effective management practices, encouraging tourists to be aware and responsible for environmental
impacts (Worboys and Pickering, 2002).
Alpine Sphagnum Bogs and Fens are listed as an endangered ecological community listed under the EPBC
Act (Department of the Environment, Heritage and the Arts, 2009). These communities have high
conservation value and are habitat and breeding sites for numerous other threatened species. They also
obtain important keystone species such as Sphagnum cristatum that control the structure and function of
the community. This living moss requires 30% to 70% shade and therefore, with the removal of vegetation
this species is unable to persist, having repercussions on the rest of the ecosystem through the trophic
cascades effect (Hope, et.al, 2012). Furthermore, the introduction of weeds (either deliberate in
revegetation or accidental through mulch, seed dispersal, gardens etc) have been considered the most
single most important individual impact of tourism use in the Australian Alps (Pickering, et.al, 2003). The
current diversity of weeds is closely associated with the provision of facilities for tourism meaning there will
be a likely spread and boom in weeds with increased developments and visitation rates to the national park
(Johnston and Pickering 2001). The invasion of weeds in sensitive threatened ecological communities
changes the structure, composition and biodiversity having substantial impacts on their persistence as well
as considerable effort and expenditure to control them. Species such as the Alpine She‐Oak Skink and
Guthega Skink avoid ski runs dominated by exotic grasses and prefer more structurally complex habitats
thus leading to altered composition, richness and abundance of the species (Sato, et.al, 2014).

Conclusion
Environmentally sustainable tourism use is critical in protected areas, such as the Australian Alps. The
developments proposed in the SAP do not reflect long‐term conservation of threatened and highly endemic
species found within KNP as their persistence is dependent on limited disturbances and minimal, if any
modifications to their habitat. This has been proven through the given examples of threatened flora and
fauna that are likely to incur local or entire population extinctions if their surrounding environment is
further altered on top of current stressors such as fire, climate change, and habitat destruction.
I hope you find these comments constructive and useful.
Yours Faithfully,

Brooke Sanders

References
Broome, L., Ford, F., Dawson, M., Green, K., Little, D., & McElhinney, N. (2013). Re‐assessment of Mountain
Pygmy‐possumBurramys parvuspopulation size and distribution of habitat in Kosciuszko National
Park. Australian Zoologist, 36(4), 381–403. https://doi.org/10.7882/az.2013.009
Charlotte Pass. (2021, July 16). Charlotte Pass Snow Resort ‐ The Environment. Charlotte Pass Snow Resort.
https://charlottepass.com.au/environment/
Department of the Environment, Heritage and the Arts. (2009, August). Alpine Sphagnum Bogs and
Associated Fens. Commonwealth of Australia.
http://www.environment.gov.au/system/files/resources/b08acec6‐6a27‐4e71‐8636‐
498719b253b4/files/alpine‐sphagnum‐bogs.pdf
Destination NSW. (2021, July 23). Snowy Mountains Visitor Statistics.
https://www.destinationnsw.com.au/tourism/facts‐and‐figures/regional‐tourism‐statistics/snowy‐
mountains
Garnett, S. T., Latch, P., Lindenmayer, D., & Woinarski, J. (2018). Recovering Australian Threatened Species:
A Book of Hope. CSIRO Publishing.
Green, K., & Osborne, W. (2003). The Distribution and Status of the Broad‐toothed RatMastacomys
fuscus(Rodentia: Muridae) in New South Wales and the Australian Capital Territory. Australian
Zoologist, 32(2), 229–237. https://doi.org/10.7882/az.2003.004
Hanski, I. (1991). Single‐species metapopulation dynamics: concepts, models and observations. Biological
Journal of the Linnean Society, 42(1–2), 17–38. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095‐
8312.1991.tb00549.x
Hope, G., Nanson, R., & Jones, P. (2012, April). Peat‐forming bogs and fens of the Snowy Mountains of NSW:
Technical Report. Office of Environment and Heritage, Sydney.
https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/‐/media/OEH/Corporate‐Site/Documents/Parks‐reserves‐
and‐protected‐areas/Types‐of‐protected‐areas/peat‐forming‐bogs‐and‐fens‐snowy‐mountains‐
technical‐report‐120257.pdf
Johnston, F. M., & Pickering, C. M. (2001). Alien Plants in the Australian Alps. Mountain Research and
Development, 21(3), 284–291.
Kubota, H., & Shimano, K. (2010). Effects of ski resort management on vegetation. Landscape and
Ecological Engineering, 6(1), 61–74. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11355‐009‐0085‐4
Mo, M., Roache, M., Reid, T., Oliver, D. L., Broome, L., Fawcett, A., Howard, K., Thomas, P., Tracey, S.,
Andersen, G., & Lowry, R. (2021). Corporate support for threatened species recovery efforts: three

case studies from the 2019–20 Australian bushfire season. Australian Zoologist, 41(2), 186–193.
https://doi.org/10.7882/az.2020.031
Mules, T. (2005). Economic Impacts of National Park Tourism on Gateway Communities: The Case of
Kosciuszko National Park. Tourism Economics, 11(2), 247–259.
https://doi.org/10.5367/0000000054183513
NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service. (2002, May). Approved Recovery Plan for the Mountain Pygmy‐
possum, Burramys parvus. Hurstville NSW. https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/‐
/media/OEH/Corporate‐Site/Documents/Animals‐and‐plants/Recovery‐plans/mountain‐pygmy‐
possum‐burramys‐parvus‐recovery‐plan.pdf
O’Brien, C. M., Crowther, M. S., Dickman, C. R., & Keating, J. (2008). Metapopulation dynamics and
threatened species management: Why does the broad‐toothed rat (Mastacomys fuscus) persist?
Biological Conservation, 141(8), 1962–1971. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2008.05.020
Office of Environment and Heritage. (2017, December 1). Mountain Pygmy‐possum ‐ profile | NSW
Environment, Energy and Science. Mountain Pygmy‐Possum ‐ Profile.
https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/threatenedspeciesapp/profile.aspx?id=10114
Pickering, C. M., Bear, R., & Hill, W. (2007). Indirect Impacts of Nature Based Tourism and Recreation: The
Association Between Infrastructure and the Diversity of Exotic Plants in Kosciuszko National Park,
Australia. Journal of Ecotourism, 6(2), 146–157. https://doi.org/10.2167/joe162.0
Pickering, C. M., Harrington, J., & Worboys, G. (2003). Environmental Impacts of Tourism on the Australian
Alps Protected Areas. Mountain Research and Development, 23(3), 247–254.
Sato, C. F., Schroder, M., Green, K., Michael, D. R., Osborne, W. S., & Lindenmayer, D. B. (2014). Managing
ski resorts to improve biodiversity conservation: Australian reptiles as a case study. Ecological
Management & Restoration, 15(2), 147–154. https://doi.org/10.1111/emr.12111
Sato, C. F., Wood, J. T., Schroder, M., Green, K., Michael, D. R., & Lindenmayer, D. B. (2013). The impacts of
ski resorts on reptiles: a natural experiment. Animal Conservation, 17(4), 313–322.
https://doi.org/10.1111/acv.12095
Urbanska, K. M. (1997). Restoration ecology research above the timber line: Colonization of safety islands
on a machine‐graded Alpine ski run. Biodiversity and Conservation, 6, 1655–1670.
https://www.infona.pl/resource/bwmeta1.element.springer‐679ae643‐9b91‐3975‐8f1e‐
a556c9049329
Worboys, G., & Pickering, C. M. (2002). An assessment of the values of Kosciuszko National Park : interim
report / Independent Scientific Committee. Queanbeyan, Australia: National Parks and Wildlife
Service. http://www.npws.nsw.gov.au/parks/south/kosciuszko/pom/interim_report.html

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 12 August 2021 7:39 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 12/08/2021 - 19:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Bruce
Last name
Duff
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I would like the Talbingo mountain bike track to be included in the plan going forward
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:03:41 PM
snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct-public-space-study.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Bruce
Last name
Marshall
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct-public-space-study.pdf

Submission
File attached from Bruce Marshall
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Bruce Marshall
_______________________________________________________________________________

Anthea Sargeant
Executive Director Regions, Industry & Key Sites
Department of Planning, Industry & Environment
Locked Bag 5022
Parramatta NSW 2142
Dear Anthea,
Re Submission – Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Public Space Study
Prepared by :
Bruce Marshall
Director
Nuggets Crossing Pty Ltd
Alan Marshall Investments
Southern NSW Timber and Hardware Pty Ltd
My companies developed much of the retail / business precinct in Jindabyne over many years
and continue to manage these properties as landlord and Centre Manager.
They include:
- Nuggets Crossing Shopping Centre
- Lot 1 Town Centre, Jindabyne
(Shops: Monster Sport, Raine & Horne Real Estate and Jindabyne Butcher)
- Lot 3 Razorback Community Plan
(Jindabyne Mitre 10)
- Southern NSW Timber and Hardware Pty Ltd is owner / operator of the business Jindabyne
Mitre 10.
Introduction:
We applaud the study of the Jindabyne Central Business District, the Town Centre, adjoining
streets, and Lake Jindabyne foreshore which would significantly upgrade the amenity of these
areas for local residents and tourists.
There are, however, some practical adverse implications of what is proposed which need to be
addressed or ameliorated. We also believe that some of the aims or goals of the urban upgrades
do not take into account the peculiar nature of tourist use in this area and also the extreme
weather conditions. There is a hint of urban city concepts that do not, necessarily translate to
our regional mountain environment.

Town Centre Streets: - Loss of Parking Spaces
Unfortunately, the Jindabyne retail / business area is under parked now. This situation has arisen
over many years as a result of.
1. Insufficient onsite parking being provided by developers.
2. Council allowing contributions to be paid by developers, in lieu of onsite parking, that is
contributions towards Council car parks such as the Kalkite St car park and the Thredbo
Terrace car park.
3. Council’s decision to allow the Thredbo Terrace car park to be developed for other health
services and inadequate provision of parking spaces with these developments.
4. Council’s acceptance of dual and complementary car parking calculations with respect to
tourist accommodation above retail premises.
5. Council’s change of car parking on some streets from angle parking to parallel parking i.e.,
the loss of car parking convenience to improve summer amenity.
6. Council’s parking calculations of one space per two bedroom apartment. This can result in
many cases at peak times with more car spaces required for large numbers of guests
squeezed into small apartments.
We have fought hard over the years to preserve car parking numbers as the requirements of
retail customers is very different, one could say peculiar to Jindabyne in peak periods. Those
who recreate in the ski fields generally head to the mountains in the morning returning to
Jindabyne in the late afternoon. The high demand shopping period is a two to three hour
intense late afternoon peak which shows up clearly the inadequate provision of parking in
the Jindabyne Town Centre.
Additionally, tourist accommodation above retail shops results in accommodation users and
retail customers competing for car parking spaces at this same peak time.
We are well aware that urban planning in temperate climate cities leans towards encouraging
shoppers, drinkers, and diners to walk or ride or use public transport. These are not easy
options in Jindabyne. The nature of the climate in winter, the ski / boarding clothing worn by
shoppers, ski / boarding equipment carried to and from shops and hire premises, the
distance from shops of almost all tourist accommodation, the steep terrain within and
surrounding Jindabyne discourages other forms of transport etc. and contribute to making
the demand for car parking spaces greater than in other areas.
The aim of upgrading the streets of Jindbyne by removing a large number of car parking
spaces to make way for wider footpaths, trees, street furniture, indented parallel parking
spaces, cycle lanes, a town square, foreshore parks etc. will have a significant economic
implication in what is and will always be the winter peak; the time of the year when the
majority of revenue/profits are earned by our business operators.

We acknowledge SAP intends to address the seasonal nature of visitation to our area by way
of investment in summer activities, amenity etc., but it will take many years to significantly
change tourist seasonality. Also, it needs to be recognised that the planned increase in tourist
and resident accommodation within the Jindabyne area will put further pressure on car
parking in the town centre.
An interesting point of difference for our area is the low demand for alfresco dining in winter
and even summer. The lack of current outdoor dining is not because of narrow footpaths but
rather the unique weather experienced in our area even in summer. Either the flies or the
cold night air (as soon as the sun goes down) makes it unpleasant.
The following summaries the proposed car parking changes:

Town Centre - Proposed Street Metrics changes
1. Creation of Town Square – loss of car parking spaces
2. Snowy River Ave – indented parallel parking replacing angled parking – loss of car parking
spaces
3. Gippsland St – indented parallel parking replacing angled parking – loss of car parking
spaces
4. Thredbo Terrace adjoining Mitre 10 - loss of car parking spaces
5. Kalkite St – parallel parking added – small increase in car parking spaces possible
6. Kosciuszko Rd – Parallel parking added – increase in car parking spaces possible but they
may not be convenient to retail customers
7. Park Rd – indented parallel parking replacing angled parking - loss of car parking spaces
8. Banjo Patterson /Bowling Club car park – loss of car parking spaces
The cumulative impact of all the above must be considered by way of a car parking study. We
must ensure any loss of car parking spaces on streets are replaced with spaces in public parking
areas convenient to the retail destinations.
It should be noted that multi-story car parking in a regional town would not normally be
financially viable with respect to retail development as the building cost is likely to be higher
than the value of the premises created. This economic viability will hopefully change with
increased demand as a result of a significant improvement in summer visitor numbers. Hopefully
the SAP investment in non-winter attractions will make the difference i.e., mtb park, adventure
hub, boat harbour, alpine heritage centre etc.

Ngarigo /Waterfront Park Plan
Tourism Snowy mountains had commissioned GHD Engineers to prepare a plan for this foreshore
facility. This has been indented into the image prepared by Jensen Plus. The construction of an
additional arm to protect the harbour from wind and wave action is necessary. Consideration of
what should be included within this area and the design of a jetty or wharf to service lake traffic
is needed.

Banjo Patterson Park Youth Hub
Expansion of this area as a park youth hub should be able to occur without a significant loss of
car parking in this area.

Snowy River Ave, Thredbo Terrace Streetscapes
Proposed Town Centre changes to narrow streets, widen footpaths and remove existing angle
car parking in Snowy River Avenue (approx. 30 spaces) and D.A. approved angle parking in
Thredbo Terrace (approx. 30 spaces approved but not yet consructed) will have significant
impact on the availability of convenient car parking to service this retail precinct.

Kosciuszko Road
The proposed reduction in active traffic lanes for Kosciuszko Road and the dedication of a lane on
both sides for parking is understood to be driven by a desire for pedestrians within the Town
Centre to engage the lake foreshore more easily.
Construction of a connector road on the southern side of Jindabyne will reduce Kosciuszko Rd
traffic in winter and to a much lesser extent in summer.
Changing traffic on Kosciuszko Rd from four lanes in winter to two lanes in summer could be an
alternative strategy with little cost and the minimum impact on existing businesses. It could also
provide a trial period to assess impacts before civil work changes are made.
Two overpasses, one adjoining Nuggets Crossing and the other the Old Town shops, could allow
for this lake foreshore pedestrian flow. The street level changes allow this to be an attractive
outcome.
Another alternative would be to keep two westbound lanes to accommodate the more intense
morning winter traffic and one only east bound lane for the less intense afternoon winter traffic.

Lake Foreshore Parking Nodes
The majority of lake foreshore users will not be able to walk from their visitor accommodation or
homes directly to the lake foreshore because of the distances and considerable slope.
Also, it is often necessary to be able to transport recreational equipment.
It is necessary for all the linear lake foreshore park nodes to have car parking provided within
them.

Visual Analysis Town Centre – summary of key issues and opportunities
Issue
- large car parks dominate the town centre and address to Kosciuszko Road
- traffic and vehicle movement is focused on car park access and moving through town
Opportunities
- make parking easy and clear but not everywhere
While we understand the issue we are struggling with the opportunity or solution.
Jindabyne is a large sprawling area with traffic issues created by its ski town character with an
absence of local public transport and dependence on motor vehicle use.
Avoiding car parking from being everywhere in Jindabyne would require the concentration of car
parking in multi-story car parks, the cost of which is significant
The removal of car parking from the streets of the Town Centre would require their replacement
with Town Centre car parks which would have to be funded and built prior to.
Visual Analysis – Lake Jindabyne Foreshore
It is acknowledged that this study is a desk top analysis based on site photographs. The nature of
the landscape within the Lake Jindabyne area is dry and brown for the majority of the year. To
change this would require significant irrigation of the foreshore area.
The planting of additional trees is not required in this strip as tree planting projects over the
years have been successful. A tree canopy for pedestrian protection from the sun is less
important in this climate. Planting areas or nodes could greatly improve amenity in a number of
locations.
The most significant improvement to the lake foreshore, in proximity to the Town Centre, would
be earthworks benching and rock armoring along the edge so that when the lake is low, the
foreshore does not present as an eroded, unkept strip. This is a cut and fill exercise that steepens
sections and strengthens them with rock armoring to prevent erosion from wave action.

Lake Foreshore – Issues
-

“(history of accidents along Kosciuszko Rd tbc)”
There has not been a history of pedestrian or cycle accidents along Kosciuszko Rd as the
majority of this pedestrian or bike traffic stays within the foreshore area, having parked within
one of the foreshore nodes.
There is currently some pedestrian and cycle traffic crossing Kosciuszko Rd from the two Town
Centre retail areas which could benefit from overpasses or traffic calming raised pedestrian
refuges.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment
Bruce Marshall
Director
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To achieve a mid‐range runway length of 1650m, suitable for most larger types of aircraft in
regional operations, an overall length of up to 2km would be required. This would require an
additional 800m in length beyond the existing airfield land limits, which could be achieved by
land acquisition and diversion of Tinworth Drive to the south and further lengthening to the
north.
The report states that airport development can be achieved in 2 relatively simple stages.
Firstly, by developing a sealed main runway of similar length to the existing. This would
enable small RPT and Charter operations to utilize the aerodrome under acceptable visual
flight conditions and upgrade costs would be in the order of $7.25 million in 2015 dollars.
Currently air services to Jindabyne are provided via Cooma airport which has have continually
failed to be financially viable over the last 20 years with changing operators and the sale by
Council of Cooma airport to private operators.
This airport is not convenient to our tourist destination and continues to fail in providing the
required service., Canberra airport provides a significantly better service for intra and
interstate travelers.
Bringing Jindabyne Airport up to a regular RPT commuter service level would provide huge
benefit to the local tourist industry in summer and winter. National conferences would
become viable.
I recommend that SAP has a more up to date study carried out and consider funding the
staged upgrade.
Two proposed Masterplan developments could impact on this airport service upgrade.
Firstly, is the extension of the Leesville industrial estate behind the historic Leesville Hotel
site on the corner of Tinworth Drive and the Barry Way. This extension of the airstrip to the
south would be restricted by the part of the development of the industrial area fronting
Tinworth Drive. Attached is a plan of the proposed industrial area and where the number 2 is
shown on the plan, development should be put on hold until this assessment of the
Jindabyne aerodrome upgrade is further progressed.
The second is the proposed development of the West Jindabyne precinct known as Rabbits
Corner. This development would appear to be in the flight path of the airstrip.
Before development of Rabbits Corner is to be given a go ahead assessment of the
aerodrome upgrade should be progressed with impacts of noise considered.
An exciting part of the Jindabyne Aerodrome development could incorporate the Leesville
Hotel historic site within the terminal.

Kosciuszko National Park (KNP), Resorts and Ski Area Terrain
The Winter Product
The initial vision for the Jindabyne SAP study was to address the extreme tourism seasonality
in Jindabyne by following the Queensland, NZ model whereby non winter activities,
conferences, weddings, events, etc. created a good year round business model.
Along the SAP way with Go Jindabyne a change in thinking occurred whereby SAP expanded
the study area to incorporate the Resorts and as a result winter skiers / boarders beds
became the focus for growth. As a result, the master Plan includes a significant increase in
skier beds in all parts of the Snowy Mountains including:
- all the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) Resorts
- KNP sites such as the Thredbo Rd Transfer Station, Waste Point / Creel May and Island
Bend campground
- Jindabyne and the surrounds
The most significant short coming of the SAP Master Plan is that there is no commitment for
SAP or NPWS to expand the winter snow product with an increased area for the Resorts to
grow skiers and boarders’ terrain, that is, ski slope area increases, lifting capacity, snow play
or even an assessment of supply and demand
Excising the Resort areas from the National Park to allow for easier product development has
completely gone off the radar.
So, SAP proposes a significant increase in tourist beds to grow the winter peak but does not
seek a commitment from NPWS to allow for the growth of the product, no new resort, no
expansion of existing resorts ski terrain.
SAP is currently experiencing significant push back from the environmental movement
regarding this proposed expansion of existing resorts and the further development of KNP
sites such that commitments on the expansion of product area within KNP is they believe
unachievable.
If this isn’t the time to seek some concession on the expansion of skier terrain outside the
current licensed areas, such as, the Twin Valley and Stanly Gorge areas when will there be a
better time.
There is an argument to say drop the push for new beds in KNP and push for an increase in
licensed ski terrain. Beds can be developed outside KNP, but ski terrain cannot.
Interestingly it’s possible that with the significant increase in skiers’ beds even greater visitor
seasonality for businesses in the Snowy Mountains will be the result, the problem SAP set out
to fix.

Tourism Development Study
The SAP planning process identified the aims of growing year round tourism through
strengthening and broadening the product base.
This Tourism Development Study has identified 35 tourism development recommendations
for SAP with related government funding to leverage strong private sector investment.
Some of these projects are seen as catalyst projects i.e., major drivers of strong visitation.
I support the funding or at least part funding of these
- development of the Jindabyne lakefront near the town centre including a small
scale boat harbour, waterfront retail / café / bar
- a lakeside eco precinct on the western side of the lake, a 4+ star resort with a
conference centre, signature golf course, lake recreational activities and connections.
- an activity adventure hub including a mountain bike park, a luge experience, multi
zipline / mountain coasters
- air access improvements focused on the Jindabyne aerodrome for tourism aviation
experiences and RPT commuter flights and charter flights in turbo / prop aircraft
(40 – 50 passengers) from Sydney, Melbourne, and Brisbane.
Additional products I believe would make the greatest difference in addressing seasonality in
this tourist destination would be:
5.3.7 Snowy Mountains Heritage – Discovery Centre which would function as an attraction as
well as a primary hub in Jindabyne.
Relocation of the Kosciuszko National Park offices could allow for this to be added on to the
existing KNP visitor information centre, café and theatre.
5.3.9 Alpine Sporting Destination Event Program and 5.3.19 Hallmark Summer Events
There is a need to develop a stronger sports based events programs especially during Spring
– Autumn and Summer based hall mark major events to act as strong drivers of visitation.
5.3.12 Evening / Wet weather based activation for Jindabyne and 5.3.25 Indoor Fun Park
There is a significant gap in our product offer for rainy days, and evening recreation.
The relocation of Jindabyne Central School leaves the existing site available for repurposing.
Apart from town centre parking, the repurposing of some of the existing buildings or creating
sites for new buildings to provide these much needed indoor facilities is recommended. It
could encourage private investment by subsidising the cost of sites
5.3.21
Tubing Park
An on snow tubing and snow play area at sufficient altitude to ensure regular snow is required
5.3.27 Day walk from Charlotte Pass to Mt Kosciuszko Summit plus Parking area & turning
circle at Charlotte Pass .
The day walk from Charlotte pass to Mt Kosciuszko already exists but is close to a 20km return
walk which is too long for many to enjoy. The Ridgeline walk from Rawson’s to Caruthers is

the most spectacular part of the Iconic Walk. Improving the experience by offering a stopping
off point with a rest area and a potential area for camping overnight may provide a workable
solution but would also require the upgrade of Charlotte pass as a key visitor node, including
improved access and solutions to car parking needs.
This day walk is the most spectacular track on the main range as it includes the Ridgeline Walk
overlooking Lake Albina, the Sentinel, Caruthers Peak, the lakes, a Snowy River crossing. Also,
the return walk along the road from Rawson’s Pass to Charlotte Pass is rather bland and
arduous. Twenty kilometres with lots of ups and downs is too much for most people in a
single day. A camping area adjoining Rawson’s Pass toilets or glamping tents would allow this
to be split into two days.
A concession allowing an operator to take bikes up for the walkers return trip down the road
would work for those who can ride a bike. Bikes could be transported up very early in the
morning and left at Rawson’s or the return down the road. Alternatively, bus rides up to
Rawson’s early i.e., before walkers are on the road.
The Kosciuszko Iconic walk is not likely to be successful with this section remaining as a 20km
day walk.
Parking at this track head is clearly inadequate. There are a small number of short‐term
parking spaces in the turning circle to service those who walk the platform to the viewing
deck. Those walkers who want to do the 6‐to‐7 hour day walk or go out overnight camping
from this main range access point have no alternative other than parking on the sides of
Kosciuszko Rd. One side of the road has a major drainage gutter, and the other side drops off
dangerously.
The Investment Estimates show a public investment of $6.6m and a private investment of
$6.6m. How a private investor may be persuaded to invest $6.6m is not explained and is
doubtful as the revenue stream would be very seasonal.

Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) – Park Entry Fees/ Centenary Fund
There is little accountability for the current funding regime for KNP. What are the funds being
collected and how is this directed in terms of spending?
They include :
- charges for year round Kosciuszko entry passes
- daily entry charges at the park entry gates
- ski tube charges which include a KNP component in the order of $11.00 / person
whether or not they have already purchased a Kosciuszko Park entry pass
- a per person charge for each private bus entering the park
Some 20 years ago Perisher entry charges were raised to fund infrastructure upgrades in
Perisher. It was supposed to be a temporary charging regime that would cease when the
required capital had been raised. Not surprisingly perhaps it has morphed into a permanent
increase without any accountability to stakeholders.

At this same time the Thredbo Road entry charges were similarly raised with the intention of
quarantining these additional funds collected so they could be directed towards tourist
facilities within the Thredbo precinct.
It is our understanding that these funds have been directed towards the construction of the
Thredbo Valley mountain bike / walking track. They have also funded other projects such as
the Kiandra Court House.
There is no public accountability for these funds collected. There should be.
There is general acknowledgement within this tourist destination that a contribution towards
TSM for marketing the Snowy Mountains destination in non‐winter months could be made
from this Centenary Fund.

Tourism Organisation Funding / Marketing the Destination
The purpose of SAP planning and spending is to grow the area and address the seasonal
nature of tourism visitation.
There is some collection of voluntary donations / contributions towards TSM at present
substantially from the Resorts and Snowy Monaro Regional Council. The funds generated are
not significant and the advertising / marketing budget tiny in comparison with the funds
raised in other states and countries i.e., destinations with whom we are competing such as
the Gold Coast and the Sunshine Coast.
The NSW’s government legislation does not allow for a compulsory levy, bed tax or
differential rate charge which would allow funds for marketing to be raised from within the
area. That is, businesses etc. which would benefit from the expenditure.
This state relies on local Councils to fund marketing / promotion of the area. Snowy Monaro
Regional Council is a victim of compulsory amalgamation of Snowy River, Cooma and
Bombala. Cooma and Bombala are substantially not tourist destinations but rather rural
areas. It is proving very challenging getting Council to focus on this tourism marketing funding
problem. The amalgamated Council has significant financial problems as a result of
amalgamation and little sympathy for our tourist destination which they would see as doing
well.
A Council sponsored special rate levy is a suggestion, charged to say the 2627 post code area
with the funds raised to promote this same area in non‐winter months.
As stated in the Stafford Tourism Development Study:‐ Additional Projects
- an appropriate promotion and advertising budget to help raise the profile of the SAP
region state wide, nationally and internationally.
- A joint promotional funding program for the marketing of the SAP region annually by
local industry stakeholders along with NSW State Government contributions will be
required to raise the profile of the region especially outside the peak winter period.
We understand that SAP funds would not be available for this purpose. However, SAP is
working with other government departments and Snowy Monaro Regional Council, and a

solution to this problem, a way of raising marketing / promotional funds needs to be
addressed.
Otherwise, we will be funding tourist facilities with the misguided attitude of “build it and
they will come”.

Land Use issues


Ecotourism Cabins
Currently the Snowy Monaro Regional Council (SMRC) LEP allows ecotourism cabin
development on all rural land. The assessment process by SMRC planners is not
rigorous enough.
What is an eco‐tourism cabin?
What criteria determines whether the application has merit.
How does SMRC ensure that the management of the 5 or 6 eco cabins continuing and
that the education and awareness of the environment continues after strata
subdivision is allowed.
Strata subdivision of eco‐tourism cabins should not be allowed without strict
conditions which ensures ongoing management and education.
Otherwise, it’s just another form of land subdivision within a rural zoning.

Rural Residential
Rural residential lots are a legitimate and sort after residential use of land. This allows
for a low density with large lots on the outskirts of our towns for equine animals or
small hobby farms. A 3000m² lot does not satisfy these needs and is not an ideal size
for a rural residential lot.
Flexibility on size of rural residential lots is desirable.
Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission

Bruce Marshall

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Connie Steers
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
FW: Snowy Mountains SAP - Water and Wastewater System Upgrades Required
Friday, 3 September 2021 1:48:11 PM
Snowy Mountains SAP Water Safety.pdf
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From: DPE PSVC Alpine Resorts Mailbox <alpineresorts@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Sent: Friday, 3 September 2021 1:11 PM
To: Jessica Henderson-Wilson <Jessica.Henderson-Wilson@planning.nsw.gov.au>; Connie Steers
<connie.steers@dpie.nsw.gov.au>
Subject: FW: Snowy Mountains SAP - Water and Wastewater System Upgrades Required
Hi Jess and Connie,
We have had a SAP submission come into the alpineresorts mailbox. Dan suggests you are the right people
to get it … so, over to you.
Regards,
Peta
Peta Truscott
Administration Officer (Thursday & Friday)
Alpine Resorts Team
Regional Assessments
Key Sites Industry & Compliance
Shop 5A, 19 Snowy River Avenue
PO Box 36 | Jindabyne NSW 2627
T 02 6448 8500 | E peta.truscott@planning.nsw.gov.au

  Subscribe to our newsletter
Please consider the environment before printing this email.

The Department of Planning, Industry and Environment acknowledges that it stands on Aboriginal land. We acknowledge the
traditional custodians of the land and we show our respect for elders’ past, present and emerging through thoughtful and collaborative
approaches to our work, seeking to demonstrate our ongoing commitment to providing places in which Aboriginal people are included
socially, culturally and economically.
This email is confidential and may be privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not use or disclose information. If you
have received this email in error, please delete it and advise me immediately. Emails may contain computer viruses, may be interfered
with or may have other defects. They may not be successfully replicated on other computer systems. This email may be subject to
copyright. If it is, the written consent of the copyright owner must be obtained before any part of it is reproduced, adapted or
communicated.

From: Bruce Murray
Sent: Friday, 3 September 2021 6:55 AM
To: DPE PSVC Alpine Resorts Mailbox <alpineresorts@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Cc: Jordan Murray
; Zia Bohm

; Stephen Palmer

Subject: Snowy Mountains SAP - Water and Wastewater System Upgrades Required
See attached submission for consideration.
Regards
  
Bruce Murray | Managing Director MIEAust CPEng NER RPEQ APEC Engineer IntPE (Aus)


w www c tywater com au

   

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:16:30 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Bryan
Last name
Collis
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:15:03 PM
snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Bryan
Last name
Raphael
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct.pdf

Submission
Document attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

4.2

Infrastructure and Utilities

Far too many of the performance criteria are “let loose” with the catch phrase “where possible”. If not
possible what then? Will the infrastructure be allowed anyway.
The Supporting Provisions even allow for intense visitation – surely an anathema to what a national
park is all about, especially one in such a fragile environment.

4.3

Alpine Provisions

The Performance Criteria talk about creating a “village experience through:




the priorisation of infill development.
improvements to pedestrian and active transport connections.
creation and implementation of active street frontages”

Most visitors come to Perisher to get away from the “village experience” to instead get a feel for
something more “wild”. The concept of infill development and active street frontages are best kept in
North American ski fields and should not be a part of KNP.

4.4 Visitor Access
The document proposes “continuation of the Skitube, on mountain parking and a new Park and Ride
shuttle service to provide a range of options for transit.” One can only imagine what is envisaged here
as it is not clear.
For example, does “park and ride” allow for helicopter transport from Bullock’s Flat or does it simply
mean “park at Sawpit Creek and ride by bus to Perisher”. The first would not be in the ethos of the
national park and the latter was used many years ago, with the Skitube making the trip much easier.
In any event any plan that would see increased vehicle (land or air) access to the alpine regions would
have an extremely detrimental impact on the environment and the people availing themselves of what
KNP has to offer. On no account should trails be shared with pedestrians and vehicles (unless
authorised KNP vehicles).

5. Conclusion
These proposals, which I consider reckless in the extreme, overturn more than 40 years of careful
planning and management of KNP, and treat the park as a commodity in the way that VR ski fields
are treated in North America – they get the balance between nature protection and recreation
completely wrong. These changes will turn KNP into a development site and cash cow for tourism
operators, and in particular VR.
As KNP is one of the oldest national parks in the state, created in 1967 by a Coalition government that
recognised the need to protect its fragile ecosystems for future generations, it’s imperative that today’s
Coalition government honour its own legacy by maintaining the highest level of protection for KNP
and keep the cap on development.

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 14 August 2021 9:55 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 21:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Byron
Last name
Muir
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am completely against the use of any non-parks vehicles in Kosciouszko. This includes commercial helicopters and any public or
commercial access beyond what is already allowed.
Horses should no longer be protected, and instead removed from the park.
Yarrangobilly naturally heated pool SHOULD NOT be destroyed by making it artificial, how many natural pools do we have
compared to artificial ones? That's what makes it special.
I am not against improving parking, I think this is something that could be improved, especially in places like Guthega.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:38:25 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Cai lin
Last name
McAlister
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Parks Australia have put decades of time and research and careful planning into the protection and rehabilitation of Kosciuszko National Park
and this proposal would destroy that. Our National Parks are a privilege and a responsibility, not a playground or economic opportunity. Australia is
home to so much unique flora and fauna and we have a duty to protect that.
I am particularly appalled at the the hought of further deforestation for more infrastructure and construction, degradation of soil and air quality hrough
4WD tracks and handing over control of a vulnerable ecosystem to politicians instead of those with expertise.
This doesn't even men ion the broader impacts of deforesta ion of this kind on achieving emissions reduction targets.
Australian's are proud of our national parks and our landscape. This plan will leave a permanent and irreversible scar we can no longer afford. Choose
to protect the Snowy Mountains, reject this plan.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:02:46 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Cai lyn
Last name
Lindsay
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
If this involves anything like building on top of the mountain or developing the national Park area then no. I do not agree to this. Leave the beautiful
area of Kosciuszko as it is!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:13:37 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Cal
Last name
Ryan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
fuck you john barilaro for hinking hat touching our environment is a good idea you are a crooked and corrupt politician and have no care for anyone
except for yourself and money. shame on you
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:56:35 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 08:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Cale
Last name
De mestre
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Nature needs to be untouched
We need preserve these unique wilderness
This can’t happen
You can make a million jobs of you wanted to but you can’t make a million nature reserves like this

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:08:24 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Callum
Last name
Furey
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This amazing landscape must be protected and not exploited for monetary gain.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:14:53 PM
cally-greene-submission---snowy-mountains-sap-draft-master-plan---jindabyne-growth-precincts.docx pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Cally
Last name
Greene
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
cally-greene-submission---snowy-mountains-sap-draft-master-plan---jindabyne-growth-precincts.docx.pdf

Submission
Hello,
Please see uploaded submission for Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan - Jindabyne Growth Precincts
Kind regards,
Cally Greene
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Cally Greene

Submission Date: Monday, 23rd August 2021
To whom it may concern,
RE: Submission for Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan – Jindabyne
Catalyst Precincts
I am a snowy mountains resident and am writing to express my views on the Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Draft Master Plan – Jindabyne Catalyst Precincts

Jindabyne Town Centre & Foreshore Sub-Precinct
•
•
•
•
•

Height limits should be put in place and limited to 3 storeys, excessive height of buildings
around Jindabyne and particularly on the foreshore would be imposing on the feel of the town
and detract from the rural Alpine town feel
New accommodation and residential building need to include plans for accommodation,
Jindabyne’s streets are narrow and cannot take more on street parking – the streets are already
difficult to drive around when cars are parked on both sides
Love the idea of a town square, connections to the lake foreshore and promotion of walkability.
Foreshore development needs to respect the area, it will be great for our town to be connected
to the lake with some small low-rise development, but the main focus should be the parkland
and making this focus of enjoying and connection to the lake.
Keep the disc golf course

Southern Connector Road
•
•

This need to built as soon as possible and preferably the whole way through. If the first section
is from the tip to Barry Way will create more congestion at the Barry Way roundabout.
Needs to built with 2 lanes from the start, Kosciuszko Rd needs 2 lanes and as the southern
Connector will become the main thoroughfare through and past Jindabyne it will definitely
need 2 lanes from the start.

Sport & Education Sub-Precinct
•

Essential that pathways/footpaths/bike track connect through the Centre and to the town and
school for easy connection for young people particularly in accessing school and sporting
facilities.

Mountain Bike & Adventure Park Sub-Precinct
•

This sounds like a fantastic development for Jindabyne, something that can be enjoyed be
residents and tourists and fits in with the vibe of our town.

Western Lake Jindabyne
•

I am concerned about how this proposed area of development is overturning existing controls
in place regarding protection of the views and value of this area.

Yours faithfully,

Cally Greene

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:14:53 PM
cally-greene-submission---snowy-mountains-sap-draft-master-plan---jindabyne-growth-precincts.docx pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Cally
Last name
Greene
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
cally-greene-submission---snowy-mountains-sap-draft-master-plan---jindabyne-growth-precincts.docx.pdf

Submission
Hello,
Please see uploaded submission for Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan - Jindabyne Growth Precincts
Kind regards,
Cally Greene
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Cally Greene

Submission Date: Monday, 23rd August 2021
To whom it may concern,
RE: Submission for Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan – Jindabyne
Catalyst Precincts
I am a snowy mountains resident and am writing to express my views on the Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Draft Master Plan – Jindabyne Catalyst Precincts

Jindabyne Town Centre & Foreshore Sub-Precinct
•
•
•
•
•

Height limits should be put in place and limited to 3 storeys, excessive height of buildings
around Jindabyne and particularly on the foreshore would be imposing on the feel of the town
and detract from the rural Alpine town feel
New accommodation and residential building need to include plans for accommodation,
Jindabyne’s streets are narrow and cannot take more on street parking – the streets are already
difficult to drive around when cars are parked on both sides
Love the idea of a town square, connections to the lake foreshore and promotion of walkability.
Foreshore development needs to respect the area, it will be great for our town to be connected
to the lake with some small low-rise development, but the main focus should be the parkland
and making this focus of enjoying and connection to the lake.
Keep the disc golf course

Southern Connector Road
•
•

This need to built as soon as possible and preferably the whole way through. If the first section
is from the tip to Barry Way will create more congestion at the Barry Way roundabout.
Needs to built with 2 lanes from the start, Kosciuszko Rd needs 2 lanes and as the southern
Connector will become the main thoroughfare through and past Jindabyne it will definitely
need 2 lanes from the start.

Sport & Education Sub-Precinct
•

Essential that pathways/footpaths/bike track connect through the Centre and to the town and
school for easy connection for young people particularly in accessing school and sporting
facilities.

Mountain Bike & Adventure Park Sub-Precinct
•

This sounds like a fantastic development for Jindabyne, something that can be enjoyed be
residents and tourists and fits in with the vibe of our town.

Western Lake Jindabyne
•

I am concerned about how this proposed area of development is overturning existing controls
in place regarding protection of the views and value of this area.

Yours faithfully,

Cally Greene
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Hello,
Please see uploaded submission for Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan - Alpine Precincts
Kind regards,
Cally Greene
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Cally Greene

Submission Date: Monday, 23rd August 2021
To whom it may concern,
RE: Submission for Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan – Alpine
Precincts
I am a snowy mountains resident and am writing to express my views on the Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Draft Master Plan – Alpine Precincts

Resort Accommodation
•
•
•
•
•

Given the high number of beds already available at Thredbo, Charlotte Pass and Perisher
Valley there is absolutely no need further develop accommodation and increase beds at the
resorts.
More development and more people in the resorts only increases the pressure on the fragile
Apline eco-system.
If there is demand for more beds, this needs to be accommodated for outside of the park.
Development and extension of accommodation at Sponars Chalet & Ski Rider Hotel is also
unnecessary.
Much of the current resort accommodation is empty outside of winter, it is totally
inappropriate to further increase beds based on the demands of Winter, which we know in
the viability of winter sport tourism will be decreasing in the medium term due to climate
change.

Other Alpine Accommodation/Camping
•
•

I am supportive of the development of the other accommodation proposed at Thredbo
Ranger station, Island Bend & Creel Bay, these options will promote summer experiences
and provide accessibility to more people to access and enjoy nature in the National Park.
In comparison these developments will have minimal impact on the environment and
promote visitor engagement with nature based experiences where the development
proposed for the resorts is to cater for an urban type experience which will only be
accessible to high end customers which is not fitting for a National Park experience or
accessible to all/many people, this can also be experienced in Jindabyne.

Visitor Access
•
•
•

Vision for public transport option which discourage personal car use are fantastic
Needs to be more effective cost wise to catch bus or tube than it is to drive car
There is no need for helicopters to land in the resorts or national park for
recreational/commercial use.

Thank you for considering my comments.
Yours faithfully,

Cally Greene
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“Better use of open spaces” ?? Is this some sort of sick joke? Well I’m not buying it!
Leave his beautiful piece of wilderness as it was intended by nature!
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Please refer to my attached submission regards objections to elements of hte Town Centre Growth Sub Precinct.
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Yes

Snowy Mountains SAP Submission
Cameron Lee –

Jindabyne Town Centre Growth Sub-Precinct

Objection to Proposed Building Heights
I have serious concerns regards the proposed building heights as contained in the Structure Plan –
Part 1 (page 58). The proposals of between 4 & 6 storeys are not suitable for a variety of reasons:






Not fitting with the town profile. They do not fit the town profile and in my opinion will
detract from the existing village feel. There are no precedents for such heights except were
tucked away in only one or two locations out of public sight. One of the only prominent
examples being Vikas lodge and it can be agreed that this is most definitely a horrendous
eyesore. Even Rydges hotel, whilst of several storeys is cut back into the landscape and
hence cannot be fairly considered to be a true 4 storeys.
Safety Hazard. The winter sun in Jindabyne sits at 30 degrees to the horizontal for a
significant proportion of the season. Four storey buildings will cast shadows of at least 20m
whilst six storey buildings will cast shadows of at least 35m. Such shadows in our alpine
environment will lead to insufficient local solar amenity, will lead to permanent dead zones
void of any sunlight, and will lead to day long black-icing of roads and footpaths. Such
structures will pose a significant health and safety hazard to residents and road users. Four
to six storey proposals would be futile in many instances alongside existing housing stock as
they would be easily defeated under solar amenity laws.
Loss of existing views. Buildings of such height, if located near existing residential zonings,
will detract considerably from both lake & mountain views of existing residents. Buildings of
such height, if located along the lake foreshore, will unfairly govern the existing lake
foreshore and irrespective of architectural design will become eyesores in the landscape.
Both of these effects cannot be considered to be a part of good planning.

I would expect final proposed building heights, in consideration of the above, to be retained as per
the existing planning laws, with no increases.

Objection to Proposed Rezoning/Densification
I object to the densification of the existing town centre. Specifically the proposal in rezoning areas
from ‘low density residential’ to ‘general residential’ (Discussion paper – pages 33 & 35). These low
density residential areas around the streets of Gippsland St & Munyang St; and Banjo Paterson
Crescent & The Nook; consist of low density residential buildings. Reasons for objection being:


Displacement of long term residents. A very significant proportion of these dwellings are
long term family homes. Their existence is a fundamental component of the existent town &
community feel of Jindabyne. This town feel is being lost with new developments currently
underway (Highview, etc) where vacant lots are being developed by investors into dual
occupancy Airbnb style rentals. I have grave concerns that with a loss of low density zoning
in the heart of town, that some of the last remnants of historic family housing, and the





community feel that they bring about, will be lost. These residents do not deserve to be
displaced when there is ample space otherwise for new development.
Loss of visual amenity. A positive feature of people arriving into Jindabyne for their holidays
is that they are arriving directly into the heart of a community oriented town. It is apparent
that the draft planners have no appreciation of this feel in the broad brush re-colouring
approach which seems to simply make sense in a street map sense. This approach does not
consider the feel that arrival into town gives visitors. I fear that re-zoning, and the resultant
demolition of existing structures for replacement with higher density units/townhouses, etc,
will severely impact the existing positive feel on arrival and replace it with an ill-conceived
ghetto result.
Street Traffic Capacity. I do not consider that the capacity of the existing streets with regard
to traffic and parking has been properly taken into account. As a full time resident I can
assure the draft planners that these streets are very much at capacity already with winter
traffic. Displacement of further development in East Jindabyne and around the Southern
Connecter Road (park and ride hub) exhibits good thought. Densification of the low density
areas does not. It is evident in other areas that the unchecked Airbnb trade results in holiday
traffic beyond the parking capacity of properties. The inevitable trickle of such into what
remains now to be low density family housing will only serve to amplify the traffic issues in
peak holiday seasons. These areas are not adequately connected to any park and ride under
the current proposal.

Objection to Use of Existing Central School Site
I object to the proposal for the central school site to be used for apartment style accommodation.
I do believe it would be best utilised for live in retirement housing. It is a relatively level site, it is
located central to the shopping precinct, within a short walk of two doctors’ surgeries & our chemist.
It is only a few minutes from the foreshore & parks which are intended to be linked with safe road
bridges. These factors make it ideal for less able-bodied and semi-active elderly who rely on ease of
access to shopping, medical and lifestyle facilities.
If it is not considered to be appropriate for retirement housing, and if the mixed use development is
fixed in stone. Then I would expect a reduction in building heights from 6 storeys across the site to a
maximum of three storeys along Clyde St and reducing to two storeys along Park Rd. This would
ensure that the density is not excessive when compared to the adjacent and existing housing. It
would also provide for a comfortable extension of the existing village feel, whereby some
restaurants and shops at plaza level are located below only two storeys of apartments. Any plaza
bound by even four storeys each side, let alone six, would be completely impractical in this alpine
environment for reasons listed above.
Lastly and most importantly, this being irrespective of what the resultant development is. I would
strongly suggest that parking be provided along the existing street frontages Clyde St & Park Rd, in
the form of at least one, but perhaps two perpendicular/angle parked rows each. I suggest this to
ensure that any development does not take the form of an imposing and overbearing out of place
structure. Some forced further setback of such style would go a long way to ensuring its fit with the
existing visual amenity.

Objection to Use of NRMA Holiday Park Site
Whilst mentioned above I want to highlight objection specifically to the redevelopment of this site
with the proposed 6 storey building height limits. I do note the structure plan stipulates “two to four
storey development close to the lake” however I do not feel that 6 storeys is warranted at all. We
need to ensure that development complements the town feel and does not detract from it. I
commend the proposal for upgrades to the foreshore otherwise.
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Please find attached relevant submission.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Dear SAP team
I would like to commend you for what your team has presented, the draft masterplan is well
structured and comprehensive, your hard work and thoughtful considerations are evident to
anyone who reads the plan.
I believe overall the plan will serve the community well and I look forward to experiencing
the growth of this community in the future. As a resident of Jindabyne, specifically of the
Barry Way South precinct, I thank you for this opportunity to provide some feedback and
recommendations.
The Adventure Park is the future, I fully support the development of the proposed
mountain bike park, development of the bike park will be well situated to become a major
draw card for the region and the inclusion of a gondola or chair lift will be essential for its
success. However, I believe it unlikely to develop without funding help from the
government.
I am very familiar with this block of land and agree it will make for fantastic bike trails, but
there are large swathes of this block that are flat and unsuited for bike trails and will be
underutilised in the current draft. I believe further development of existing infrastructure
onto this vacant land will be greatly beneficial and necessary for further growth of the
community, an example of this development would be but not limited to the extension of
Jindabyne runway.

Lake Jindabyne is the image we need, the first thing you see when driving into area is
beautiful lake Jindabyne, its clear shorelines and unadulterated beauty, which was one of
my main reasons for moving to the area.
Jindabyne needs to maintain a large public buffer zone along the lake’s shoreline, whilst
maintaining public access. Lake Jindabyne is an incredible natural tourism attraction feature
both its appearance and for the plethora of water sport activities it provides for the summer
season. I believe it’s a vital commodity for the area, and it will be for the foreseeable future.
Assuming steps are taken to preserve its natural essence and access to its large foreshores
for families to enjoy.
Improve upon Jindabyne Boating Experience, as I mentioned above, Jindabyne’s water
sports are currently one of the areas biggest tourism attractions during the summer months.
The recent upgrades to the boat ramps car parking area have been fantastic, the boat ramp
itself however has been overlooked.
The boat ramp is swamped by severe congestion during the peak summer days, and I
believe is operating beyond capacity. The boat ramp also lacks access for people with
disabilities and impaired movement. An easy solution for this would be the installation of a

large floating jetty. A floating jetty would greatly reduce the time it takes to launch and load
a boat and would ease congestion. It would also be safer and provide better access for
those who are less mobile.
As our community grows and attracts more tourism the boat ramp in its current state will
inevitably become a hinderance not an asset to our community. I cannot recommend more
highly the need to improve our current access to the lake so that everyone can utilise it well
into the future.
The future of traffic, it is well documented that Jindabyne experiences high volumes of
traffic especially during the peak of the winter season. I highly endorse the entire
construction of the southern road connector. Exponential future growth should be taken
into account. Nothing would be more frustrating to both community members and to
visiting tourists if this new infrastructure is undersized. During winter it is not uncommon to
see temporary traffic lights utilised throughout the town, I believe permanent traffic lights
and lighting should feature at the intersection of the Barry Way and the connector, not just
to improve traffic flow but also for the safety of both motorist and pedestrians alike .
The Barry Way itself is in need of an upgrade to cope with the increased traffic from the
growing precincts that feed into it. I have personally witnessed accidents on the Barry Way
in its current form, accidents easily avoidable with proper turning lanes at access and egress
points.
Inclusion of the Barry Way South precinct into the catalyst precinct, myself and my
neighbours throughout the precinct believe the Barry Way South precinct is in a wellsituated location to provided highly sort after adequately sized semi-rural blocks of land, I
would suggest 3000 square meter as a minimum, which could be used for a combination of
residential housing, tourism accommodation and housing for short term staff working in the
area. The size of these lots and with conscientious planning and design would maintain the
rural appeal of the area.
Inclusion into the catalyst precinct would provide planning certainty and expedite
development of this accommodation, but also the development of infrastructure and other
tourist assets planned by our neighbours.
Being part of the catalyst precinct would help relieve council of their work load whilst also
providing rapid relief to the current short term accommodation crisis that employees and
employers are facing.
Bungarra lane ownership,
in recent years have witnessed
first-hand the increase of traffic upon the road. With the continued growth of Bungarra’s
popular mountain bike trails, developing accommodation along its length and its
educational facilities. Failing Barry Way South precincts inclusion into the catalyst precinct it
is essential for the road to be upgraded to support the development of this Growth Precinct.
It is my belief that Bungarra Lane should be placed into the catalyst precinct opposed to
being turned over to council. I appreciate the fine work that council do however they are in
my opinion over worked, understaffed and lacking the funds necessary to development and

maintain the Lane within a time frame that would relieve the pressure the current growth is
already building.

Jindabyne’s Airfields un tapped potential, earlier in this submission I commented that the
Jindabyne air field has potential to be extended, as a student pilot and someone who is
involved with the Air field, I believe strongly that Jindabyne Air Field should not be
overlooked.
The Air Field provides critical infrastructure that supports RFS fire and rescue, which has
proven itself invaluable in recent years and in my belief will be quintessential for
emergencies the community will face in the future.
With further upgrades to the infrastructure of Jindabyne Airfield these critical safety assets
can be operated with greater efficiency benefiting not only our community but surrounding
communities also.
Aside from providing infrastructure that supports lifesaving assets like the RFS the Airfield
also supports the national parks, Snowy Hydro, private operators and commercial aviators.
Of the five commercial operators currently operating out of the Airfield one of them is a
flight training school, which provides lessons to students from local high schools. Providing
these students, a unique educational experience and life experience.
The Airfield is operated by Jindabyne Aero Club which is a not-for-profit organisation ran by
community members. As it stands for the Aero Club to continue operation and to become
self-funded, it is critical that the Airfield’s zoning changes allow for developing of an Airpark.
This would allow for aviation related dual purpose constructions I.e., Hanger-on-house.
And aid in the development of tourism, residential and commercial assets.
The Airfield is a direct gateway for tourism into the area. If the runway were to be sealed
and extended it would not only be beneficial for existing community resources but
introduce another avenue of tourism into the area via scenic flights, skydiving and other
tourism focused aviation operators.
This Upgrade would also allow for the future consideration of potential direct public
transportation into the heart of the Snowy Mountains.
The Airfields inclusion into the catalyst precinct provide the infrastructure that it needs to
develop into its full potential, an improved Airfield would provide Jobs, tourism and unique
accommodation. This infrastructure is also needed by the Airfields close neighbour, Leesville
industrial estate and its proposed expansion.
Their vicinity to each other makes it logical in my mind to incorporate their infrastructure at
the same time.
It is my passionate belief that Jindabyne Airfield can become and great Asset and
contributor to our community and will aid its future growth.

Thankyou for the taking the time out of your busy schedules to read my submission.
For your reference I am Twenty-seven years old, I have lived in this community for nine
years and love it deeply. My partner and I are in process of building our home here. I feel
privileged that we will see this plan for our community unfold with our own eyes and we
look forward to the future.
I ask that you give consideration to the opinions I have expressed. And I thankyou once
again for your hard work and commitment.

Yours Sincerely
Cameron P Robinson
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This beautiful area, currently available to everybody, does not require more developnent to make the wealthy more wealthy. Not every square inch of
land needs to be developed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I am very much concerned wi h the planned development of the Island Bend Campground. I have utilised this campground multiple times and have
much very much enjoyed myself. I enjoy the wilderness setting and he seclusion and beauty it provides. In addition to camping here it is very
important for me as a kayaker. As a kayaker I enjoy u ilising the rapids around Island Bend. It is really nice as one can kayak the full loop of rapids and
then walk and carry the kayak to the start again. This makes it unique.
My points are:
• Developing this land would destroy much of he beauty and wilderness. The limited facilities that the campground offers is a blessing and is a great
getaway from modern life. "Visitors looking for a nature-based experience" are best served by the campground currently on offer.
• I really feel that campground should be continued to be managed by the NPWS. Currently the campground can be freely used by all and if people
want to camp the fee is low.
• I do not believe that wilderness and development go hand in hand. I do not understand how "rehabilitate the natural environment" works, developing
the natural environment does not rehabilitate it.
• Access to he river a multiple points along island is important to me. This both applies from an ease of access of point of view and also from a safety
point of view where people may need to get away from the river quick.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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The draft master plan should be rejected. Anyone involved should be ashamed to be have played a part in such an attack against NSW National
Parks. As per he NSW National Parks Website “We welcome you on a journey of discovery, and thank you for treading softly in these unique and
precious environments.” There is nothing remotely soft about development and destruc ion of a National Park just so some fat politician can have a
private bath wi h his corrupt developer mates enjoying a good old fashioned circle jerk.
Fur hermore, it is of concern that there appears to be no real broad community engagement or discussion on these plans given the importance of
NSW National Parks to all Australians. It would appear against the common pub test hat his has been attempted to be pushed hrough at a time when
the public’s focus has been on the Covid 19 Pandemic.
There are many red flags around this particular “master plan” that brings into question its integrity and intentions that should now be held up for further
transparent public scrutiny. Especially given the track record of the Deputy Premier John Barilaro, for example the protection of invasive destructive
horses not to mention the questionable use of NSW police resources.
A national park is not an urban development site hat should be so easily opened to such large scale clearing and development. The proposed plan
would pose a direct threat to this precious land and will put this vulnerable ecosystem in great danger. The Plan of Management should not be
changed in an attempt to expand commercial access and returns, on which they would most likely reduce. Under current management, millions of
people visit every year to camp, walk, ski, ride and take in the scenery. The Alps are one of Tourism Australia’s “National Landscapes” and the local
tourism industry is worth hundreds of millions of dollars annually. Fur her development of his nature would only jeopardise this particular local industry.
National parks exist for conserva ion purposes and low-impact recreation and it should stay that way. If people want luxury accomodation and
Japanese bath houses I’m pretty sure they wont be travelling to Kosciuszko National Park.
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Please consider the impact of re-building a school that has the exact same issues we are facing with the current school. Over
crowding- joined with the high school. It's just not going to work.
You're moving a problem to create the same one!!
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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The whole Snowy Mountains area from Cooma, (where my extended family worked on “ he scheme”) and beyond, holds a very special place in my
families memory and we still spend as much time as possible in the area hroughout the whole year.
I am a member of The Hus-Ski Lodge Ltd located in Perisher Valley. I have been associated with Hus-Ski for 57 years and our club has been
associated with the Snowy Mountains and in particular Perisher for over sixty (60) years. My family and I, (my grandsons are 4th generation Hus-Ski
members), would love to see Perisher and the immediate surrounds being enjoyed in both summer and winter for many years to come. We see the
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct plan as being a way to make hat eventuate whilst taking into account the special nature of the Snowy
Region.
Perisher is a special place that fortunately doesn’t have an “alpine” feel as such and is therefore, fortunately in my opinion, not likely to become
ano her “Thredbo” when the development of the area inevitably happens. I believe that The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative
provides a unique opportunity to improve the amenity of the area and its environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that
provides for improved use and enjoyment of he Snowy region and the Kosciuszko Na ional Park by all Australians and overseas visitors.
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I know Jindabyne needs to move ahead as a tourist town as it has so many great features, but my biggest concern is the SAP
barely mentions anything about aged care or retirement villages which the town desperately needs. It all seems to be about
tourism. What about the locals who want to spend their dying years here.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Please see attached letter in support of the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Plan and related Plan of Management Amendments for
exhibition.
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Submission
Please refer to my submission.
I strongly support the vision and proposals for Jindabyne Town and Catalyst precinct.
I strongly object to all expansion proposals in he Alpine areas.
I am disappointed that the sustainability response is completely inconsistent with the NSW Governments Net Zero whole of life 2040 policy.
These are all set out in the attached submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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SUBMISSION - SAP Masterplan Submission

”..the lease with the
government is a VERY
favorable lease. It was
designed by people who
didn’t know what they
were doing..”** Dick
Dusseldorp (CEO of
original head lessor of
Thredbo, 1961)
** Thredbo 50, Jim Darby, 2006, p17

This quote by Dick Dusseldorp demonstrates the real and
tangible risk to the environment and NSW tax payers for the
continued development of Alpine locations.
This inequity continues today unabated. KT run a 50% EBIT
margin ($25m in 19-20FY) against a tourism industry
benchmark of 7%. (note: one family (Rydges) hold 75% of all
shares in EVT – which means a single-family substantially
profits from a monopoly on public national land. This injust
lease bakes in and perpetuates this position more years to
come - and must be addressed in this process). Crown lease
payments are ~$7,000 / yr and Parks gets $20000/yr.
The current lease structures are completely counter to the
policy objectives of NSW government, being the reducing of
the cost of living to NSW people. Moreover, completely
inconsistent with the NPWS ”objectives for commercial
arrangements” and their sustainable tourism / concession
management standards.
There is no public equity in the current lease arrangements,
and this must be addressed with transparency in the
proposed SAP.
Leaseholders in Thredbo are fearful of being outspoken due
to the fear of action by KT.
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2. SAP Masterplan Submission - Overview
Broad Support for:

Strongly Object to:-

§ Structure plan for Jindabyne Catalyst and
Growth Precinct including Town Centre
redevelopment.
§ Fully supportive of on-demand or peak period
bus services Jindabyne – to Bullocks / Thredbo.
§ Leesville, Barry Way and Sports and Education
proposals.
§ Generally, the proposals for reform and
improvement of Town Centre accommodation
density and increase of Retail / Commercial
space in Town centre logical and addresses
clear need.
§ Full support for the library, community and
health facilities for the Town Centre.
§ Agree with relocation of Police, Ambulance from
Town Centre to West Jindabyne.
§ Support of the improvement of the Town Centre
lake foreshore (suggest you consider the dam
wall end also).
§ Totally support additional mountain bike park
and improvement of existing caravan park.
§ Support the Perisher Centre development
subject to application of Whole Life Net Zero
Carbon Controls and Environmental Planning
consistent with World Heritage Level zoning.

§ Any expansion of Thredbo accommodation bed
limit (but support for “improvement” of existing
buildings with NO bed expansion).
§ Any development of Island Bend.
§ Any expansion of Charlottes pass or broader
perisher range development.
§ Poor / Inadequate proposals / structuring of
sustainability response (sub-standard by a by a
consultant without appropriate professional
diligence necessary).
§ Any West Jindabyne development – this area, if
not necessary as farmland, must be returned to
ecological reserve to protect water quality and
contribute to ecological offset reserve to
compensate for large scale development of town
centre.
§ The pedestrian / walker / fisher / sightseer and
environmental sustainability seems to have been
forgotten by this masterplan. The focus seems
to be on enriching incumbent land and business
holders / mountain bikers and farmers at the
continued expense of all other stakeholders
(local residents, fauna and the environment).
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3. SAP Masterplan Submission - Support
Jindabyne Catalyst / Growth Precinct
1. I fully support the proposed arrangement and structuring of the catalyst and growth precinct. It
address the lack of cohesion between old and new shopping centers and resolves a wonderful
link with the visitor centre and the old shopping centre. The pedestrian conversion of Snowy
River Ave. brilliant.
2. The redevelopment of the town centre caravan park is essential to eliminate the tragic and noncompliant permanent dilapidated caravans which act as a significant detraction to connectivity
of town centre to lake front. Similar comments apply to west jindabyne caravan park. For too
long both park owners have profited at the expense of the community amenity.
3. Jindabyne critically needs STRONG LEP / DCP controls to increase the quality and
”appropriate” diversity of residential accommodation. Commercial “built-to-rent” in partnership
with the Resorts (suggest S96 contributions for Perisher or Thredbo be specifically earmarked
for development and management of seasonal worker accommodation) It is critical that the two
monopolies of Thredbo and Perisher be forced to take responsibility for the quality and behavior
of their staff accommodation in the way that they USED to.
4. Extension to point 3 above, for too long, too many jindabyne owners have flouted, without
enforcement, sub-standard building, occupation and general development controls which has
rendered Jindabyne an aesthetic and planning basket case. It needs to be resolved urgently.
5. Provision of library, enhanced community and education facilities fantastic.
6. Mountain bike park to compliment other features great but there needs to be other users
recognized in a meaningful way. Hiking / fishing / art / food etc. all seem to have been lost.
7. Redevelopment of the old caravan parks fantastic.
8. A rapid / frequent electric transit bus system running exclusively between Jindabyne and
Bullocks Ski tube (for all perisher / Guthega visitors and staff) and then to Thredbo, is critical to
reduce the animal kill / bad weather / drink driving / parking pressure. This would solve many
issues and be economically self sustaining and address carbon footprint.
SAP Submission | Dr. C Noller | August 2021
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4. SAP Masterplan Submission - Objections
All Alpine Development (except Town Centre Perisher)
1. The area of Kosciusko National Park reduces by 1/10th with every 1 degree of climate change driven
temperature increase (due to the technical loss of 100m of vertical distance for every 1 degree of temperature
rise). At current forecasts, by 2050 the park will be 40% less in area – and ecologically devastated.
2. Thredbo, Guthega, Perisher and Smiggins Holes all have clear and active non-compliance / breech of bed
licence numbers (refer appendix A) which the companies which enjoy monopoly control of nsw public assets
have no interest in limiting or controlling as it acts in their interest to ignore. None of this non-compliance has
been addressed in the proposed plan or consultant work.
3. There is no public oversight or transparency which exists for rates to lease holders in Thredbo or Perisher –
which all other NSW residents enjoy (e.g. Councils / Sydney Water and energy companies must all demonstrate
to IPART the full and transparent cost of water / sewerage / garbage etc in order to determine levys and rates.
This is NOT the case for Thredbo. EVT ltd who own Thredbo lease run a 50% EBIT margin (against a tourism
benchmark rate of 15%) and profit from Lease holders and Nsw tax payers at the expense of stakeholders and
the environment. There is no transparency on cost of these “council” operations and must be added as a
condition of any development expansion approvals.
4. The quote provided on the front of this submission demonstrates the gross negligence of the Minster of
Environment and Parks and absolutely amplifies the reason why further development in Thredbo / Perisher /
Guthega and Smiggins must be prohibited until a public and transparent process with an environmental
standard of National Park level quality is achieved.
5. EVT and Vail Resorts will profit exclusively at the expense of the environment/ flora and fauna (and NSW public
tax payers) with any allowance for bed expansion.
6. The proposed use of the Thredbo golf course for new development is objected in the strongest sense. If
anything, 50% of the golf course should be set aside for ecological restoration or minimally as ecological offset
area for any further mountain bike or building development.
7. Under bushfire risk mapping the whole of Thredbo is a red zone and more than half of all buildings in Thredbo
are now uninsured due to the fire threat and climate change. Climate change limits and degradation is not
addressed at all in the SAP masterplan and must be as a priority.
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3. SAP Masterplan Submission - Objections
All Alpine Development (contd)

1.
2.
3.

4.

5.
6.

With the exception of the Merrits nature trail, 100% of walking tracks have been converted to
mountain bike tracks which is grossly unfair to all other non biking stakeholders.
There is no weed management and most mountain bike tracks within the Thredbo lease area
are being overrun by lantana / scots thistle and brambles. Evidencing the lack of capacity that
exists within Parks and Dept of Environment to manage what “is” let alone what is proposed.
Climate change is recognized as one of the greatest threats we face. Building and construction
accounts for 50% of annual human emissions. The sustainability plan outlines the use of
outdated mechanisms to influence development controls. Current approaches adopt the Net
Zero whole of life by 2030 / 2040 and this submission advocates for a mandatory requirement
for all development across the SAP areas to achieve Net Zero Whole of Life (i.e. embodied and
operational) that is: 0 kg CO2-e embodied carbon per m2 of all new development and Net
Zero ongoing operational carbon footprint.
This SAP masterplan proposes many great fixes for an area of significant potential, but the
sustainability plan does nothing to address the most critical and foundational of all
environmental carrying capacity constraints – the limited natural and rapidly degrading natural
resources on which the premis of tourism rests. This must be addressed in a comprehensive
way – for current and future stakeholders. The health of the environment is paramount and the
sustainability of all operations and development must be lifted to a level commensurate with
National / Global levels consistent with the achievement of the Paris 1.5c goals.
The sustainability plan needs total rework and meaningful integration into all other plans.
The SAP must also address the GAP in the existing sustainability performance of existing
buildings (in particular , all those actually in the control of the incumbent head lease holders) to
achieve a minimum suitable starting point for the further consideration of development and
expansion.
SAP Submission | Dr. C Noller | August 2021
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5. SAP Masterplan Submission – Mandatory Development Controls
All Development
1. Climate change is recognized as one of the greatest threats we face. Building and construction
accounts for 50% of annual human emissions. The sustainability plan outlines the use of
outdated mechanisms to influence development controls. Current approaches adopt the Net
Zero whole of life by 2030 / 2040 and this submission advocates for a mandatory requirement
for all development across the SAP areas to achieve Net Zero Whole of Life (i.e. embodied and
operational) that is: 0 kg CO2-e embodied carbon per m2 of all new development and Net
Zero ongoing operational carbon footprint. Refer to the work of WWF Materials Embodied
Carbon Leadership Alliance.
2. Mandatory community reference panel for development approvals with fair voted representation
of 15-20 individuals representing all stakeholders for all development plan and approvals to
ensure some level of equity and inclusion in the development program.
3. Any development of buildings, bike tracks or program must demonstrate no impact on flora or
fauna. (e.g. Thredbo fireworks is carried our in the middle of a Lyrbird nesting area – which no
one cares about for this endangered bird).
4. This SAP masterplan proposes many great fixes for an area of significant potential, but the
sustainability plan does nothing to address the most critical and foundational of all
environmental carrying capacity constraints – the limited natural and rapidly degrading natural
resources on which the premis of tourism rests. This must be addressed in a comprehensive
way – for current and future stakeholders. The health of the environment is paramount and the
sustainability of all operations and development must be lifted to a level commensurate with
National / Global levels consistent with the achievement of the Paris 1.5c goals.
5. The sustainability plan needs total rework and meaningful integration into all other plans.
6. The SAP must also address the GAP in the existing sustainability performance of existing
buildings (in particular , all those actually in the control of the incumbent head lease holders) to
achieve a minimum suitable starting point for the further consideration of development and
expansion.
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Appendix A – Example Bed Lease Breaches - Thredbo
The following is a sample of properties for lease in Thredbo which evidence the systematic extent of breaches of bed
licence numbers. This is provided to demonstrate that the ”sustainable carrying capacity” of Thredbo (and Perisher and
Guthega) is already substantially breached – in excess of the SAP proposed cap expansion. Any approved expansion will
only serve to exacerbate this overrun. Refer to the markup Appendix B for the bed licence schedule.

• Assume lodges all meet limit (which they do not – e.g.
Leatherbarrel bed lease limit = 15 actual bed 20)
• Total bed capacity apartments = 2249
• If 50% are 75-100% over limit then actual beds
apartments = 3373
• Takes total actual beds already in thredbo to > 5,474
which is 654 more than current – but likely >1000 over.
Adding additional bed licence is not viable given the
breach level already existing. This issue must be
addressed as it goes to the heart of “sustainability”.

Ben Hall
Actual Person Configuration = 8
Official License = 4

Rubbish, sewerage, carbon emission footprint (of materials
and operations) is not sustainable and cannot have more
beds added and expansion (additional footprint) of
sewerage plant is not viable.
The Thredbo river cannot tolerate any sewerage leak /
overflow or additional load.
SAP Submission | Dr. C Noller | August 2021
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Appendix B – Bed Licence schedule
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Fur her development in KNP serves no purpose. The park is under enough pressure from more frequent bushfires, climate change, invasive pests and
that further development will only degrade he park further both environmentally and from a tourism viewpoint, as people visit KNP for it's natural
assets, not it's commercial ones.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
File attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Comments on the draft Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct Masterplan
Summary
•
•
•

The Alpine Precinct must be excised from the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
The current Alpine SEPP must be kept unaltered
The camping precincts at Island Bend and Creel Bay should each have a precinct masterplan
developed or updated under the existing provisions of the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of
Management

The Jindabyne Precinct
The Good Points
As outlined in Go Jindabyne the township of Jindabyne needs a planning makeover to better serve
the local population and to expand its possible tourist attractions.
The mountain bike and adventure park is possibly the only tourist attraction that has legs (or
wheels).
Many of the other attractions listed in the Snowy Mountains SAP Tourism Development
Study (Stafford Strategy Report} are family orientated. Families only travel to Jindabyne in
school holidays. Anyone who thinks you can travel to Jindabyne with children in 5 hr each
way for a weekend is living in fantasy land. Theses supplementary attractions are far more
likely to be viable investment by an operator closer to Sydney or Canberra and the
attractions themselves are not dependent on a mountain setting.
Increasing accommodation within Jindabyne and surrounding areas is desirable. It will take pressure
of the accommodation areas in the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) and offer visitors a wider scope
of day trip visitation possibilities down to the coast and across the region instead of being closeted
into the park valleys.
Small businesses are likely to be supported by more visitors in the town than in the resorts which
rely on supplies from outside the region and are more likely to be owned by corporations not local
businesses. Small business is also being more resilient to fickle weather and other adverse
circumstances such as regional bushfires.

The Alpine Precinct
The few good points
Upgrading the camping and caravanning area at Island Bend and Creel Bay are appropriate settings
for overnight stays. However, both these opportunities could be carried out within the framework of
the existing KNP PoM and the Masterplan for Creel Bay and be more in keeping with an NPWS selfreliant campgrounds with some consideration given to serviced camping.

The really bad Points
The Activation Precinct versus other Planning Instruments
C J Pettigrew August 2021

It is greatly disturbing and dishonest that the Alpine Precinct is not defined by a boundary map
only an indicative boundary in the SMASP Appendix e.g. Figure A27. The precinct as defined by the
boundary map is described only in terms of text describing sub precincts and no mention is made of
significant parts of Kosciuszko National Park natural areas included in the maps.
An activation precinct as defined in Activation Precincts SEPP requires the Minister for Planning to
release a map to define the activation precinct (Part 1(7).) Having defined the Activation Precinct
this leave areas, other than the sub precincts so far defined, open for inclusion in the future e.g. for
helicopter pads or further ski infrastructure, clearing to create Asset Protection Zones etc?
•

Future Ski Terrain as outlined on p 133 of the Masterplan is unacceptable.

Given that Activation SEPP will override inconsistencies with other planning instruments – the
Kosciuszko National Park PoM? then the whole of the Alpine Precinct is potentially open to
exploitation.
Amendments to the current State Environmental Planning Policy (Kosciuszko National Park-Alpine
Resorts) 2007 (the Alpine SEPP)
“Trust us we are planners”.
The proposed amendments to the Alpine SEPP and the Alpine Development Control plans will only
be finalised after the Masterplan is approved. What this means is potentially opening further
development opportunities once more time is dedicated to their consideration - more ski
infrastructure, gondolas?
At least under Section 8 of the current Alpine SEPP there are constraints (8(2)) that may be imposed
by the Minister where development conflicts with the National Park and Wildlife Act.
8 Plan of management under National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974
(2) Nothing in this clause prevents the consent authority from refusing to grant consent to a
development application on the basis that the development is not consistent with such a plan of
management.

Under the proposed amendments the Alpine SEPP will provide for “proposed developments in
proximity to a sub precinct which will need to align, support and complement the future intent and
desired land use in each precinct or sub precinct”.
Also from the Discussion Paper “the land within Kosciuszko National Park that is captured under the
Alpine SEPP will expand to include existing disturbed areas in a manner that is consistent with the
National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974.”
In other words anything the Masterplan implementation team thinks they can get away with when
they have worked through the carrying capacity analysis, which they haven’t done yet (the carrying
capacity technical report no methodology just assertions that it can be done – it’s a sham) and
include currently unspecified developments will get a look in.
Again “trust us we are planners”??
Reducing the Role of the KNP Plan of Management
The Plan of Management for all national parks is an important statutory instrument. To reduce the
PoM to a mere enabling instrument for the Masterplan has serious implications for the future and
integrity of national parks across the state it opens the door for a government agency not in the
C J Pettigrew August 2021

same portfolio as the Minister responsible for the National Parks and Wildlife Act to override the
purpose and objectives of the National Parks and Wildlife Act as prescribed in a PoM.

Just Plain Bad Points
The Draft Masterplan repeatedly refers to environmental values but never seeks to define what is
meant by this. The starting point should be the National Parks and Wildlife Act objectives when any
discussion of developments in the national park are being considered. This erosion of principles and
the very foundation of why our national parks exist is disgraceful. National parks are not green field
sites ripe for exploitation.
Expanding Accommodation in the Resorts
The new proposed bed limit in the resorts is now 14,119. That is potentially 14,000 people at least
crammed into narrow mountain valleys with narrow roads and effectively one way in one way out. It
would be madness to head south on the Alpine Way in the event of a bushfire emergency.
Most of the upgrades flagged for Thredbo could be undertaken under the existing Alpine SEPP. The
idea of Perisher becoming an “alpine” village” like Aspen (early SAP discussion) or wherever is
fanciful. The experience being offered to customers translates to a resort experience anywhere –
there is nothing about 24-hour bars and restaurants that makes this a national park experience.
The Carrying Capacity Framework technical report states that a measure of the Comfortable Carrying
Capacity is the “single most important planning criteria” but there is no analysis of what the current
carrying capacity numbers are now nor what they may be in the future. That report is a total sham
so the SMSAP pops in an increase in the number of beds and hopes that no one notices is not based
on any genuine sustainability measure.
Climate Change
In the draft masterplan the word accommodation rates 106 hits while climate change scores 8
mentions. That climate change is real and is going to put the breaks on the winter activities in the
park in the immediate foreseeable future. The ski industry is on a slippery slope to slow painful and
costly extinction.
The mountains have an unenviable fire history of both campaign and now landscape fires in 2020.
The CSIRO and the more recent IPCC report predict hotter summers and more frequent fire events.
All the clever design for buildings is not going to stop a fire of the kind that took out Mt Selwyn. How
is Selwyn going getting insurance now that it is rebuilding?
What the NPWS (the NSW Government) long term is looking at is the likelihood of stranded assets
and/or ash-etes for which the community pays in the clean-up.
The Blackash Bushfire Strategy report documents all of this but it is practically ignored in the draft
Masterplan. APZ are not possible unless there is encroachment on the KNP land outside the resorts
and developments cannot possibly meet the PBS 2019 requirements.

Who Benefits Financially from the SMSAP?
Who benefits financially from the draft SMSAP? Certainly not the NPWS. The extra visitation and the
impacts of concentrated numbers of people will add substantially to the maintenance of KNP that is
already underfunded given the wide range of management issues the park faces.

C J Pettigrew August 2021

The leaseholder in Thredbo certainly benefits by sub leasing “beds” and presumably the big
corporates like Vail that have eyes on more real estate.
It is estimated by solid research that mental health benefits of $10,000 per visitor per year to natural
areas in parks and in the light of recovery from the pandemic that is an enormous economic benefit
to NSW.
The NSW Government itself has published a report that national parks contribute $18 billion to the
NSW economy through business stimulated in local towns. Jindabyne would benefit further if
accommodation and services are concentrated outside the park.
Further urbanisation of Kosciusko National Park is not a winner economically nor a win for nature
conservation and the future of this beautiful fragile alpine national park.

Carolyn Pettigrew BScHons, PhD, Dip Tert Ed
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Do not ruin this beautiful country.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
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Name
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Koscuisko National Park was set aside to protect and conserve rare alpine vegetation and habitat and fauna for future generations.
It is not a theme park. It is a fragile ecosystem, lready pushed by human levels of recreation, accommodation etc.
There are plenty of rural properties which could be used for some of these ideas, helping local economies, without jeopardising this
speical biosphere area.
Let's be intelligent and sustainable here: not killing the goose that laid the golden egg. Look for other opportunities outside this
fragile area, where landowners are willing to develop infrastructure in a way that works with nature, not against it.
HEALTHY ECOSYSTEMS ARE THE BASIS OF ALL OUR WELLBEING, AND EACH YEAR CONTRIBUTE 2.5 TIMES THE
GLOBAL GDP FOR FREE: THINGS LIKE CLEAN AIR, CLEAN WATER, BIODIVERSITY. THIS HAS BEEN COSTED AND IT IS A
GREAT CONCERN THAT CURRENT POLITICIANS HAVE SO LITTLE IDEA OF THE VALUE OF FREE ECOSYSTEM
FUNCTIONS WHICH WE ALL RELY ON FOR THE LONGER TERM.
THESE IDEAS ARE SHORT SIGHTED, WASTEFUL AND BASICALLY A VERY STUPID USE OF SUCH A SPECIAL, FRAGILE
1

AREA. THE ALPINE AREA OF AUSTRALIA IS A TINY PERCENT OF THE LAND SO LETS JUST VALUE IT AND NOT DAMAGE
IT FOR SHORT TERM GAIN.

Cath Ireland OAM Former National Parks Ranger
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
My submission is uploaded as a TXT file.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Dear Minister,
I am sending this submission to object in the most vigorous terms to your
proposed development of KNP. I fully support the Nature Conservation Council of
NSW. This already highly violated area needs preservation not development!
Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is
‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill‐informed or deliberately misleading. KNP
has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any
national park in Australia. The sources of that damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most
intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s
legislation protecting feral horses;
un‐rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of
development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national parks in
NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in
Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such
as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some,
notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental
damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not
further damage through the inappropriate developments described in the
Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low‐impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher
economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are gazetted for the
protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural
values. Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in national
parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives
of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP,
putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal,
national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is
already an international pariah on so many environmental issues, let’s not add
over development of KNP those failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks.
Instead of the POM defining the limits of future development and activities
after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the
current process is unashamedly designed to increase commercial access to, and
returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It
proposes that the environmental values of KNP would be protected by future
assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are
designed for the assessment of individual developments, not for the strategic
management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a

national park. The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNP‐
that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the
capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed developments. It doesn’t. It should
be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for
development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife Service to the
Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW.
This is unacceptable in a highly sensitive, extremely significant protected
area.
The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial
and recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits. This is
achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to
10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by
40% to a new cap of 14,000. All associated services, from the capacity of the
sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need
to be enlarged to support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in
overnight beds. The only justification provided is that there is a demand for
additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the
year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP for at least 9 months
per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is
to service the peak of the snow season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing
the natural snowline above the current resorts. The escalating costs and
excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming
increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the
snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a
single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of
the infrastructure and services to support those beds, would only be required
for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such
stranded assets and inflict so much damage on the national park for the sake of
a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not for
the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP
and large areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central
objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural
habitat by confining the resorts to existing development footprint. The
proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require
careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and
species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to
KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their
clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts
precincts. Both proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought by
many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst
system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and International significance. Karst
environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to

maintain their significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or
appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the
existing springs. These would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, bath houses
traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self‐evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of
Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to create a new
tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The
plans propose raising the water temperature using large‐scale gas heaters.
National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high
emissions facility in a national park setting is entirely at odds with
community expectations.
Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort
precincts. Additional parking will join additional accommodation as an
unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of
adverse impacts in the short term. One is that the potential sites for
expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for
threatened species and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government
responds that KNP is very large and their development proposals only impact on
a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading‐ many of the
threatened ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very
restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred hectares of the park.
The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in
the particular areas proposed for development such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a
private transport model that Australians are rapidly abandoning for long
distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally
sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands better mass
transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the
International alliance ‘the high ambition coalition’. The centrepiece of the
membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting
30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a
long way to go to get anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be fatally
undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not
protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and other
inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead
endanger the conservation values of the park. At a time when we should be
stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW
Government wants to diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the proposal for the following reasons:
1.As a regular visitor to Jindabyne I find he proposal will destroy the ambience of the whole area. Since our children were very young we have been
enjoying the snowy mountains both in summer and winter. They are all now parents with he next generation. The increased traffic on the roads, in the
town, on he ski slopes and in the national park generally will make the whole area a far less attractive place to visit.
2. As a result I completely object to the Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct (SAP) proposal for the Western Lake Jindabyne Sub-Precinct,
which is earmarked as a Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct.
This proposal completely disregards and overrides the incumbent Snowy River Local Environmental Plan 2013 (LEP) which includes this catalyst
precinct area, iden ified as “Lake Eucumbene and Lake Jindabyne” on the Scenic Protection Area Map, as well as an eastern approaches to
Kosciuszko National Park. The current LEP clearly and unequivocally states:
• Snowy River LEP Part 3 clause 3.3 specifically restricts development in the land included in this catalyst precinct; “Exempt or complying development
must not be carried out on any environmentally sensitive area”. This provision must be maintained in any future vision for the region.
• Snowy River LEP clause 7.6 states: “Development consent must not be granted to development on land to which this clause applies unless the
consent authority is satisfied that— (3, a) he development will not have an unacceptable visual impact on the scenic quality of the area when viewed
from the relevant lake at its full supply level or from a public place, and (1, b) the sense of isolation that can be enjoyed in many areas on and adjacent
to the lakes.
• Snowy River LEP clause 7.7 provides; “Development consent must not be granted to development on land to which this clause applies unless the
consent authority is satisfied that the development complements the natural beauty of the surrounding area, and the development is compatible with
the surrounding natural environment and scenic landscape.”
• The existing land is zoned RU1 Primary Production which is being revoked and changed to SP3 to allow all manner of development that is not in line
with the expectations of the LEP planning or best interests of the community. The LEP Land Use table Zone RU1 objectives are; “To ensure that
development maintains and protects the scenic values and rural landscape characteristics of the zone through compatible, small-scale development”.
• This earmarked Western Lake Jindabyne area also includes Curiosity Rocks, one of only three Declared Aboriginal Places in he Snowy Monaro
LGA, gazetted under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974. This Western Lake Jindabyne area is a sacred site that should not be developed.
The Master Plan Appendix on page 112 Appendix B identified 689 tourist accommoda ion dwellings, along with 36 seasonal worker dwellings. The
Structure Plan Part 1 on page 111 states there will be 120 owner-occupied apartments/villas at Hatchery Bay. This takes the total number of dwellings
to 845, along with a four-star resort, sewage treatment plant, car parking, golf course, conference facilities, a holiday park accommodating cabins,
caravans and camping sites, water park, an ecotourism resort, a hotel or serviced apartments, health and wellness facilities and more. It is difficult to
define exactly what it intended as so much of he SAP documentation is contradictory and ambiguous.
The above paragraph defies every intention of the current LEP regarding unacceptable visual impact and a sense of isolation on Lake Jindabyne and
as an eastern approach to Kosciuszko National Park.
When you drive into Jindabyne, one of the iconic sights is the rural landscape and mountains across the lake. It portrays the feeling of being in the
mountains, away from the busy cities, and gives a sense of peace, escapism and isolation. This huge development will completely destroy this sense
of isolation as you will now see a development five times the size of Charlotte Pass’ accommodation when you drive into Jindabyne.
From a personal perspective, we moved to Jindabyne for a rural lifestyle. We invested our life savings into a property to give our children, and
ourselves, a sense of isolation and to enjoy the local environment. We are adjoining land owners to this Western Lake Jindabyne development area
and feel absolutely devastated that our rural lifestyle will be stolen from us. We purchased our property with the above-mentioned protections in place
and every day we walk to the lake and enjoy the rural landscape. That will all be destroyed should this Western Lake Jindabyne development proceed.
I find it disgusting that we were given absolutely no indica ion this development was going ahead un il we saw the new adjoining land owner begin to
start work on the property by installing new fencing and having a stream of contractors coming to survey the land and mark out different aspects. Later,
this SAP was released and we realised what was going on. Please take a moment to consider your own home and lifestyle being destroyed by a big
development you were assured could not take place under current laws.
The SAP draft Master Plan overrides the LEP to avoid having to comply with existing provisions of the LEP in catalyst precincts and reduce the

community expectations for development in these areas. The SAP states that the LEP will no longer apply, and new controls introduced, along with a
separate approval process outside of council management. These new controls water down he exis ing LEP provision and reduce the requirements
on developers to abide by the planning environmental obligations of he LEP for these areas.
This changing of zoning and approval process appears to be purely to suit developers and facilitate development that would otherwise be
unacceptable to council or the community under the exis ing planning provisions.
Any development and Delivery Plan under the Jindabyne Catalyst Sub-Precincts must consider the provisions of clauses 3.3, 7.6 and 7.7 of the
existing LEP along with Land Use tables and clause 4.2 for RU1 zoning and not destroy the planning work that has been done over the years to
protect this area.
Recommendations
1. If a catalyst project is so important then put it out for public exhibition and considera ion individually to be viewed and judged on its own merits. Do
not bundle it up for 'overall' commentary with everything else in the thousands of pages of the SAP hat limits and inhibits the ability of the community
to thoroughly understand, review and consider he impacts of each individual catalyst area.
2. Any development and Delivery Plan under the Jindabyne Catalyst Sub-Precincts must consider, include, and abide by the provisions of clauses 3.3,
7.6 and 7.7 of the existing LEP along with land use and clause 4 2 for RU1 zoning and not destroy he work that has been done over the years to
protect this area.
3. As an alternative to above item 2, all development within this Western Lake Jindabyne precinct must also be subject to consideration against the
Snowy River LEP per the Jindabyne Growth precinct approval structure.
4. The sensible move would be to greatly REDUCE AND RELOCATE THE DEVELOPMENT to a much less obtrusive site. If you are intent on ruining
the curren ly peaceful and delightful area as it is, at least do it with some common sense especially in the matter of BULK AND SCALE.
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Key Recommendations:
1. The bed numbers in KNP should not be increased as this will lead to severe
environmental impacts and increase the risks of economic and social loss and damage.
2. The observed climate change impacts and projected trends clearly indicated that snow
fall has and will continue to decline. These impacts and trends expose ski resorts to a
high level of risk as to their viability in the mid- to long-long term. Therefore, limits to
adaptation will be reached sooner than later, and transformational changes will be
needed such as the planned decommissioning of ski infrastructure and changed function
of resorts.
3. The focus within KNP should be on development of low impact nature-based tourism
that is environmentally and social sustainable.
4. Appropriate tourism development, including additional accommodation, should be
located outside KNP as this will deliver more ecologically, environmentally, and
socially sustainable year-round tourism to the region.
5. Changes to the plan of management are needed to enhance the resilience of KNP in the
face of cascading, compounding and aggregating risks arising from feral animals
including horses, weeds, climate change and impacts from and in the resorts.
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Detailed responses
Eleven reasons why increasing bed numbers in resorts within Kosciuszko
National Park will have severe negative consequences economically,
environmentally or socially.
The proposal for increasing bed number by 40% in Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) in the
amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management (POM) and the Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Masterplan (SMSAP) is not consistent with the
stated goals in both documents of wanting to diversify and support year-round tourism. The
proposed increase appears to be aimed at winter/snow-based activities in resorts. Given the
observed impacts on snow from the 1.2 °C of global warming we are currently experiencing by
“last-chance tourism” and the projected impacts that are now unavoidable in the near-term
(IPCC 2021a,b)
In the Park, there are few instances when bed numbers, even in places like Thredbo, are fully
utilized outside the snow season. Most resorts are either closed or have limited bed use outside
the main ski season. The SMSAP even recognises this where it states that changes to bed
numbers and increasing skiing facilities are only designed to deal with potential short to
medium term (2040) demand in winter, while also outlining how winter tourism declines with
reduced snow cover after that date (page 132). The proposal for a massive increase in
beds/dwellings in a national park does not add up economically, environmentally and socially.
Here we highlight eleven major issues with the proposals.

1.

Less snow now and into the future

Human influenced climate change has already reduced natural snowfall in the Alps region and
this trend is projected to continue into the future. The risks from Climate change impacts to
resorts and for alpine and subalpine ecosystems are escalating globally as well as in Australia.
The declines in natural snow cover are driven by warmer conditions along with changes in
weather patterns resulting in fewer large deposits of snow with longer periods between them
and an increase in rain rather than snow events in the Australian Alps particularly early and late
in the season (Schwartz et al., 2019). These changes are also affecting stream flows with
reduced precipitation predicted in the region: in some cases, this is already occurring (Schwartz
et al., 2019). As Australian snow resorts have limited land area above them, and hence small
water catchments, water supply in resorts for both dwellings and snowmaking is a major issue.
3

Projections for natural snow cover show ongoing dramatic declines within the short (2030),
moderate (2050) and longer term (Hennessey et al., 2003, 2005, 2008; Pickering and Buckley,
2010; Davis, 2013; Di Luca and Evans, 2018). The latest IPPC report (IPCC, 2021a,b)
highlights how snow cover in many regions including Australia is declining due to human
influence.
2. Economic and environmental costs of snow making will only worsen
Ski resorts in Australia have been using snowmaking to offset the decline in natural snow for
well over a decade, requiring millions of dollars of investment in equipment, massive volumes
of water and expenditure of energy to replace what was provided naturally and freely in the past
(Pickering and Buckley, 2010; Hendrikx et al., 2013). With reduce natural snow cover, great
gaps between major periods of snow accumulation and general decrease in precipitation,
reliance on snow making will continue to increase. Opportunities to make snow will also be
reduced with warmer minimum temperatures at night limiting the number of nights suitable for
snow making and more periods of rain washing away the snow between snow accumulation
events. The economic and environmental costs of snow making will therefore only increase, as
more made snow is needed and because an increased volume of water will be required to make
sufficient snow. These issues are well recognised and have been documented for more than 20
years (Pickering and Buckley, 2010; Pickering, 2011; Barnett et al. 2015). They have already
adversely affected the economic basis of many resorts globally (Hendrikx and Hreinsson, 2012;
Rixen et al., 2011; Scott et al., 2019).
3. External shocks make winter tourism risky
Social and economic factors will continue to affect winter/snow-based activities in Australia,
making it a high-risk tourism investment sector. Skiing has always been vulnerable to changes
in natural snow cover, with lower visitation in poor snow years, and there is increasing
sensitivity of Australian skiers to low levels of natural snow (Pickering et al., 2010; Pickering,
2011; Cocolas et al., 2016). Already, increasing impacts of climate change on snow cover in
Australia is resulting in some Australian skiers being less likely to continue to ski while others
are more likely to go overseas (Pickering et al., 2010; Cocolas et al., 2016; Steigher et al., 2019).
The greater certainty in snow cover in Japan and the USA, combined with low-cost longdistance flights had already resulted in increased investment by Australians in resorts there
(Williams, 2019). Although the desire to reduce carbon footprints from long distance flying
(flight shaming) (New York Times, 2021) could have been expected to benefit Australian ski
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resorts, what it is likely to do is to continue to benefit ski resorts in New Zealand, which is a
highly attractive snow destination for Australians with more consistent natural snow, a greater
diversity of ski options and only short flights required (Hendrikx et al., 2013).
4. But how green is going skiing in Australia?
There is greater sensitivity in the community about the carbon footprint associated with
activities such as recreation and tourism, as well as flying (Bhowmik, 2020; New York Times,
2021). There has also been a recent push for sustainability across the particularly vulnerable ski
industry (Salome, van Bottenburg and van den Heuvel, 2013; Haugom et al., 2021). Skiing in
Australian snow resorts that rely on making snow to offset reduced natural snow cover is
vulnerable to such a focus. As a result of COVID, people are rapidly moving towards
environmental and social value-based decisions including about travel (Deloitte 2021; New
York Times, 2021). Millennials and generation Z rank climate change and the environment as
among their top concerns, but are concerned about the commitment of business to reverse
climate change and fix the environment (Deloitte 2021). These factors add to the ‘brand’ risk
of Australian skiing with a massive carbon footprint due to its reliance on making snow.
Increasing ‘housing’ in a national park also goes directly against these values.
5. Beds for winter in resorts increases social costs to the region, not year-round tourism
Increasing bed numbers/dwellings for winter tourism does not support the aims of the SMSAP
for enhancing year-round tourism. Rather, it will increase many local social and economic risks.
A tourism product with an even stronger focus on high numbers over short periods followed by
long periods of very limited activity is highly vulnerable to external factors. (Barnett et al.
2015). This includes increasing instability with a large transient winter workforce as well as
increasing prices and limiting access to social resources in towns around KNP during the peak
periods in winter. Also, small scale tourism operators in regional towns are more flexible than
single bigger operators running tourism resorts not only in terms of dealing with climate change
and other disrupter events: and more of the economic benefits remain in the region.

6. Mental health benefits of low-key active tourism in Parks
Recent research has demonstrated the significant mental health benefits associated with
exposure to nature (Buckley et al. 2019 and references there in). Individual recreation in natural
areas in parks is estimated to provide an economic benefit to the community of $10,000 per
5

visitor per year in Australia, and $100 billion per year total (Buckley et al. 2019). Such benefits
are not provided to the same extent by commercial tourism within urban enclaves in parks. As
Buckley et al. stated, “For protected area management agencies, the key conclusion is that
operational management and infrastructure that encourages individual visitors to visit public
protected areas contributes substantially more to national economies than arrangements to
increase commercial tourism.” Facilitating individual non-commercial opportunities for
nature-based environmentally sustainable tourism outside resorts enhances the mental health
benefits of visitors with important social and economic value to the community. In contrast, the
proposed amendments involve not only provide more winter beds in resorts but also other high
end commercial tourism opportunities (helicopter rides, private travel on the summit road,
artificial hot springs). These ‘opportunities’ for the few degrade the nature focused experiences
of others and will cost the community by downgrading the mental health benefits of nature of
the many with limited benefit for the few.
7. Beds in parks not the same as beds in towns
Providing dwellings in resorts in KNP differs from other ‘urban’ locations. Specific challenges
involved are: (i) cold climate/snow in winter, (ii) highly sensitive environments including
riparian systems in and around the resorts and (iii) increases in associated stress to the
environment including from climate change. Costs are higher and the environmental risks
greater when building in the Park compared to providing similar buildings in Jindabyne or
elsewhere. In Victoria a different approach occurs: much of the new overnight accommodation
including individual alpine chalets and complexes is actually near or in local towns, not inside
parks.
8. Greater environmental and resource footprint per bed number in an even more
challenging environment
The capacity to provide the increased ‘town’ infrastructure to service bed numbers/smaller
private dwellings in the resorts in KNP will also be a significant environmental issue. New bed
numbers are likely to be in the form of more private/individualised dwellings. These will
exacerbate environmental issues compared with communal lodge style accommodation built in
the past. Consequently, the environmental demands per bed will be greater than those associated
with current bed numbers – e.g., the physical and environmental footprint per bed will be
greater. This major issue does not appear to have been considered in the SMSAP. This type of
accommodation will require access to increased volumes of water and generate more
wastewater. As mentioned above, the resorts are characterised by limited water catchments,
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precipitation is already declining including in winter, and much of what precipitates in winter
is in the form of snow rather than water in streams. Already, in both summer and winter a lack
of water and lack of capacity to effectively deal with wastewater has resulted in some cases in
the closure of resorts (such as Charlottes Pass). Adding more beds and dwellings – and hence
increasing by far more than 40% water demand for accommodation while water is becoming a
scarcer resource – is a major planning and environmental issue. It also sets up even greater
conflict between meeting the water supply needs for housing versus those required for snow
making: access to the volume of water for snowmaking is already a major consideration for
many resorts worldwide including in Australia (Pickering and Buckley, 2010). Although
recycling water has been implemented in some situations, this imposes additional costs via the
amount of energy required and the amounts of water recovered from recycling is not equivalent
to the water used.
9. Commercial buildings in parks can become stranded assets
There is a long and often difficult history of park agencies collaborating with private tourism
operators to build facilities within parks, where permission is often given based on the green
and eco-nature of the tourism (Buckley 2010, 2012). However, in many cases, although there
may be good intentions based on the initial private tourism operator, over time the focus of the
tourism often changes to more mainstream, and the environmental restrictions/requirements are
diluted. In some cases, the park agency ends up with the costs of maintaining and managing or
removing facilities that are no longer economic or required. When they do fail, then there are
massive costs to governments (Buckley, 2010, 2012). In response the tourism sector overseas,
and for other industries such as mining in Australia, are required to lodge rehabilitation bonds
to cover the complete demolition, removal, and restoration of infrastructure in areas of high
conservation, so costs of failed commercial enterprises do not fall to the community (Buckley,
2012). In KNP remediation costs are massive due to the nature of the environment as has
occurred with millions of dollars spent attempting to restore areas after cattle grazing and from
the Snowy Mountain Hydro Electric Scheme construction sites.

10. ‘Stranded’, ‘ash’ and ‘collapsed’ assets more likely with projected climate change
Ski resorts are increasingly at economic risk, and some are already closing, from the cascading
economic, environmental, and social impacts of climate change, (Scott et al. 2019, Steigher et
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al. 2019). This poses an additional challenge: KNP and the NSW Government may have to deal
with expensive ‘stranded’ assets and their amelioration costs (remediation, rehabilitation,
maintenance and removal). But this is not the only risk from climate change. Unfortunately, as
well as less snow in the Park, more intense and frequent extreme weather events, of longer
duration, are expected from projected climate change (Schwartz et al., 2019; Schwartz et al.,
2021; IPCC 2021ab). Increasing beds and dwellings and associated built faculties increases the
infrastructure in the KNP exposed to more dangerous catastrophic wildfires, becoming ‘ash
assets’ that need to be repaired or replaced following fires). The megafires of 2019-2020 that
resulted in the loss of Mt Selwyn ski resort have already dramatically demonstrated these
vulnerabilities for KNP (Canberra Times, 2020). There is also increased risk of extreme rainfall
events leading to flooding and landslips (Schwartz et al., 2019; Schwartz et al., 2021; IPCC
2021ab). These risks are even greater post fires when the water holding capacity of vegetation
and soils is reduced (Tomkins and Humphreys, 2005). The human cost of landslides in a ski
resort in Australia is something seared into the mind of most Australians, as well as the $40
million plus economic cost (Hand, 2000; Sydney Morning Herald, 2004). In other tourism
destinations in Australia, extensive damage to private facilities within parks caused by extreme
weather events has resulted in significant costs to rebuild or remediate (BBC, 2019).
Increasingly, the economics do not add up for private investors who may simple walk away
from damaged tourism resorts. In Australian a clear example of this is on the Greater Barrier
Reef, where 44% of 35 luxury island resorts were left derelict for years after issues with their
management and damage by extreme climatic events, to the cost of the environment and local
communities (BBC, 2019; Molly 2019). Hence an extremely cautious approach should be taken
with building yet more facilities that may end up as either stranded, ash or collapsed assets
where the (real) costs of remediation, rehabilitation, maintenance and removal fall to the public.
11. Buildings add to cost and risks of firefighting in a warmer world
More buildings in the resorts not only add to issues with stranded assets, they increase the
economic and human costs of fighting fires in the Parks. For the NSW National Parks Service,
their capacity for disaster management is severely challenged by catastrophic mega-fires. In
addition to the core focus on saving lives during wildfires, the parks service must also try to
protect their own infrastructure as well as key ecological assets. However, with more beds in
resorts, these challenges are increased such as having to evacuate more people along narrow
roads and pressure to prioritise defending private tourism infrastructure within resorts. This is
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a massive transference of cost and risk from private industry to the public as the resorts
‘risks/cost’ benefit for tourism infrastructure in the KNP differs to that outside the Park.

Why was there a proposal for more beds in the Park?
Considering the issues raised above, why then is there a proposal for such a massive increase
in bed numbers for resorts in KNP? What seems to be driving the demand for more beds in the
KNP is an economic desire by resorts to construct more individual smaller private dwellings
(small chalets, luxury apartments) and then lease them to provide a short-term economic gain,
rather than communal lodge style accommodation. This limited economic horizon does not
factor in the real costs of the proposals nor current and risking risks both environmental and
financial. Furthermore, it would enable the transfer of what should be private costs and risks to
the broader public. This “houses in parks” strategy raises many major issues for the NSW
National Parks Service as well as for the core conservation remit for the Park itself as
highlighted here.

SMSAP outside the Park
There are many aspects of the SMSAP draft that will deliver benefits where focused on
diversifying tourism and recreation away from winter and away from KNP. These include
providing new recreation activities and centres including for mountain biking and activating
the Jindabyne Lakeshore. These proposals provide more social equity, employment, increase
economic multiples and provide facilities for the community. This focus provides more small
business opportunities rather than the massive resort focused tourism. It will enhance resilience
in the regional tourism industry and provide more direct income that is created and remains in
the local community. It will allow the focus of tourism and recreation within KNP to be about
its natural assets rather than built facilities. This is critical in terms of the core mandate of
national parks, but also helps maintain the Park’s resilience to other threats including from
climate change, which is already degrading many of the biodiversity assets of KNP.
In the event that this issue is considered by a parliamentary commission of inquiry, we should
be glad to provide evidence in person.
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KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through
the inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and
commercial purpose. National Parks are gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes,
ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial activities may
be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation
objectives of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the
future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal, national and international obligations
to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so many environmental
issues, let’s not add over development of KNP those failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the
POM defining the limits of future development and activities after careful analysis of the values
and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly designed to increase
commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the
environmental values of KNP would be protected by future assessments under the
Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for
the assessment of individual developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem
processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park. The Masterplan and EP&Act
are the wrong tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to
sustain the proposed developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully
assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP
from the National Parks and Wildlife Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy
Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly sensitive, extremely
significant protected area.
The Resort Precincts

The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and
recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by
limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 40% to a
new cap of 14,000. All associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants
to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight
beds. The only justification provided is that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large
surplus of accommodation in KNP for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the only
purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural
snowline above the current resorts. The escalating costs and excessive water and power
consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic. The most
optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades, however if
current trends continue a single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure
and services to support those beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It
would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict so much damage on the
national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long
term, not for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas
of native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central objective of previous management plans
has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to existing development
footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require
careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples
include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and
helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely detract from the quiet
amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at
Yarrangobilly is of National, and International significance. Karst environments are highly
sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant values.

Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for the
sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs.
These would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located around hot
thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They
represent at best a contrived attempt to create a new tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural
appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose
raising the water temperature using large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model
sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a national park setting is
entirely at odds with community expectations.
Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional
parking will join additional accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover
declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short term. One is that the potential
sites for expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened
species and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that
KNP is very large and their development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the
park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened ecological communities and
species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred
hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in
the particular areas proposed for development such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport
model that Australians are rapidly abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks should
be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands better
mass transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International
alliance ‘the high ambition coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to
halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NSW protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go
to get anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing

conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land clearance, infrastructure
development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger
the conservation values of the park. At a time when we should be stretching towards higher
ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to diminish one of the
jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
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Attention: Manager, NPWS Planning Evaluation and Assessment
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21 August 2021
Kosciuszko National Park Draft Amendment

Good Afternoon,

Kosciuszko National Park truly is one of Australia’s treasures.

I’ve been fortunate enough to visit this National Park on 3 occasions, and each time am still blown
away by its beauty.
I have reviewed the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan and have great
concerns regarding the environmental impact that commercialising this area will have. I have also
looked over the Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management and have concerns these
amendments are only being made to make the unsustainable development of the Snowy Mountains
Special Activation permissible.
Kosciuszko National Park is a popular park and has many visitors each year; although this is great
that people are wanting to see the beauty of it, I don’t think we should be encouraging mass
amounts of people by increasing accommodation and facilities. The main role of National Parks is
the conservation of animals, the environment, plants, ecosystems and restoring biodiversity; over
commercialising this area risks the ability to sustain that role.
With the IPCC’s most recent report stating how catastrophic our future will be if we don’t make
changes to restore our climate to a healthy level; this change to Kosciuszko National Park is a huge
step in the wrong direction.
This area should be protected and even though I am a frequent National Parks visitor, I am against
the over commercialisation of them.

Thank you for taking my submission into consideration.

Kind Regards,

Charlotte Weaver
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The Snowy Mountain SAP is a vision for sustainable future development both in Jindabyne and the nearby alpine area. In
particular I'm in favour of the area moving toward year round accomodation and recreational facilities to greater enhance visitor
experience during the summer months and sustain Jindabyne's economic viability into the future. The improvement to summer
time parking at Charlotte Pass is a safety issue and needs to be addressed as a matter of urgency. The capability for helicopters to
land within the snowfields is also a safety issue along with being an attractive means of transportation to the snowfields. Let's also
not forget that that prior to the establishment of the national park the alpine area was used extensively for cattle grazing, the old
mountain huts are iconic and part of our heritage as are the brumbies.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:17:55 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Cheryn
Last name
Turner
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I Strongly oppose this development. I wish for the site to remain as is for car based camping wi h free in obstructed river access
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:31:26 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chloe
Last name
D'Monte
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object the Snowy Mountain SAP because the masterplan is spreading extremely misleading information about the state and resilience of the
Kosciuszko National Park. The KNP has fragile Karst systems and is already under environmental stress from land clearing, climate change (including
wildfires), feral horses and currents resorts. It can not cope with the added stress of helicopters, 4wd tracks, artificial Japanese style saunas and large
resorts/car parks. This masterplan is in complete disregard of the environment and is purely designed to profit the rich in a dying industry that may only
be around for another two decades. We need to be seeing long term management plans hat are designed to protect the environment, not exploit it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Sunday, 15 August 2021 10:02 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sun, 15/08/2021 - 10:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chloe
Last name
Ives
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This plan will destroy the overall nature and niceness of destroying Kosciuszko as a sanctuary. This plan claims that Kosciuszko is
in ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’ condition but this plan has not provided clear environmental evidence to support these
claims. This is deliberately misleading the public to believe that these changes to Kosciuszko will not directly impact the
environment. It will lead to serious damages that the environment will not recover from including but not limited to;
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 10:14 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 10:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
chris
Last name
Bellhouse
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is a beautiful natural campground that should be protected when places that feel natural and wild become harder to find.
I used to stay here as child when my family did not have funds available to pay for commercial camps. I don't think it is fair that
future generations will miss out because they can't afford to stay somewhere like this.
Further, development into the sort of commercial campground proposed destroys the real natural and wild feel of the location even
for those who can still afford to stay.
Areas like this should be treated as Australian's common right, not privately controlled by someone for commercial interest. The
campground should be managed by NPWS, maintaining control in the interests of the public, not for private enterprise.
Finally, there are few great stretches of whitewater in Australia and this location is well positioned to access one. It is not fair if the
paddling community gets cut off by a commercial operator.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 7:07:32 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 19:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
Brewster
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not support increased development in KNP. I visited KNP in April. We hiked around Yarrangobilly, Kosciusko and Thredbo. The obvious damage
from 2020 bushfires alone will take decades to recover. Increased development will put an already fragile environment fur her at risk.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

I have engaged in this sport all over the world, eg Alaska, Canada, the USA and Europe. It attracts the very best in people who
wish to conserve the natural beauty of the river and its environs, not to mention the money.
I love the solitude of fly fishing with my mates, children and grandchildren.
My submission is to promote fly fishing on the Mowamba River together with small houses scattered on the properties close to the
river For every 10 acres of subdivision, I recommend an allowance of 20 small houses for fishing accommodation in each property
facing the river. All the sewage can be pumped back up the hill into the existing sewage pipes that traverse all these properties that
then go back to the Jindabyne sewerage treatment works. This will keep the river frontage in a pristine condition for years to come
and bring a different type of visitor to the area, who cares for the environment.
This submission will bring anglers from all over the world to the Jindabyne area to fly fish for trout and has the benefit of not
destroying the environment like skiing and mountain bike riding do. I even suggest an above ground walking structure over the
track, just like is on the Thredbo track at Eagles Nest to Kosciusko peak.
Pls add to the development plan trout fishing between the Snowy River Way and the bridge over the Mowamba river on the Barry
Way and include the allowed development of fishing dedicated buildings on the properties adjacent to the river
The streets affected are Mowamba Way, River Run, the Barry Way and Carinya lane.
Rgds, Chris
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 14 August 2021 4:54 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 16:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
chris
Last name
cairns
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am very disappointed with the NSW state governments proposal increase accommodation and associated infrastucture inside
Kosciuszko National Park.
There is currently more than enough accommodation for most of the year. This
development will become stranded assets inside twenty years, and more likely
ten, with newer climate change predictions. We cannot afford to put greater pressure on the ecology values of this National Park.
National Parks belong to all of us ! Remember that !
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 2:09:28 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 14:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
Hart
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have recently had a discussion with Parks NSW regarding the excessive closure of land to public access in the Kosciusko National Park. It was
explained to me hat he measures are necessary to ensure the environment remains in pristine condition. Therefore much of the park must remain
locked up behind gates.
To then even suggest that it would be a good idea to bulldoze all of these previously untouched areas is laughable. For years residents of NSW and
Australia as a whole have been locked out of exploring their own country. And now that there may be money involved from bringing in “high end”
customers it all of a sudden becomes perfectly reasonable to destroy the very park that for years has been under lock and key for its protection.
Commit to something and stop with the lies. Protect nature like yo claim to so effectively do, or destroy it and unlock the gates for all. You can not have
your cake and eat it too
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 10 August 2021 9:32 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 10/08/2021 - 09:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
chris
Last name
howden
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Morning,
the idea that the Snowies can handle an increase in beds of 60% is ludicrious. There is sufficient accomodation there for those
who really want to ski or enjoy it in other ways.
Furthermore the additional development of helicopters etc are simply unacceptable. No-one wants to be out in a wilderness area
only to have it ruined by the Whoop Whoop Whoop of helicpoters all day!!
Please leave the current Master Plan as is.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 14 August 2021 11:15 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 23:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
Keenan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Dear Sir
I do support the need to plan for the future, I do have concerns with the level of development proposed for the Kosciuszko Nation
Park.
While I support people accessing KNP winter and summer, their activities should not be at the expense of the nation park. KNP
needs to be protected not privatised.
The existing building envelopes of the ski resorts should not be increased and any new structures built inside the lease area should
meet and exceed the highest environmental standards.
Expanding skiing areas should be allowed where environmental sensitive area are protected.
With regard to Jindabyne area.
Any West Jindabyne development be sparse and limited to ensure it does not dominate the landscape.
Regards.
1

PS. Please remove the feral horses from KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 9 August 2021 5:39 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 17:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
Long
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Hi
The MTB trails at Talbingo should be included in the Snowy Mountains Activation Precinct.
Thanks
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 11 August 2021 9:56 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 11/08/2021 - 09:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
Love
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The National Parks in the Snowy Mountains are already stressed because of fire damage and the existing infrastructure as well as
the impact that Snowy.2 will have.
We also need wild undeveloped areas to recreate in for our mental health.
Cheers
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:47:47 PM
bsc-submission-to-smsap-final pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
Marrable
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
bsc-submission-to-smsap-final.pdf

Submission
I am a memberof Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, wi h two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessments
Dept of Planning, Industry and Environment Locked Bag 5022
Parramatta NSW 2124

23 August 2021
Dear Ms Sargeant,

SUBMISSION TO SMSAP CONSULTATION
This submission has been prepared on behalf of the members of Brindabella Ski Club (BSC).
BSC is an established club with a history dating back to 1951 and has been an important and
positive contributor to the development of both Guthega and Thredbo. The club started as
the YMCA Ski Club of Canberra and while we are registered in the ACT, more than half our
members reside in NSW.
BSC has over 1,000 individual members, alpine enthusiasts active across all seasonal
activities. We have a significant Summer Member category, an area where we wish to see
further growth.
BSC has always been a forward-looking club with an active committee tasked with ensuring
alignment to the regions plans and identifying opportunities to further grow the club. We
promote alpine activities and pursuits for our members and the wider community.
BSC has a long-standing presence, interest and investment in Kosciuszko National Park. BSC
has had lodges in Guthega (Tiobunga and Kyilla) since 1955 and Thredbo (Waragun and
previously Carinya) since 1969.
We are well placed to appreciate and understand the challenges facing the region
particularly with increased usage of the resorts and the need to adapt to a decreasing
winter season to transform the area to a unique all-season destination.
The committee and several of our members have reviewed the SMSAP and are generally
supportive of many of the recommendations in the SMSAP.
BSC is a member of SLOPES. We have reviewed and strongly endorse the joint submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. We believe that
the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to
enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests
in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National
Park for all.

We believe that it is vital to ensure the voice of member-based clubs is included in the
ongoing formation of a sustainable and inclusive plan for the region. Further to that end we
have prepared this brief submission and we request ongoing participation in the SMSAP
consultation.
Many of the points raised in the plan align with BSC’s vision and strategy for the club.

Comments
General
1.
BSC supports the vision of the SAP Master Plan to further develop a year-round
economy by promoting the resorts, particularly Thredbo and Perisher Range Resorts, as a
leading year-round destination in the region, with new seasonal activities, particularly those
conducive to increasing summer visitation.
2.
BSC supports the proposal to increase capacity and accommodation within the
Alpine Resorts areas. We are keen to understand and explore opportunities to increase our
own capacity, by further leases or through the opportunities available to existing
providers/clubs to ‘renew and expand existing buildings’ such as our existing lodges in both
Guthega and Thredbo.
3.
BSC supports the planning for climate change and environmental resilience.
4.
BSC supports the aim to encourage a growing year-round economy in the Snowy
Mountains Region.
5.
Whilst the plan outlines initiatives like ‘Park and Ride’ BSC believes the plan as
outlined does not address the issue of further congestion on the roads and in the resort and
does not adequately address the environmental impact of such congestion in providing
additional access to meet future demand.
6.
BSC believes the voices of clubs like ours have a unique ability to support, shape and
influence the plan. As such we encourage direct engagement with member-based clubs in
further development of the plan.
7.
BSC would like to see further detail of how the “Park and Ride” service would work
and an analysis of usage and its impact on road congestion. We would also be interested in
consideration of a shuttle service between Guthega and Perisher, particularly in early and
late season when there may be no lift access out of Guthega. This would also be of great
assistance to families with young children wishing to access Perisher for snow sports lessons
starting too early to allow for access from Guthega by lifts.

Thredbo
8.
BSC supports maintaining the “alpine village” character of Thredbo. This includes
both physical and social aspects, with importance on:
a.
Building scale, appearance and materials
b.
Pedestrian access throughout the village
c.
Views and outlooks from accommodation and restaurants
d.
Having a small permanent population of local residents who help define the
character of the village and welcome visitors
e.
Maintaining the high proportion of club based accommodation in the village,
as club membership fosters a sense of community.
9.
BSC is concerned that any redevelopment of the day parking and Pipeline Track
areas must have sympathy for an attractive outlook for existing properties in the area.

10.
BSC supports the requirements for additional day and overnight parking at Thredbo.
Whilst we support the concept of a Multi deck car park at Friday Flat we have significant
interest in the design and visibility from the accommodation lodges in the Friday Flat area.
We are also concerned with the environmental impact being so close to the water way. We
are particularly interested in plans for the car park directly adjacent to Waragun at the end
of MacKenzie Place in the Friday Flat area.
11.
BSC encourages consideration of extending the amenities consistent with the ‘village
feel’, such as restaurants, cafes and small scale retail, to the Friday Flat area. This will
reduce congestion in the main village and provide opportunities for businesses throughout
the resort.
12.
BSC is concerned that any redevelopment in the golf course, tennis courts or Pipeline
Track areas in Thredbo must take into account access for walkers and mountain bikers
within and around the village as well as through the village using the Thredbo Valley and
Dead Horse Gap Tracks.

Guthega and Perisher Range Resorts
13.
Discussion in the Draft Master Plan on the Perisher Range Resorts area appears to
focus on winter activities, with little discussion on summer activities. BSC wishes to see
increased focus on growth in summer activities in keeping with the stated aim of creating a
year-round economy for the region.
a.
There is no significant permanent population in the Perisher Range Resorts.
In contrast, Thredbo has a permanent population between 400 – 500 people.
Thredbo’s permanent population has been instrumental in driving activity in
Thredbo outside the winter season. BSC believes consideration should be given to
establishing a small permanent population in Perisher to drive summer activity
there.
14.
BSC agrees that Guthega has a unique character, influenced by its small size and
relative isolation. We feel that there is some ambiguity in the draft master plan regarding
constraining opportunities for new development and limiting land to accommodation
upgrades and expansion within current lease boundaries. We believe that providing
opportunity for enhancement and/or expansion of existing buildings can provide increased
accommodation whilst minimising the impacts to the village and surrounding environment.
This approach will assist to minimise daily traffic coming in and out of the village due to
visitors being unable to stay in the village due to limited accommodation, particularly in the
winter months. It will also support leaseholders to maximise and maintain the potential of
existing buildings delivering a more sustainable village over the 40 years of the plan.
15.
BSC is concerned that any camping facilities provided within Guthega must be very
low key, low visibility facilities in order not to have adverse impact on the character of the
village and the outlook from the existing lodges.
16.
BSC supports sealing the road into Guthega to reduce silt runoff into the river as well
as improving access to the village. We ask that consideration be given to safety for cyclists
using the road in summer. The road has many blind bends making it hazardous for cyclists.
17.
BSC seeks greater clarity on the intent of the draft master plan in regards to
mountain biking opportunities from Guthega. The plan does not specifically state if any of
the proposed trail development will improve access for mountain bikes. As many of our
members use our Thredbo lodge for biking, we see great opportunity to increase utilisation
of the Guthega lodges in the warmer months through improved bike access.

Other
18.
BSC wishes to see consideration to traffic flow improvements at the junction of
Kosciuszko Road and the Alpine Way. This junction is a bottle neck for traffic leaving the
resort areas, particularly on the Alpine Way, in peak times. The time added to the long drive
home adds to driver fatigue and detracts from road safety.
19.
BSC notes that there is no mention in the Draft Master Plan of feral animals such as
horses (brumbies), deer, cats and foxes. We believe that the increasing numbers of feral
animals in Kosciuszko National Park is damaging to environmentally sensitive areas within
the park and is a threat to biodiversity. This is inconsistent with stated objectives for
environmental resilience. BSC believes that a Master Plan to leverage the region’s unique
environmental attributes to establish a resilient year-round tourism destination must
include measures to protect the environment. As such we believe that adequate control of
feral animals within the park should be addressed within the Master Plan.
Yours Sincerely,

James Lawrence
President
Brindabella Ski Club

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 9 August 2021 7:35 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 19:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
Moase
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This Park needs to be left alone, the people that currently use it don’t want to see this happen!!!!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 3 August 2021 6:57 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 03/08/2021 - 06:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
O'Neill
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the further commercial development of the snowy mountains, and the opening up of walking tracks to public vehicles.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 5:49:54 PM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 17:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
peterson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Hi there
I would like you to consider re zoning my property
to r5 as part of the master plan
It is situated between two similarly zoned areas and would be a great location for more semi rural property
Regards, Chris
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 9 August 2021 6:35 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 18:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
chris
Last name
peterson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Hi there, I would like to suggest re zoning my property to R5 zoning in this plan.
My block is

Jindabyne and is located next

It is an ideal block for lots of the same size and would be a good match to go between cobbon estate and next door.
Regards, Chris
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:57:53 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
Phelan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As some who travels from the northern end of the country to enjoy this great natural resource, I object any developments that will destroy this great
area. If you cant enjoy its natural beauty the way it is, maybe you shouldn't be there in the first place.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:58:30 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
chris
Last name
starkey
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
-The biodiversity impact of cabins and glamping at Island Bend is under considered. Accommodation of the proposed scale would require upgraded
roads, infrastructure for water and energy, and waste water. The physical footprint of the cabins and infrastructure take up area that should be used for
re-vegetation, as it is classed as 'high' value.
-The site is listed of being largely of high value biodiversity, however as there is damage to some of the areas there should be plans to re-vegetate.
This should be done in conjunction with low impact, hiking style camping to preserve the visual impacts and maximize the biodiversity in the area,
rather than large scale facilities. These style of facilities are more prone to caravan park style accommodation, where tourists do not use resources
and energy in a low impact way e.g. treat hot water as an infinite resource. Minimalist camping at island is more suitable to achieve low impact.
-The island bend site currently has erosion problems which should be addressed.
-Feral deer are contributing to vegeta ion damage, the plans have not addressed ongoing management of this issue.
-The use of helicopters and air transport in the park has visual and audible impact which seriously detract from he area.
-Air transport is an extremely energy intensive option, which is not congruent with low impact eco-tourism.
-Cost benefit analysis of any of the transport options is lacking in the plan. Gondolas for ski field access are expensive to install which would be
passed onto the tourist. It is far cheaper and more convenient for private transport. As such gondola would likely have low uptake by ski tourists.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 10:19:07 AM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 10:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
Whitton
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Essentially, I see he Plan as detrimental to current ecological balance of the region. There is too much pressure on watercourses, flora and fauna as it
is. Now. With feral animals, pests of many types.
The section of the plan titled Alpine Resorts p.90 onwards, is not supported, at all. Development such as proposed for Thredbo and Perisher is
rejected.
Visitor access changes rejected. The skitube was built for a reason: to keep vehicles numbers way down in he delicate areas leading up to Perisher
Valley and Gu hega.
Thanks
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 30 June 2021 6:59 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 30/06/2021 - 06:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
Wilson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Helicopter access will ruin the environment both from sound intrusion and from pollution. It will only benefit the rich. No more on
mountain accommodation, use Jindabyne for that.
Finally the parking at Charlotte pass is a joke, cars nearly fall off the road. Barilaro will ruin the snowy Mountains, what's green
about allowing horses to ruin the area and fly choppers around?? Accommodation in summer is ample up there. STOP
MONETISING OUR HERITAGE AREAS! !!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:03:45 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christel
Last name
Rudd
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This part of Australian should remain untouched. Stop developing save the environment and enjoy it in its natural state.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 12 August 2021 11:38 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 12/08/2021 - 11:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christian
Last name
Barraclough
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dear NPA,
This is a ludicrous proposal. All remaining wilderness areas must stay untouched in their natural state as much as possible in
regards to current global environmental crisis.
This park is one of the remaining pristine areas in the world and must be kept that way . The thought is an absolute disgrace to the
nation. There is plenty of resorts there at the moment without more causing more impact. More development means more rubbish
waste and high traffic . This will impact the precious remaining wildlife and fragile ecosystem of the area.
It must “not go ahead “under any circumstances.
Regards Christian Barraclough
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 31 July 2021 10:29 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 31/07/2021 - 22:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christian
Last name
Forsterling
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The broad vision of Snowy Mountains SAP is to "... grow a strong one-season visitor economy into a successful four-season
destination by stimulating economic development and investment and increasing year-round jobs in supporting industries." (refer
introductory paragraphs above).
The proposal to destroy the highest golf course in Australia which can be promoted as a key 3 season activity for private
accommodation is completely contrary to the broad vision of promoting non-winter activities. The course is iconic, challenging but
fun, and set in a unique environment. A six hole course will never be considered as a "golf course". Usage to date may not be
excessive however marketing of this great icon is minimal.
The area also lends itself to an opportunity to provide a cross country skiing course with minimal effort. Cross country skiing is a
true alternative for families and visitors when weather conditions up high prevent other activities. It is also a sustainable eco
friendly activity on the rise.
Use of this land for commercial accommodation is completely inconsistent with the broad visions of sustainable year round
activities.
I strongly object to the removal of the golf course from public usage for the benefit of private accommodation.

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 11:19 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 11:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christina
Last name
Webb
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Area Precinct: Individual Submission
Christina Webb, Resident of Snowy Mountains for 48 years
Jindabyne West (Page 76)
Comment
Residential development with supporting mixed use (point 1)
• Building heights need to be limited to 2 storeys.
• The mix of suggested residential and tourist accommodation is questionable because many of the younger tourists and seasonal
staff regard Jindabyne as a party town, not to mention litter distributed personally and by the wind in their wake.
• Shared accommodation by tourists and seasonal staff with a lack of off-street parking, will exacerbate parking problems in
residential streets.
Connectivity (point 2)
• The connections for residents to services in and around Jindabyne will not be easy and the use of a private vehicle will still be a
necessity, thus exacerbating the parking needs in the centre of Jindabyne. Park & ride options will not be suitable for young
families or people over the age of 50 with declining health or mobility.
Green infrastructure (point 3)
• Housing needs to be interspersed with green areas where children can play after school. The distances to the green
1

infrastructure from the majority of houses are too great for children to enjoy.
• Hilltop parks are not enjoyable in windy Jindabyne. They only serve as photo opportunities for visitors.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 12:10 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 12:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christina
Last name
Webb
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Area Precinct: Individual Submission
Christina Webb, Resident of Snowy Mountains for 48 years
Western Lake Jindabyne (pages 66 & 67)
Comment
Access & connectivity (Point 2)
• Whilst three sub-divisions blocks for development are noted on Figure 19 there is no planned area for “green” zones or green
corridors for wildlife coming from the Kosciuszko National Park and surrounds, for them to access water in Lake Jindabyne except
near Curiosity Rocks which is of indigenous significance.
Figure 19: Western Lake Jindabyne structure plan (page 67)
• I am opposed to the large area of land between Kosciuszko Road and the foreshore of Lake Jindabyne being allocated to solely
tourism. Building development in this area will most certainly detract from its scenic qualities as a foreground to the Snowy
Mountains landscape. The green infrastructure and public recreation areas should be increased to 50%.
Lake Jindabyne Village at Rabbits’ Corner (Points 1 & 2)
• This development by a Canberra real estate developer was rejected by Snowy River Shire some 15 years ago as it would detract
from the scenic beauty of the lake and backdrop provided by the foothills of the Main Range. The landscape has not changed. To
1

clutter it with tourism accommodation and infrastructure located on steep ground just for views of the lake is an appalling prospect.
It would be a crime to demolish the forest of eucalypts on the hillside on the western side of the Alpine Way.
• Should ugliness prevail, then a two storey height limit with underground parking should be imposed.
• The streets should be sufficiently wide enough to cater for kerbside parking and allow for two vehicles to pass one another
without difficulty. The original plans showed narrow streets and buildings close to one another on a hillside and suggested that
people would walk between them.
• The cost of a chairlift for photo opportunities on the southern side of the Alpine Way would not be viable.
Figure 19: Western Lake Jindabyne structure plan (page 67)
• I am opposed to the large area of land between Kosciuszko Road and the foreshore of Lake Jindabyne being allocated to solely
tourism. Building development in this area will most certainly detract from its scenic qualities as a foreground to the Snowy
Mountains landscape. The green infrastructure and public recreation areas should be increased to 50%.
Christina Webb (Resident of 48 years)
. 17 August 2021
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 4:21 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 16:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christina
Last name
Webb
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Area Precinct: Individual Submission Phone # supplied
Christina Webb, Resident of Snowy Mountains for 48 years
Jindabyne West (Page 76)
Comment
Residential development with supporting mixed use (point 1)
• Building heights need to be limited to 2 storeys.
• The mix of suggested residential and tourist accommodation is questionable because many of the younger tourists and seasonal
staff regard Jindabyne as a party town, not to mention litter distributed personally and by the wind in their wake.
• Shared accommodation by tourists and seasonal staff with a lack of off-street parking, will exacerbate parking problems in
residential streets.
Connectivity (point 2)
• The connections for residents to services in and around Jindabyne will not be easy and the use of a private vehicle will still be a
necessity, thus exacerbating the parking needs in the centre of Jindabyne. Park & ride options will not be suitable for young
families or people over the age of 50 with declining health or mobility.
Green infrastructure (point 3)
• Housing needs to be interspersed with green areas where children can play after school. The distances to the green
1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 4:39 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 16:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christina
Last name
Webb
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Area Precinct - Transport
Christina Webb. Resident of Snowy Mountains for 48 years
8. Transport and connectivity (Page 32)
Comment
Ojectives (point 1)
Mass transport and Park and ride initiatives are well suited to single travellers and “mountain” staff who often leave their equipment
at their place of employment. However, in the current climate when a family of 2, 3 or 4 go skiing, the cost of travel by bus is
increases as the Kosciuszko National Park entry fee is added to the individual bus ticket. The cost of entry by car is levied for the
vehicle only and travel by private car is a much cheaper option for families.
It is unfortunate that the current park and ride initiative sustainability trials are being conducted during a period of COVID
restrictions when tourism is non-existent.
Christina Webb (resident for 48 years)

1

17th August 2021
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 5:35 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 17:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christina
Last name
Webb
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Area Precinct - Individual Submission
Christina Webb – Resident of Jindabyne for 48 years
Southern Connector Road Pages 56 & 57
Comment
Paragraph 5 & Figure 15 – “Proposed two lanes, one lane in each direction with a bike lane on southern side of the road and a
pedestrian lane on the northern side.
Comment:
• Two lanes on the Southern Connector (one in either direction) is totally inadequate for the anticipated volumes of traffic
envisaged in the future growth of the area with substantial increases in tourism visitation and residential population. Four lanes
need to be constructed now, not in the distant future.
• The current two lanes of Kosciuszko road are scarcely adequate for the traffic flow in peak tourism periods and on certain holiday
periods when up to one hour delays can occur. If you reduce lanes on Kosciusko Road to two lanes, and construct the two lanes
(one in either direction) on the Southern Connector, is “Robbing Peter to pay Paul.” It is essential that four lanes on Kosciuszko
Road remain.
• At the proposed intersection of the Southern Connector with the Barry Way, a substantial roundabout will need to be constructed
due to the volume of traffic on both roads. Currently it can be extremely hazardous entering or crossing the Barry Way which
1

effectively cuts Jindabyne in two! Roundabouts will also be required where the Southern Connector joins and exists Kosciuszko
Road.
• Any shopping complexes constructed at the intersection of the Southern Connector will require widening for entry and exit lanes
on the Southern Connector.
• Trees planted alongside roads present a roadside hazard, especially in the Snowy Mountains where wind speeds in excess of
100 kmph and or black ice, are quite common and the danger of being hit by a falling branch or a tree is a very real possibility.
Deciduous trees are not native to this area and require watering – their survival rate is limited.
• The distance between the Jindabyne dam wall and the Barry Way is long and I am doubtful that it will be extensively used as a
pedestrian thoroughfare as it has no scenic attraction such as Lake Jindabyne. People who are fit enough to walk this distance will
most likely cycle.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the consideration of a Southern Connector route which has been on the drawing
board for over fifty years!
Christina Webb

17th August 2021
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 12:16 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 12:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christina
Last name
Webb
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Area Precinct – Individual Submission
Christina Webb
Local resident for 48 years
Jindabyne Town Centre and foreshore Pages 46 & 47, 48
Comment:
Waterfront Park, Page 46 Figure 11
• The creation of a beach looks good on the plans however with wind and wave action on Lake Jindabyne there will be constant
erosion of sand, however, it will be difficult and expensive to retain sand in a designated beach area
• The rising and falling levels of the Jindabyne hydro lake will impact on a permanent jetty for small boats.
A new Town Square Page 48 Figure 12
• The planned open spaces and a town square will reduce the already stretched parking opportunities in Jindabyne’s retail section.
• A multi-story parking station will go some way to reduce the street-side parking for employees of business houses, but it will not
meet the needs of residents doing a weekly shop. There is a limit to the distance one can push a shopping trolley full of groceries
to one’s vehicle due to Jindabyne’s sloping topography.
Streets for People Page 49
• Para 2 Kosciuszko Road should not be reduced to 2 lanes. For safe access to the lake, pedestrian crossings are needed on all
1

streets that enter Kosciuszko Road in the centre of Jindabyne.
• Kosciuszko Road (either 2 or 4 lanes) with road-side parking is a dangerous solution when people & children are getting in and
out of cars on a street
• Para 3 On Snowy River Avenue and others in the centre of Jindabyne, efforts to create tree lined streets will prove extremely
difficult due to the rain shadow under which Jindabyne lies and prevailing extreme weather conditions and high winds in excess of
100 kph, often occurring.
Address:

18th August 2021

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 10:12 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 10:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christina
Last name
Webb
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Area Precinct: Individual Submission
Christina Webb, Resident of Snowy Mountains for 48 years (1972-20210)
Economy and Industry (Page 31)
Comment
Ojectives (para.4)
• Tourism is not a sustainable industry as COVID 19 has shown.
• Not everyone is suited to be employed in the hospitality “service” industry or sport. There is a need for adult education,
particularly at a tertiary level, eg TAFE or a university campus.
Address:
17 August 2021

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:29:41 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 08:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christine
Last name
Davies
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission

I strongly object to the nature of the changes proposed in the Special Activation Precinct and the haste in which he public is expected to comment on
them.
We should be attempting to preserve the flora, fauna and landforms of this magnificent area. Climate change, pest species and unsympathetic human
ac ivity pose huge threats of irreversible damage and degradation both within the Special Activa ion Precinct and around it.
I oppose:
• More accommodation and o her structures wi hin Kosciuszko Na ional Park
• More powered vehicle activity
• More horse riding and unsympathetic riding of unpowered bicycles
• Further neglect of damage by invasive fauna and flora species, especially feral horses
An extension of time to lodge submissions is needed to allow full public input.
Christine Davies

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:14:13 PM
sap-submission-christine-donnelly-22-august-2021.docx

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christine
Last name
Donnelly
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
sap-submission-christine-donnelly-22-august-2021.docx

Submission
We have a long associa ion wi h the Jindabyne area, starting in the early 2000’s when we started making regular skiing trips, to 12 seasons spent
living and working in he area, to the present day when we have moved here permanently and are currently building a house in East Jindabyne.
While we are generally supportive of the aims of the Snowy Mountains SAP we do have concerns and objections to some aspects.
Height Limit
The Master Plan claims to provide an ‘improved public domain and town centre.’ A focus area is to create ‘an attractive and modern alpine village.’
We strongly object to the raising of any height limits within Jindabyne CBD, especially to the equivalent of 5-6 storeys. This is exactly the sort of
development this town does NOT need. It does NOT create an ‘alpine village.’ It will give developers the green light to build mixed-use commercial
buildings crowned with multi-million-dollar pen houses for he mega-rich to visit once a year. Such high-rise development is in direct contrast to the aim
of making Jindabyne a human-scale, pedestrian friendly town that invites locals and visitors to stroll around, enjoying the fresh air and al fresco
atmosphere. This sort of development will create cold, shady streets and wind tunnels that will direct the strong westerlies into spaces between
buildings with hurricane strength vortexes.
It is hard to think of a ski town anywhere in the world that has this style of development at its core. Most of the ski town and resorts that we have been
in – Canada, USA, Japan, France, Austria and Switzerland – are all small scale, creating a village-like atmosphere hat is in sympathy with he beauty
and majesty of their surrounds. The few exceptions – possibly Whistler, in Canada and Chamonix, in France – have been carefully planned to provide
large open areas to allow sunshine in and do not have the strong winds that we experience on a regular basis.
The plan talks of creating ‘high-quality public spaces and improved pedestrian connections wi h winter and summer weather in mind.’ What is the point
of creating pedestrian walkways and bridge links to the lake if the sun is cut off by multi-storey apartment blocks and people are being blown off their
feet? Please preserve the ‘ski-town’ atmosphere of Jindabyne by protec ing it from this proposed increased height limit.
Planning & Zoning
Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct covers the established areas of Jindabyne and removes planning authority from the Snowy Monaro Council. This
‘streamlined planning framework’ favours developers’ commercial needs over the aspira ions of locals and visitors. How does it ensure the interests of
those who live here all year round are balanced against multi-national commercial developers located hundreds of kilometres away, or even overseas?
For instance, the Jindabyne Central School site presents a golden opportunity for developers. Large, centrally located, adjacent to shops and
amenities, any developer would view this as a prize site for maximising development. The plan categorises it as ‘mixed use.’ This is vague enough but
when the planning approval is removed from a local authority and placed in the hands of remote bureaucrats it is very worrying. While we support a coordinated approach to future planning, we do not think this is enhanced by removing the approval process away from hose who have most to lose.
The Jindabyne Growth Precinct covers areas that are at present largely undeveloped. Meaning there is much greater opportunity to get things right –
or wrong. While the Snowy River LEP still applies here is a lot of planned rezoning hat is broad in scope but vague in detail.
For instance, the proposed new township of Western Lake Jindabyne is zoned 90% ‘tourism & development’ and 10% green infrastructure. What is
‘tourism’ and what is ‘development’? While the Lake Jindabyne Scenic Protection Area limits visual impact on scenic quality, on paper this looks like a
massive complex of housing and hotels with a very slim green fringe and a new boat ramp. How does his mix meet the vision of the SAP which calls
for a balanced development in an environmentally sensitive region ‘improving the visitor experience as well as amenity for the people living in the
region’? How can we be sure that developers will build housing that people can afford in an area with million-dollar views? Short answer, hey won’t.
We are concerned about he vague zoning descriptions that apply to East Jindabyne as well. Especially the notion of ‘eco-tourism.’
For instance, there is a proposal in front of Council for an ‘eco-resort’ which consists of a pala ial five-bedroom manager’s residence on top of a hill,
with ten demountable cabins and a fire pit down below. According to the developer, the fire pit sa isfies he requirement for an educa ional program.
This proposal is nothing more than a sham to circumvent zoning restrictions on sensitive land. What guarantee is there in the SAP (which we are told

will become THE planning instrument for the future) that these sorts of shenanigans won’t be used to push through shonky projects or gross
overdevelopments?
And we have heard talk of ‘five-star eco-resorts.’ What on earth does that mean? The very no ion of ‘five-star’, with its associated air-conditioned
conference rooms and heated pools, seems a world away from ‘eco.’ As we build our house, incorporating solar power and hydronic heating, and as
thermodynamically stable as we can make it, making a substan ial and sustainable investment into the future, we are well aware of what eco-building
entails.
We therefore request that the zoning guidelines be made much more specific around the notion of eco-tourism, to ensure that projects are of high
quality, environmentally sound and genuinely tied to educational programs for visitors to learn and appreciate the unique environment and bio-diversity
our area has to offer.
Infrastructure
The plan talks a lot about building infrastructure for future growth and development. This is fine but we need infrastructure NOW. We have regular
problems with he quality of our water supply, sewerage plants are at capacity in some areas and the town has very few footpaths. It’s all very well to
talk about future infrastructure but we are already sadly lacking and we do not see any Government commitments to fix this by way of budget
allocations either now or in he future. It is not sufficient to rely on developers’ contribu ions to fund these projects as they will always lag behind the
current need. So please bite the bullet and provide the plan and commit the funds to bring local infrastructure up to scratch to meet both present and
future needs of a world-class international tourist destination.
Southern Connector Road
Anyone who has travelled through Jindabyne on a winter weekend knows that a two-lane road (single lane each way) will be grossly insufficient to
carry the through traffic to he resorts. Please don’t make the same mistake they made in the ACT with Gungahlin Drive that had to be widened almost
as soon as it was finished. Build two-lanes each way if you are truly planning for forty years.
In summary, we find the Master Plan full of glowing and idealistic aspirations, supported by nice picture and colourful maps. It is a good presenta ion
which reads very well. But it is long on rhetoric and short on specifics, a plan that makes a lot of promises with no guarantee of implementation. As
usual, we have to take its contents on trust. At our age, a retired couple, we won’t be here to see it, but our children will. For their sakes, please take
note of our comments.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

We have a long association with the Jindabyne area, starting in the early 2000’s when we started
making regular skiing trips, to 12 seasons spent living and working in the area, to the present day
when we have moved here permanently and are currently building a house in East Jindabyne.
While we are generally supportive of the aims of the Snowy Mountains SAP we do have concerns
and objections to some aspects.
Height Limit
The Master Plan claims to provide an ‘improved public domain and town centre.’ A focus area is to
create ‘an attractive and modern alpine village.’
We strongly object to the raising of any height limits within Jindabyne CBD, especially to the
equivalent of 5‐6 storeys. This is exactly the sort of development this town does NOT need. It does
NOT create an ‘alpine village.’ It will give developers the green light to build mixed‐use commercial
buildings crowned with multi‐million‐dollar penthouses for the mega‐rich to visit once a year. Such
high‐rise development is in direct contrast to the aim of making Jindabyne a human‐scale,
pedestrian friendly town that invites locals and visitors to stroll around, enjoying the fresh air and al
fresco atmosphere. This sort of development will create cold, shady streets and wind tunnels that
will direct the strong westerlies into spaces between buildings with hurricane strength vortexes.
It is hard to think of a ski town anywhere in the world that has this style of development at its core.
Most of the ski town and resorts that we have been in – Canada, USA, Japan, France, Austria and
Switzerland – are all small scale, creating a village‐like atmosphere that is in sympathy with the
beauty and majesty of their surrounds. The few exceptions – possibly Whistler, in Canada and
Chamonix, in France – have been carefully planned to provide large open areas to allow sunshine in
and do not have the strong winds that we experience on a regular basis.
The plan talks of creating ‘high‐quality public spaces and improved pedestrian connections with
winter and summer weather in mind.’ What is the point of creating pedestrian walkways and bridge
links to the lake if the sun is cut off by multi‐storey apartment blocks and people are being blown off
their feet? Please preserve the ‘ski‐town’ atmosphere of Jindabyne by protecting it from this
proposed increased height limit.
Planning & Zoning
Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct covers the established areas of Jindabyne and removes planning
authority from the Snowy Monaro Council. This ‘streamlined planning framework’ favours
developers’ commercial needs over the aspirations of locals and visitors. How does it ensure the
interests of those who live here all year round are balanced against multi‐national commercial
developers located hundreds of kilometres away, or even overseas?
For instance, the Jindabyne Central School site presents a golden opportunity for developers. Large,
centrally located, adjacent to shops and amenities, any developer would view this as a prize site for
maximising development. The plan categorises it as ‘mixed use.’ This is vague enough but when the
planning approval is removed from a local authority and placed in the hands of remote bureaucrats
it is very worrying. While we support a co‐ordinated approach to future planning, we do not think
this is enhanced by removing the approval process away from those who have most to lose.
The Jindabyne Growth Precinct covers areas that are at present largely undeveloped. Meaning there
is much greater opportunity to get things right – or wrong. While the Snowy River LEP still applies
there is a lot of planned rezoning that is broad in scope but vague in detail.

For instance, the proposed new township of Western Lake Jindabyne is zoned 90% ‘tourism &
development’ and 10% green infrastructure. What is ‘tourism’ and what is ‘development’? While the
Lake Jindabyne Scenic Protection Area limits visual impact on scenic quality, on paper this looks like
a massive complex of housing and hotels with a very slim green fringe and a new boat ramp. How
does this mix meet the vision of the SAP which calls for a balanced development in an
environmentally sensitive region ‘improving the visitor experience as well as amenity for the people
living in the region’? How can we be sure that developers will build housing that people can afford in
an area with million‐dollar views? Short answer, they won’t.
We are concerned about the vague zoning descriptions that apply to East Jindabyne as well.
Especially the notion of ‘eco‐tourism.’
For instance, there is a proposal in front of Council for an ‘eco‐resort’ which consists of a palatial
five‐bedroom manager’s residence on top of a hill, with ten demountable cabins and a fire pit down
below. According to the developer, the fire pit satisfies the requirement for an educational program.
This proposal is nothing more than a sham to circumvent zoning restrictions on sensitive land. What
guarantee is there in the SAP (which we are told will become THE planning instrument for the
future) that these sorts of shenanigans won’t be used to push through shonky projects or gross
overdevelopments?
And we have heard talk of ‘five‐star eco‐resorts.’ What on earth does that mean? The very notion of
‘five‐star’, with its associated air‐conditioned conference rooms and heated pools, seems a world
away from ‘eco.’ As we build our house, incorporating solar power and hydronic heating, and as
thermodynamically stable as we can make it, making a substantial and sustainable investment into
the future, we are well aware of what eco‐building entails.
We therefore request that the zoning guidelines be made much more specific around the notion of
eco‐tourism, to ensure that projects are of high quality, environmentally sound and genuinely tied to
educational programs for visitors to learn and appreciate the unique environment and bio‐diversity
our area has to offer.
Infrastructure
The plan talks a lot about building infrastructure for future growth and development. This is fine but
we need infrastructure NOW. We have regular problems with the quality of our water supply,
sewerage plants are at capacity in some areas and the town has very few footpaths. It’s all very well
to talk about future infrastructure but we are already sadly lacking and we do not see any
Government commitments to fix this by way of budget allocations either now or in the future. It is
not sufficient to rely on developers’ contributions to fund these projects as they will always lag
behind the current need. So please bite the bullet and provide the plan and commit the funds to
bring local infrastructure up to scratch to meet both present and future needs of a world‐class
international tourist destination.
Southern Connector Road
Anyone who has travelled through Jindabyne on a winter weekend knows that a two‐lane road
(single lane each way) will be grossly insufficient to carry the through traffic to the resorts. Please
don’t make the same mistake they made in the ACT with Gungahlin Drive that had to be widened
almost as soon as it was finished. Build two‐lanes each way if you are truly planning for forty years.
In summary, we find the Master Plan full of glowing and idealistic aspirations, supported by nice
picture and colourful maps. It is a good presentation which reads very well. But it is long on rhetoric

and short on specifics, a plan that makes a lot of promises with no guarantee of implementation. As
usual, we have to take its contents on trust. At our age, a retired couple, we won’t be here to see it,
but our children will. For their sakes, please take note of our comments.
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The National Park is a na ional asset that has secured the continued survival of some of country’s most iconic scenic areas. In the past, it has been
able to balance the need for community access wi h the need for environmental protection. The proposed master plan removes these protections and
makes this the National Park just another piece of real estate to be sold off at the whim of government. The Na ional Park should remain an asset for
the whole country and international visitors for generations to come.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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From:
Heading: Growth without Over Development
Reference: Draft Master Plan and image page 57 Structure Plan Report Part 1
The beauty of Jindabyne is its rural alpine appeal with great assets of Lake Jindabyne and the Kosciuszko Na ional Park at its doorstep. I emphasise
the word rural, as that is its main appeal even to the many newcomers in recent years who now call Jindabyne home.
The town has grown in recent years and the attractions are space, nature and what Jindabyne is now. A rural country alpine town.
Please don’t try and change the feel of he town by adding high rise buildings and extensive lake foreshore development. Please don’t make
Jindabyne something like Byron Bay - was a rural town and now overdeveloped to the detriment and annoyance of locals and tourists alike.
Jindabyne is a community first and then a tourism town. Yes, it would be great to be a 12 month thriving tourist economy as you have stated, and that
is where your strategic planning and investment comes into play. Just with modera ion.
I agree with much of he SAP draft master plan, but it needs refined.
- Tone down building height to maximum 3 storeys, no more than 2 stories near lake. Let lake views be accessible and available to all. Otherwise you
will have compulsorily devalued the value of most existing homes in town and not compensated home owners. Your image on page 57 of structure
report part 1 titled "Example of a lakeside mixed-use building" would ruin Jindabyne.
- Lake foreshore improvements and landscaping without over development. Leave the lake front as open space or boardwalk, not shops, cafes or
apartments.
- Any new residential sub divisions include set rules around design and style. Look at Lake Crackenback Resort for how they have set architecture
caveats with use of materials. The building in Lake Crackenback resort is beautiful, compulsory and everyone complied without quibble - don’t believe
developers when they say it’s impossible or onerous to apply a style of building.
- Invest in and improve town infrastructure as a first priority. Don’t leave it to developers to put in an appropriate amount of amenities, utilities and car
parking - they’ll do whatever is cheapest and then leave it to owners corporations and local council to fix things up.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
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Please stop destroying OUR countries natural resources for money. In an a time when nature is being destroyed in NSW at a
record rate.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
The upgrade to Snowy Mountains Airfield should include Free hold blocks to build Hangar houses, this will improve full time
occupation and less reliance on tourism, the ability of an aviation population to draw sport aircraft and glider activity to the area, will
be of financial benefit to the general community!
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Keep the parks how they are. If anything remove the buildings that have been built there and let nature get back to its original environment.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
I firmly believe that this exhibition is a cynical move by government to manipulate a community that is reeling from the effects of opening up and now
closing a ski season in mid-winter, and from the impacts of the NSW COVID shutdowns. To foist this on a suffering community at this ime of year, and
so far to refuse any reasonable requests to extend he exhibition period until the end of this year, is inflexible and contemptible.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

SAP Submission August 2021
It is clear from in‐person and social media conversations, and from the written comments and
questions at the recent Planning NSW Information Session on 13/7/21 that many community
members are:
 Very confused by the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan (‘the
Plan’)
 Very opposed to many elements of the Plan
 Struggling to find the time and energy to provide meaningful comment within the required
time period
 Convinced that the process is tokenistic and meaningless.
These reactions are closely linked to the very real situation in which many people find themselves ‐
in the middle of peak winter business period in an area which attracts significant winter visitation,
with the increased complications of a growing spike in the COVID pandemic. Many business
owners/managers have had to lay off staff and work longer hours themselves, balance budgets, and
implement complex measures to safeguard the health and safety of themselves, their customers,
their existing staff and their families. They have little or no time to read the lengthy and complex
documents that comprise the SAPDMP and the Amendment to the Kosciusko National Park Plan of
Management.
The struggles of many to understand the full import of the Plan are very real. The Plan and the KNP
Plan of Management Draft Amendment are written in complex ‘planning‐speak’ which is hard to
understand by most readers. This is clearly demonstrated both in comments on social media, and by
the application of 7 International Readability Formulas to sections of both document which show
that understanding them requires a reading age of up to university graduate level. In Australia, less
than 15% of people in the community are likely to be able to read and understand these documents.
In addition, local government powers and responsibilities are significantly impacted by provisions in
the SAPDPM. The local Council elections are due to take place on December 4th. Soon the SMRC will
be in caretaker mode during which time they must avoid actions and decisions which could be seen
to be influencing voters or which will have a significant impact on the incoming Council. Any local
government feedback must be provided by the new Council after they’ve had time to fully
investigate, understand and make meaningful submissions.
Currently the consultation mechanisms are focused on the Jindabyne Community, with little
consideration of the needs and opinions of the Snowy Mountains Region. The impacts of the Plan
extend to the whole Region, for example, increased visitation and traffic, concentration of benefits
and attractions on a small area rather than across the Region, and likely further rises in property
prices to the point where young people and old established families can no longer afford to live
here.
As a matter of urgency, I request that you undertake:




An extension of the current period within which residents and new Councillors can read,
understand and provide meaningful comment on the Plan to at least end December 2021.
Anything less is unreasonable and tokenistic.
A review of the documents so that they are more easily understood by the majority of the
adult population
Further consultation that includes the whole of the Snowy Mountains Region
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Submission
I firmly believe that this exhibition is a cynical move by government to manipulate a community that is reeling from the effects of opening up and now
closing a ski season in mid-winter, and from the impacts of the NSW COVID shutdowns. To foist this on a suffering community at this ime of year, and
so far to refuse any reasonable requests to extend he exhibition period until the end of this year, is inflexible and contemptible.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

SAP Submission August 2021
It is clear from in‐person and social media conversations, and from the written comments and
questions at the recent Planning NSW Information Session on 13/7/21 that many community
members are:
 Very confused by the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan (‘the
Plan’)
 Very opposed to many elements of the Plan
 Struggling to find the time and energy to provide meaningful comment within the required
time period
 Convinced that the process is tokenistic and meaningless.
These reactions are closely linked to the very real situation in which many people find themselves ‐
in the middle of peak winter business period in an area which attracts significant winter visitation,
with the increased complications of a growing spike in the COVID pandemic. Many business
owners/managers have had to lay off staff and work longer hours themselves, balance budgets, and
implement complex measures to safeguard the health and safety of themselves, their customers,
their existing staff and their families. They have little or no time to read the lengthy and complex
documents that comprise the SAPDMP and the Amendment to the Kosciusko National Park Plan of
Management.
The struggles of many to understand the full import of the Plan are very real. The Plan and the KNP
Plan of Management Draft Amendment are written in complex ‘planning‐speak’ which is hard to
understand by most readers. This is clearly demonstrated both in comments on social media, and by
the application of 7 International Readability Formulas to sections of both document which show
that understanding them requires a reading age of up to university graduate level. In Australia, less
than 15% of people in the community are likely to be able to read and understand these documents.
In addition, local government powers and responsibilities are significantly impacted by provisions in
the SAPDPM. The local Council elections are due to take place on December 4th. Soon the SMRC will
be in caretaker mode during which time they must avoid actions and decisions which could be seen
to be influencing voters or which will have a significant impact on the incoming Council. Any local
government feedback must be provided by the new Council after they’ve had time to fully
investigate, understand and make meaningful submissions.
Currently the consultation mechanisms are focused on the Jindabyne Community, with little
consideration of the needs and opinions of the Snowy Mountains Region. The impacts of the Plan
extend to the whole Region, for example, increased visitation and traffic, concentration of benefits
and attractions on a small area rather than across the Region, and likely further rises in property
prices to the point where young people and old established families can no longer afford to live
here.
As a matter of urgency, I request that you undertake:




An extension of the current period within which residents and new Councillors can read,
understand and provide meaningful comment on the Plan to at least end December 2021.
Anything less is unreasonable and tokenistic.
A review of the documents so that they are more easily understood by the majority of the
adult population
Further consultation that includes the whole of the Snowy Mountains Region
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I strongly dissagree with this plan. Fundamentally and foremost it's fast tracked nature and limited publically held education and
discussion do not hold up to the value of this community.
Yet again, I can't help but feel like little if NO consideration has been given in regards to overall impact to the environment and
those that actually live here. There has been limited discussion publically about the nitty gritty of why this plan has been put
forward which gives the whole thing a distinct 'cash grab' type feel. I am seriously concerned that the integrity of the natural
environment that makes this area so special will/has been compromised for financial gain. I do not feel like any of the proposed site
plannings have been subject to adament scrutiny as to highlight the many unkown, hidden or potential risks this level of
development may incure upon a land already feeling the pinch from humanity.
Clancy
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I attach my submission
I agree to the above statement
Yes

I wish to object to certain proposals contained in the Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan.
Despite the claims in the Masterplan it is obvious to anyone who
visits the Kosciuszko National Park that it is not in a good state.
Bushfires have damaged the park, burning the snow gums which are
a feature of the park. Feral animals including horses have damaged
and continue to damage the fragile soils and alpine vegetation. Other
introduced species threaten the native animals and plants.
We will continue to see damage from increasing temperatures. The
proposal that any new development be carbon neutral will not make
much difference.
Housing tourists is Jindabyne is preferable to allowing them to reside
on the Park in built housing. I have no objection to developing
Jindabyne as a tourist hub or to bussing people in to the Park as day
visitors. Nor do I object to camping or glamping within the Park.
The Park has already been compromised by accommodation and
associated buildings. I object to additional buildings to house tourists
within the Park. The Park has been established to conserve its
natural environment and beauty. Building on sites already disturbed
and infill is not an answer. Rehabilitating the disturbed sites and infill
should be considered. The extra accommodation will require services
including sewage, water and electricity all of which have the capacity
to damage the natural environment.
I don’t agree that more development will only affect a small
proportion of the Park’s area and therefore won’t detract from the
Park as a whole. The environment is fragile and becoming more
fragile due to increased usage. Additional development could have
unintended consequences which affect a far wider area than the
specific area subject to the proposed development.

An aim of the Masterplan is to develop a more viable and year round
tourist industry and in particular to provide facilities for summer
visitors. Due to warming temperatures there will be fewer people
using the Park in winter due to shorter skiing seasons with less snow.
This is not a reason for increasing the bed numbers on the Park. The
current resorts were built at a time when Australia had a lower
population and less overcrowding in the cities. There was less
awareness of the importance for people to be able to experience
wilderness to restore their mental and physical wellbeing. The
Masterplan should propose to reduce built housing on the Park to
protect that natural environment.
The Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management: Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct states “Visitation is growing to
Kosciusko National Park and increasingly patrons wish to stay within
the Park”. There is nothing to support this assertion. Some visitors
may say protection of the environment is the most important
function of the National Park. I suggest summer visitors do not need
to live on the Park to enjoy it. If accommodation is not available
within the Park, they will still want to visit.
The proposal to increase built accommodation suggests that the
motivation is not to increase people’s enjoyment of the Park but that
the motives may be commercial.
The Kosciusko National Park is very popular because of its special
qualities and unique landscape. The Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct Masterplan should prevent unnecessary damage
to the Special Activation Precinct and allow it to remain as unspoilt
as possible for people today and for future generations. It would be
good to rename Mt Kosciuszko, Kunama Nyamudy.
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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What the hell are you hinking? Do you want to get kicked out of government? We should be extending our protected wild areas, not opening them up
to more human traffic. Get real! Also, why am I only just hearing about his now with only 1 day to respond. This is disgusting!!! Shame one you!
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Name
First name
Clint
Last name
Shirvington
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
img 9873.pdf

Submission
RE East Jindabyne Lake Side Village Plan.
After viewing the plans for the East Jindabyne lakeside village I would have to say hat I strongly disagree on the proposed R1 residential Zoning for
the sub division on Old Kosciusko Road.
Myself and other residents of East Jindabyne opposed the current mess of R1 residential Sub devision hat is the latest sub devision on the corner of
Jerrara & Old Kosciusko road (Bruce Marshal)
The current plan is a "cookie cutter" approach that doesn't suit East Jindabyne's Live-ability, aes hetics, view sharing, or demand for owner occupier
properties. Especially 3 story buildings should not be allowed. THIS IS NOT GOOGONG!
R5 zoning that fits with the majority of existing zoning would be acceptable. Limited to 2 story dwellings. With the popularity of Dual Occ dwellings for
holiday let ing there should be a covenant/requirement that parking should be provided at an absolute minimum of 1 off street carpark space per
bedroom be provided.
(See attached Pic of Parking disaster on Jerrara these vehicles are all from the properties on he right side of pic)
Residential Dwelling should not encroach west past the existing Track/Road that starts at the existing gate access from Old Kosciusko Road. This
would put residential development in line with exis ing Development on the North side of Old Kosciusko Road.
Recreational Space and natural environment should be kept at a maximum.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:51:27 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Cobba
Last name
Mooney
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Snowy's should remain as they are. Untouched.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:47:51 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Colin
Last name
Luck
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is disgusting. The best part of this country is the land. Leave ancient landmarks like this untouched. This should not even be explained why.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 12 August 2021 5:24 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 12/08/2021 - 17:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Colin
Last name
Ridley
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object to the proposal for helicopter transport between Jindabyne and ski resorts. The sight of and the noise from
helicopters will be a significant disruption to the peace and serenity that park users expect in an alpine national park.
I am a regular park user, a walker in summer and back county ski tourer in winter. One of the strengths of the KNP is that, once
away from the resorts, walkers and skiers can experience the mountain environment without seeing or hearing sounds of
civilisation. To destroy this aspect of the experience of park users will destroy the very values that make the park attractive to
users.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:50 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Connor
Last name
Rae
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The master plan is very short-sighted, having 10,000 more people in the park will only increase the destruction of the ecosystem of
our beautiful and unique snowy mountains.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 1:08:38 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 13:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Conrad
Last name
Sinclair
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of a member of Mirrabooka Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 60 years. I
strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of
interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:16:36 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Craig
Last name
Carruthers
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is a disgrace. If they don’t like the land the way it is, don’t go there. So much is ruined already!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 9:01:49 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 21:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Craig
Last name
Jones
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The existing rules governing development in the Snowy Mtns region have struck the right balance between conservation, access and development. As
a regular visitor to he mountains, I urge that the special and unique wilderness aspects of the park be preserved, and further development, car parks,
4wd access and helicopter access be rejected so as to preserve its special values in5o the future and not degrade them by further development.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:50:42 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Craig
Last name
Morgan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave it alone, so much impact on an already delicate environment. You want to eradicate brumbies because of their damage but will allow heavy
machinery etc in is beyond a joke
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:37:40 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Craig
Last name
Murphy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I reject any further development in he Snowy Mountains beyond protecting it as a wildness area. The area should not be subject to a special activation
precinct of any description.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 20 July 2021 7:54:21 PM
sap-submission---da-wang.pdf

Submitted on Tue, 20/07/2021 - 19:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Da
Last name
Wang
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
sap-submission---da-wang.pdf

Submission
To whom it may concern,
Please see my supporting letter to he masterplan.
Kind regards,
Da Wang
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:04 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
damian
Last name
goninan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The opening of the road link through the John Connors oval is a oversight. Jindabyne has 1 recreational area used by many
sporting clubs, local schools and residents.
Opening park road to save 30sec of bus travel should be seriously reconsidered and reviewed in light off safety concerns with
heavy vehicles traveling through the area and destroying a community sporting sanctuary in the town
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 12 August 2021 2:42 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 12/08/2021 - 14:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Damien
Last name
Aggio
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National Park is currently saturated with bushwalkers in summer and skiers in winter. Running commercial vehicles
daily up the Summit Trail or more helicopters in amongst those people enjoying the outdoors will severely impact their experience.
Easter 2021 had a record number of people attending Kosci NP. I was camped a days walk in at Watsons Crags and we had no
privacy. Tents were up in every direction. At least it was quiet. Save the existing locked off areas for foot traffic only.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:03 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Damien
Last name
Clarkson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
If you think that culling Brumbies cause they're "destroying" the environment in the snowy mountains, then what do you call this?
This is going to create a more lasting devastating impact on the local environment then any horse ever will!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:06:05 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 06:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Damon
Last name
Banning
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National Park is one of the most beautiful parks in the world. It needs to be left untouched for future generations. Nsw are lucky we have
this beau iful park to explore. This is one part of the country that should be left alone and never developed. It’s an important part of our country, please
let’s keep it that way.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 8:42:48 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 08:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Dana
Last name
Lanceman
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
At a crucial time in global climate change and biodiversity crises, when the new IPCC report and recent WWF biodiversity reports have just stressed
that the future will be dire for our natural ecosystems if we don't take urgent, sustainable, restoration action NOW, I am shocked to see that Australia is
still pushing for the further development of our precious natural environments. As an ecologist, I am well aware of the fragile nature of our ecosystems,
and in particular the fragility of Kosciuszko National Park, which is already threatened by climate change (such as he devastating Black Summer
bushfires, which will have long-term impacts on the non-fire resilient alpine ecosystems of Kosciuszko), non-native and invasive species (such as
horses and invasive weeds) and existing tourist activities.
At this time in our biodiversity crises, ecosystem restoration around he world to INCREASE the area of our natural ecosystems will be necessary to
abate climate change impacts and help support our threatened species. As such, I do not support any expansion of the human footprint, such as
increased accommodation and car parks, at and around Kosciuszko National Park. These facilities would mos ly support the snow season, which is
the main period where Kosciuszko's facilities are full, but his snow season is already being threatened by climate change in Australia and likely only
has a decade or two left before snow sports are no longer viable. Therefore, increased infrastructure would primarily support short-term tourism, and
we need to be planning for the long term. In addition, all new projects from now on must be designed with absolute sustainability in mind, so that
greenhouse gas emissions and resource use are minimised. In this way, I do not support non-sustainable tourist activities planned for Kosciuszko
National Park, such as helicopter rides and he creation of artificial hot springs. These activi ies are energy-intensive, unsustainable and deserve the
natural culture and heritage of Kosciuszko.
I acknowledge that tourism is an important part of Australia's economy, but the primary aim of National Parks is not for commercial gain, but rather for
protecting our natural resources - we must keep this focus on biodiversity protection. I also acknowledge that visitor interaction with Australia's
beautiful natural environments is essen ial for Australians to care about our environment and for their wellbeing. However, we must carefully manage
the way we design tourism at our fragile natural ecosystems. I support lower impact tourism, such as bushwalking and mountain biking (in less fragile
areas), but extreme tourist ac ivities and a large expansion of tourist facili ies are nonsensible and would be detrimental to our ecosystems.
I urge you to rethink plans for Kosciuszko National Park. We need to show respect for our national parks and work with nature, promoting restoration
and not allowing fur her development of our footprints. I do not support this master plan and would like to see a bigger focus on sustainability,
restoration and finding more creative ways to promote lower-impact tourism rather than promoting unsustainable tourist activities.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:17:57 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Camilleri
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Places such as the alpine national park need to be preserved not developed. What an absolute joke this proposal is
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:58:05 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Everett
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
There’s plenty of tourist destinations already catering to boardwalk experiences and cafes. We’re fast losing our wilderness areas and it would be a
national disgrace to see the Snowy Mountains lose what makes it special.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:13:15 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Freeman
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This should not go ahead.
There are enough ski areas and other infrastructure for tourists who want that kind of thing.
Leave he National Parks alone.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:00:58 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Frith
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This should stay as National Park
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:40:54 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Gott
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave our natural untouched areas the way Mother Nature intended them you grubs
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 1:28 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 13:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Harris
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a Tasmanian I obviously am a long way away from the Snowy Mountains.
However, I have used the Island Bend campground a number of times over the years as part of accessing the Snowy River from
the Power station down to Island Bend.
As a whitewater kayaker this is a fantastic location and a great resource for kayakers, in NSW in particular, but also all over
Australia.
While staying at Island Bend I have driven to explore other parts of the National Park. I have purchased supplies in Jindabyne and
spent time riding my mountain bike in Jindabyne, along the Thredbo River and at the Thredbo resort.
I have to say that if Island Bend was closed off to general access that would be an absolute shame and in my eyes almost a
criminal act.
Whitewater kayakers have been accessing this site for decades now (I first visited the camp site in around 1999/2000.
1

Without access to this particular site and access to that particular section of river it would be FAR less likely I would visit the
national park or certainly spend any extended time there.
I would implore you to maintain the Island Bend campground as it is, with easy access to the river and camping available to all.
Upgrading the toilets certainly wouldn't hurt either.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:58:54 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Hudson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I’ve visit this national park since I was a child and in no way do I support John Barilaro’s plans to destroy it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 7 July 2021 4:01 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 07/07/2021 - 16:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Milliken
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
A new ski resort is needed urgently. The overcrowding at Thredbo and Perisher has been a significant issue for years and it will
only get worse as the population continues to increase and more people want to ski or visit the snow. There is limited space left for
new car parking at either resort or the skitube. Even if there was, and it was built, the busy days (which is virtually every weekend,
the whole school holidays and even some mid week days during the ski season) are already too crowded on the slope and would
just be even worse. There is also very limited additional skiable terrain at either resort to help spread the crowds out.
Twin Valleys is the solution. Planning for it needs to be part of this master plan. It is a long term venture and will take many years
to get off the ground and help alleviate the crowds at the other resorts.
The impact to the environment from building a new resort (lifts, trail cutting, snowmaking, accommodation, parking, services, etc)
would be significant but the current situation cannot just keep going. People already get turned away from the resorts (even before
COVID times) on most weekends because they are more than full. This will kep getting worse until somewhere is built to take the
overflow.
We'd be much better off working out a way to build a Twin Valleys resort that has a minimal or even a positive (complete
renewable energy, planting more trees than it removes, zero waste, etc) environmental impact.
Tinkering around the edges (by adding a few more parking spaces in the resorts or a bus service that few would use).
The southern connector road is a great idea, but should be built two lanes each way from the start. Do it once and do it properly.
1

Leaving wide verges to add a lane in the future just means that more money and construction impacts will be required at a future
date. All the work could just be done now.
I support more worker accommodation, even have areas of Jindabyne (probably future development sites) dedicated only to that
(using zoning, for example).
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:33:13 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Novella
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object this
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 14 July 2021 11:17 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 14/07/2021 - 11:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Rebel
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
It’s a great idea to expand the infrastructure in the area
A couple things that need urgent attention ..
- more lift terrain at Perisher .it’s way too crowded during winter
- summer mountain bike riding at Perisher in the summer . There is already plenty of dirt tracks that can be used ... open a lift in
the summer time
- better transport from Jindabyne to the resorts instead of rip off shuttle services
- more and affordable housing land .. this is the most important part .. it’s way too expensive for the average person to even buy a
small block of land
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 4:18 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 16:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Scheuch
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hello,
I am writing to object to the Snowy Mountain SAP.
The Snowy Mountains are already being damaged enough by the resorts, current road networks and infrastructure and further
developments will only add to this.
The areas outside of the resorts need to be protected from development and are already being damaged enough by feral horses.
The backcountry areas are amazingly beautiful and can already be explored with cross country gear by those willing to put in the
effort.
Making the access easier and building accommodation would ruin the sense of remoteness and the wilderness experience which
so many enjoy and love. It would also cause damage to the flora and fauna and bring rubbish and human waste into the
backcountry polluting the sensitive environment.
The nsw Snowy Mountains already has enough developed areas, lets leave the rest as a national park wilderness area and keep
1

the human impact to a minimum.
Regards,
Daniel Scheuch
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:27:05 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Swane
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Just leave it
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:48:23 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Taylor
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Over developing the national park for the rich is disgusting. There’s going to be nothing left for me to show my kids after the government destroys it
with this ridiculous plan.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:09:20 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Ward
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Despite the fact that I truely doubt these submissions or pe itions even make a dent in the governments or he rich’s plans, since they could not care
less what the people they’re governing say. LEAVE IT ALONE YOU GLUKKONS. Leave the environment alone. Trying to turn some hing that has
always been a site for everyone to enjoy nature into a commercialised elitist park. NO WAY.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:11:10 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Danielle
Last name
Stevens
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Fur her development in KNP serves no purpose. The park is under enough pressure from more frequent bushfires, climate change, invasive pests and
that further development will only degrade he park further both environmentally and from a tourism viewpoint, as people visit KNP for it's natural
assets, not it's commercial ones.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 3:23:56 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 15:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Darren
Last name
Martin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have had a look through the SAP proposal, and I do not see any mention of a town library, or more importantly a pre school for Jindabyne. I have a
young family and plan on raising them in the area. Many of my friends have young families as well and no options for pre school in jindabyne. As a
local it is had to feel like any real thought has gone into this proposal re future generations of the area. I can not believe that privately owned resorts
make it onto your list of things to spend money on. You have got to be joking don't you.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 6 August 2021 3:27 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 06/08/2021 - 15:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daryl
Last name
Hook
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I believe that further development in the high lands will lead to immense distraction to our native plants and animals.In this era
when scientists are warning that global climate change is already starting to punish our planet .Dont chop down another single
native tree Not here or anywhere else. You will shoot yourselves in the foot with further development.Soon there may be only snow
once in a decade.Tink carefully before you go for more development.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:38:02 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
David
Last name
Andrews
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object development in the national park, it’s one of the most untouched areas left in the country, half of its blocked off the the public to “protect it” so
why would we want to develop it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 10 August 2021 4:49 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 10/08/2021 - 16:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
David
Last name
Barrie
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
My main concern is that the Mtn bike trails at Talbingo be included in any proposal. So much was promised and anticipated for it
not to be included.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 10:32 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 10:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
David
Last name
Birdsall
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission
My submission pertains to the potential redevelopment and commercialization of Island Bend. As a camper, skier and whitewater
paddler, I believe that the NPWS managed campground currently in place should remain in place. There are already an
abundance of accommodation options available to those wishing to pay for a warm bedroom, or even a prepared site with toilets to
pitch a tent (NRMA in Jyndabyne, and the Tourist Park just inside the Kosciusko NP). As it stands, if Island Bend was closed to
campers it would severely limit the options for self sufficient camping in the park, and personally would make me reconsider
traveling to the Park.
Island Bend is also an important part of access to the Snowy River, for recreational kayaking and the Snowy River Extreme Race.
Both of these will be jeopardized under the plan, as access would be dependent on the goodwill of a private operator.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 2:19:04 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 14:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
David
Last name
Burgess
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I firmly oppose any commercial development at Island bend. There is too much commercialism within the park as it is.
Island bend has a long standing tradition and history of natural, quiet camping that allows people to enjoy the park the way most national parks were i
tended to be enjoyed.
Fur her commercial development is a disgrace to the code of conduct that should govern the Alpine National park from ongoing deteriora ion.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 10:58:08 AM
submission-re-the-snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 10:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
David
Last name
Butler
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission-re-the-snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct.docx

Submission
Please see attached submission
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission re. the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Masterplan
Proposed changes to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management
Whilst some of the proposed re‐development of the Jindabyne area clearly has the potential
to create a vibrant community with significant employment opportunities it should not
under any circumstances extend to the KNP resort precincts.
The primary function of National Parks is to protect areas of environmental significance
from potential threats.
Clearly, the situation in the KNP is seriously compromised by the existence of ski resorts in
some of the most sensitive parts pf the park. One could argue that the damage is already
done but that’s hardly a logical excuse to extend the damage. The current plan of
management was approved after exhaustive studies to determine a maximum number of
beds that could be sustained without serious environmental consequences, although it has
certainly presented many challenges.
The resorts exist purely to provide convenient access to the snowfields during winter, they
would never have been approved for any other reason. The snow seasons are rapidly
declining, both in volume and duration, skiing becoming increasingly dependent on artificial
snow making. Even that will most likely be unviable within twenty years or less. There is no
justification for expanding bed numbers in the KNP ski resort areas.
In regard to expanding year round tourism in the area, it’s quite clear that little attention
has been given to sustainability principles or the inevitable impact that over use of the
alpine areas will have for visitors.
The proposed increase in bed numbers within the KNP precinct is clearly detrimental to the
proposed plans for the Jindabyne area, as it effectively creates competition between the
two areas. A vibrant Jindabyne township, providing a wide diversity of services for visitors,
including frequent and convenient shuttle transport to the alpine areas, as opposed to
private vehicle transport, would minimize impacts on the KNP. However, should the
planned expansion of the alpine resorts eventuate, the inevitable environmental
consequences will be compounded and considerable.
The Kosciuszko NP is under threat from numerous sources.
The Feral Horse Protection Bill, initiated by the deputy premier and head of the Dept. of
Regional NSW, John Barillaro is responsible for the ongoing destruction of vast areas of
alpine meadows in the KNP. After years of careful management by NPWS to restore the sub
alpine environment, following a century of summer grazing this is one of the most offensive
pieces of environmentally destructive legislation in recent years. It does not inspire
confidence in the involvement of the Dept. for Regional NSW having any influence within
the boundaries of KNP.
In addition to the Feral Horse issue, the Snowy Hydro 2 scheme and associated transmission
lines will have long lasting consequences that are unlikely to be remediated. Damage caused
by the original Snowy Mountains Hydro Scheme is still evident in many areas.
1

Whilst these matters don’t directly concern the development proposals they obviously add
to the overall degradation of the KNP.
Apart from declining winter snowfall, rainfall is also forecast to decline in the southern
regions of Australia. Inevitably this will result in an exponential rise in bushfires, which will
impact on the safety of the alpine resorts. It’s quite likely that insurance will become
unavailable, as many small tourist accommodation providers located in bushfire areas are
already experiencing. Accommodation in Jindabyne is a far safer and more practical option.

The Jindabyne precinct
I don’t have any overall objection to the plans to develop Jindabyne as a regional hub, as
long as development is sensitive to the environment and provides opportunities for people
of average means to participate in the regional economy. However, there is one issue that
seems to have been ignored. The development proposals are intended to capitalize on the
Lakeside setting. As rainfall and snowfall declines in future years the level of Lake Jindabyne
is likely to be very low for most of the summer months, indeed, it often is, even now. Lack
of water in the lake is compounded by the extraction of water needed for the Irrigation
Industry, which has been expanding at unsustainable levels in the Murray valley in recent
years. The planting of corporate nut farms requires large amounts of water year round and
supply of water has been guaranteed by the NSW Government, regardless of availability.
I’m not sure a lakeside resort town with vast mud flats between the town and the water is
going to be very appealing.
Helicopters
Please, do not allow transport into the Alpine precinct by helicopter. They are horribly
intrusive and destroy the enjoyment of wild environments for everybody within kilometres
of them. They are the exclusive domain of wealthy privileged individuals that have no
consideration for the impact of their actions.
Conclusion
This entire plan fails to recognize, the almost certain, impacts of climate change over the
next forty years. It regards the KNP as nothing more than vacant land available for
corporate business opportunities with a very short life span. The proposed developments
are likely to present similar problems to closed mine sites, where the businesses concerned,
abandon their no longer profitable ventures and leave tax payers to clean up the mess.
It also ignores a simple indisputable fact – AUSTRALIANS LIKE TO SPEND THEIR SUMMERS AT
THE BEACH.
David Butler

21 August 2021
2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Sunday, 8 August 2021 1:52 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sun, 08/08/2021 - 13:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
david
Last name
byrne
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to putting increased accommodation in the park it should be outside
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:42:19 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
David
Last name
Christian
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a fragile ecosystem, he Snowys are already under extreme pressure due to Barilaros wild horses legislation, 2 devastating fire events, a century of
grazing, and Hydro 1 0.
The proposals for power lines, hydro 2.0, heli pads, 4 wheel drive access, and a nearly 50% increase in beds in he park can only be seen as ignorant
or purposefully destructive. The NSW government are not capable of making decisions which are not in their own self interest and the interests of their
business cronys and therefore this plan must be scrapped and management retained by NPWS.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:53:00 AM
snowy-mtns-master-plan-submission pdf

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
David
Last name
Darlington
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
snowy-mtns-master-plan-submission.pdf

Submission
Please see my attached submission
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
(SAP) draft Master Plan. Please consider these points as my submission.
Overview comment
Sadly the planners have failed to recognise that Kosciuszko National Park is not a pristine and
resilient area, rather its condition is generally in decline due to a range of stresses including
eucalyptus species die back, phytopthora, drought and bushfire impacts, widespread impacts
from feral species including deer, rabbits, pigs and horses, habitat destruction and dissection due
to developments and the slow recovery from over 100 years of stock grazing.
Add to this the impacts from huge numbers of summer and winter visitors in many areas, polluting
runoﬀ from hard stand areas such as roads and carparks and many sites where sewerage is
treated and discharged,it is abundantly clear both Kosciuszko NP and Jindabyne need a helping
hand. And whilst the planning process has recognised some of these issues it lacks the thought
processes and detail required to solve these issues without compounding the problems.
It is also disappointing that the Plan has largely failed to recognised that Kosciuszko National Park
is a National Heritage Listed Park.
Duration of public exhibition
I am disappointed that only 45 days was provided for consideration of such a complex planning
issue at a time when the community is under unparalleled pressure due to COVID. Many doing
their best right now to prepare a submission are trying to balance home schooling, loss of work
and other challenges of the health order lockdowns. There is a widespread feeling in the
community that the Department and Government have made up their minds and are not really
interested in the views of the community. The lack of empathy from Government shown at this
time is appalling.
Sewerage Treatment / pollution
The planned growth of Jindabyne is going to generate considerably more sewerage. The main
sewerage treatment plant for Jindabyne may cope with the current load but is unlikely to handle
the future load.
Sustainability is a key focus area in the Master Plan however I am concerned that the opportunity
to treat and reuse sewerage gets minimal emphasis. Surely if we are really serious about the
creation of sustainable development opportunities, the starting point would be to address the
current and future problems associated with sewerage. The days of discharging treated eﬄuent
into our waterways should be a thing of the past. I would encourage the planners to look into the
opportunities for using eﬄuent treated to the highest standards for irrigation of green spaces
including the establishment of woodlots and forests. I was encouraged to hear at the community
information sessions that this could be looked at in the next stage. However this should be in the
first stage as it is essential that lands suitable for projects such as irrigated tree plantations are
identified before potentially being earmarked and zoned for more intensive developments.
Just think how wonderful it would be if we could say “your stay in Jindabyne will not have any
impact on our lakes and rivers”.
Another significant concern I have is that the expanded and new developments proposed in
Kosciuszko National Park will put massive pollution potential on our rivers and the lake. The reality
is there is a repeated history of pollution events impacting waterways in the Park including oil
spills, sewerage treatment plant failures and licence breaches. To add to this problem the plan
identifies sites such as Island Bend, Creel Bay and the former Thredbo Ranger Station for new
accommodation developments. The problem of sewerage management is underplayed in the
Plan. To put this in context, if these additional developments were to proceed and the new
Jindabyne and East Jindabyne developments were also considered, we could have treated
eﬄuent and untreated hard stand area runoﬀ being discharged into waterways from Thredbo,
Thredbo Ranger Station, Lake Crackenback Resort, Perisher, Charlotte Pass Village, Island Bend,
Creel Bay, Jindabyne and East Jindabyne. The cumulative impacts need some serious analysis
which should be addressed in the Plan.

Bushfire Protection
The Plan has not identified the need for and location of neighbourhood safer places. These are
areas where safe refuge is available when severe or catastrophic fire danger conditions prevail
due to potential or imminent threat of bushfire.
It is also essential to identify a suitable facility that can act as an evacuation centre.
We saw the downside of not having suitable neighbourhood safer places and an evacuation
centre during the 19/20 Black Summer fires. Many people left Jindabyne and sheltered in Cooma.
Not only was it potentially dangerous to drive to Cooma at the time but Jindabyne became
virtually deserted causing a collapse of commercial trade. Had there been a safe way for residents
and tourists to remain in Jindabyne once the immediate fire threat had subsided commercial
activity could have recommenced.
With an increasing likelihood of severe fire weather events it is vital the Plan assists the
community to be much more resilient.
Possible suitable locations for a building that can double as an evacuation centre could be the
community hall or the sports precinct. Ideally a neighbourhood safer place would be located
adjacent to the lake.
The bushfire protection consultants report that forms part of the public exhibition tends to
suggest the planning for protection against the impacts of bushfires in the National Park will be
impossible in most locations without considerable modifications to the natural vegetation. Whilst
the Plan implies that new developments in the Park will be on already disturbed areas it fails to
acknowledge that to meet the current RFS Fire Protection standards the surroundings that in
most cases are undisturbed will in fact require quite substantial clearings.
The suggestion that road verges in the Park might need additional width clearing fails to
understand how bushfires have behaved in major runs of fire during the summer of 2003.
Due to the worsening situation of climate change the likelihood of landscape fires is increasing.
These fires are unstoppable while the FDI stays above 40 and the likelihood of infrastructure
losses need to be recognised. To put the potential in context , if the fire weather that was
experienced in 19/20 summer had occurred when the resorts were threatened and impacted by
fire in January 2003 , as the Incident Controller of these 2003 fires I am confident to say that the
loss of accommodation and other assets would have been substantial. This would have
particularly been the case in Thredbo and Guthega. With this in mind it makes sense to keep the
number of new developments in the Park to a minimum and build accommodation in Jindabyne
where fire protection can be better assured under a greater range of fire weather scenarios.

Increase in Resort Beds
Given this is a Plan for the next 40 years there seems to be little realistic consideration of the fact
that the ski season will have shrunk to a fraction of what we typically experience now. There is a
real risk that new and old assets will be stranded ones.
Given the lifting capacity in most resorts is nearing capacity already there does not appear to be a
reality check applied to really determine how many additional beds each resort can cope with
without compromising the recreational experiences on the lifted slopes. Having said that I am
totally opposed to the resorts expanding outside their current boundaries. Any new additional
resorts should also be ruled out as part of this planning process.
In my opinion Thredbo will lose its scattered village feel if many more beds are built in this resort.
Resort management over the last 20 to 30 years have done a great job selecting sites for
development and complimenting this with appropriate landscaping treatments. This special look
and feel that Thredbo currently experiences will be lost if more beds are crammed into the few
remaining undeveloped areas.
The whole concept of bed numbers needs to recognised as misleading. It is well known that there
are many apartments where the real allocation might be 2 beds but the lounge room has a sofa
bed and if there is a storage loft that may well contain another bed or two.
Reuse of the NPWS building in Jindabyne
I note there is a reference to the potential for the staﬀ oﬃce section of the NPWS building to be
used for community or commercial space. I object strongly to this. You need to understand that

when the building was approved for construction in 1994 a key objective was to have the NPWS
staﬀ working in the town rather than at Sawpit Creek. The building opened in 1977. At the time it
was and probably still is the most energy eﬃcient building in Jindabyne being geothermally
heated and cooled. If it were to be gutted and turned into cafes or some other use the
geothermal system would cease to function. That same system runs the heating and cooling
needs for the visitor centre and the cinema. So if the intent is to have a greener Jindabyne you
should be retaining this energy eﬃcient building and maintaining its current use.
Most towns would love to have a major government oﬃce located in the heat of their town centre
and Jindabyne should be no diﬀerent. It would be a disgraceful waste of money if funds were
used to build an alternative oﬃce.
There seems to be no acknowledgement that the NPWS building was also designed to double as
the DISPLAN Emergency Operations Centre and as an incident control centre for major incidents
including bushfire, search and rescue and major pollution incidents. In this regard the building has
served the community well.
Please give the NPWS staﬀ some surety and drop this concept from the Plan.
Use of gondolas to access Resort areas
While it is recognised that gondolas are used for mass transit in some areas I would caution
whether this would be a practical and environmentally sound idea in Kosciuszko NP. The winds in
a few locations in the Thredbo Valley are dangerously strong. The likelihood of landscape fires is
rapidly increasing and protection of gondola infrastructure from fire impacts would be very diﬃcult
without substantial clearings. Hardly an environmentally appropriate transportation solution.
Removal of Primary School from current site
While I support the relocation of the high school to a new site I am not convinced adequate
planning has occurred to be certain that Sport & Rec is the optimum site. It may be too small.
The infants and primary school should remain on the current site. Once the high school moves the
current site has many opportunities for a great school. Such a site facilitates opportunities for
young children to walk home or walk to places where their parents are working.
If the entire public school population is relocated to the Sport & Rec site the direct cost and
energy costs of transportation by bus of the majority of students will be huge.

Are we building a town for visitors or locals ?
While I agree it is important to plan how our town will develop and expand into the future, as
planned growth is much more desirable than unplanned developer driven expansion, we do need
to find the balance between development of infrastructure that services the needs of locals versus
that of visitors. The final plan should seek to achieve this. The reality is locals are the ones who
support the town every day of the week.
Watering down sensible development controls in a National Heritage Listed NP
It is abundantly clear the Master Plan is underpinned by a mantra of “streamlined planning “.
Developments in Activation Precincts cannot be undertaken without an Activation Precinct
Certificate issued by the Regional Growth NSW Development Corporation with no right of appeal
in relation to a determination. Such an approach to development is totally inappropriate in a
national park and even more so in a National Heritage Listed Park. One can only assume the
underlying objective is to stop NPWS management in any area covered by this planning regime.
This is appalling and should be rejected. While it may be appropriate for industrial land adjacent
to a regional town or city it is far from appropriate in a sensitive subalpine and alpine environment.
It would appear to be a direct conflict of interest to have Regional Growth NSW Development
Corporation facilitating developers needs and then issuing developers with Certificates. To me this
seems like political opportunism rather than well considered planning. To ensure the primacy of
the NPW Act and the Kosciuszko POM the SAP should not apply to any area in the National Park.

Additional to this, the Alpine SEPP should apply only to the resorts it currently covers and no
additional areas should be added. Development proposals in resorts covered by the SEPP should
still be referred to NPWS for input as is currently the case.
Helicopter landings in the resorts
I am opposed to commercial helicopters being a permitted public transfer service. The reality is
helicopters are very noisy and while their use may benefit a few the annoyance to the majority of
visitors can be significant. There is little opportunity for the emergency services helipads to be
used by a commercial service as it is quite common for rescue helicopters to sit on the pad for a
considerable time period. The pad must be dedicated to emergency service providers. This
means alternative helipads would be required if a commercial service was established. If this is
approved you will be undoing a sensible restriction that has been in place sine the NPW Act was
proclaimed in 1967.
Use of commercial vehicles on the walking trail to Rawson Pass.
I am opposed to this proposal. Commercial vehicles have not been permitted on this track since
the late 1970’s. I cannot understand the justification for this given the current management
practices have been in place for over 40 years. Park management is often under pressure to allow
private vehicles to access the track for many diﬀerent reasons. To say that high fee paying
customers can be driven up the track while 99% of visitors must walk is facilitating discrimination
to the extreme.
The vision for this track over the last 20 years has been to facilitate a gradual reduction in the
width of the track and to allow as much vegetation as possible to creep in. This strategy has
largely worked as comparative photos demonstrate the track now looks much less of a scar on
the alpine landscape than used to be the case. Using small buses will undo this achievement.
It is impossible to drive a vehicle along the track without interrupting the experience of walkers.
When it is very dry and windy the vehicles create dust which walkers have to endure.
Walkers can still have a great experience using the walking trails in the area without this being
approved. You should not be trying to cater for every demand in an area which is already being
used well beyond capacity.
Improving access to Charlotte Pass
There have been at least 3 significant plans prepared over the last 40 years that have attempted
to solve the access and parking issues at Charlotte Pass. None have been implemented in full.
Even this Plan falls short of solving the problems. There seems to be an unrealistic assumption
that parking cars in the Charlotte Pass Village car park will in part solve the problem. However the
reality is there are many constraints with village parking including the key fact that if the resort is
open in summer and operating the chairlift most if not all of the available space is taken up.
There is some capacity to level and seal the main road shoulder below the turning circle at select
locations prior to the turnoﬀ to the village. This will make some currently used areas much safer
but it will not create more parking.
It seems the only feasible option is to run a shuttle bus service between Perisher Valley and
Charlotte Pass. This could be an electric powered bus fleet. It will be necessary to ensure the first
bus departs very early each morning and the last bus up to an hour after sunset. The bus service
should operate on weekends from October to April and mid week in the holiday periods. It should
be a free service given people will already have paid a park entry fee.
Proposed Island Bend Camping Area
The proposal to build a new camping area at Island Bend is generally supported.
It has the advantages of being serviced by a sealed road and being on previously disturbed land.
In selecting the final sight careful consideration should be given to wind severity in this valley.
It will be vitally important to design a sewerage treatment system that is not dependent on treated
eﬄuent discharge to the Snowy River. An analysis of diﬀerent systems should be undertaken to

identify an option whereby eﬄuent treated to high standards can be used to irrigate trees and
shrubs where restoration is required.
An interpretation plan for the area should be produced so that life at the former Island Bend
township and works areas can be showcased to visitors staying in the area. It may even be an
option to relocate a former SMA house from Waste Point back to Island Bend so visitors can
appreciate how families were housed during construction of the Island Bend Dam. There are
considerable unrealised interpretation opportunities in this area.
Any development on this site should not be managed via the Alpine SEPP. It should be regulated
by NPWS as are other low key accommodation sites in other national parks.
Proposed Creel Bay accommodation and camping facility
The Plan identifies Creel Bay as having the potential to accomodate around 350 people. This is
vastly more than should be considered for this site. The concept of adaptive reuse of the former
park staﬀ cottages is sensible. Some have already been refurbished.
There should be no further hard roofed accommodation built on this site.
Options for camping are quite limited due to the lack of flat areas but also the prevalence of gale
force winds. Having lived there for 3 years I can say it is certainly not the place for a flimsy tent.
The other significant constraint is the challenge of treating sewerage. The current system works
adequately for the NPWS works depot and a few cottages but it would not cope with full
occupancy of all the cottages. It may be feasible to design a sewerage treatment system that
discharges treated eﬄuent to planted areas. Discharges to the lake would not be appropriate and
indeed unlikely to meet licence requirements.
Careful consideration will be required to plan for bushfire protection as history has shown this
area can be in fire paths.
The concept of a sculpture trail should be rejected. This is totally inappropriate and I would think
contrary to the NPW Act. Sculpture trails are appropriate in town parks but not in a natural setting
in a national park.
Any development on this site should not be managed via the Alpine SEPP. It should be regulated
directly by NPWS as are other low key accommodation sites in other national parks.
Proposed Thredbo Ranger Station Development
I am opposed to the scale of this development concept. While it makes sense to find an
appropriate alternative use for the former chairlift terminal building it is inappropriate to expand
the footprint much beyond the existing building. The concept design tends to suggest that
accommodation could be provided on the river flats however these are very wet areas and
periodically impacted by short duration very high flood events.
Again as per my concerns for several other sites the management of sewerage will be a key
challenge as discharges into the Thredbo River must be avoided.
The existing water supply consists of a gravity flow pipe from the creek above the Alpine Way.
During drought periods this supply is not assured.

Concluding comments
It is disappointing that despite a huge planning eﬀort at great expense the fragility of the study
area, particularly in the alpine and subalpine areas, has not been recognised to the extent that it
should.
We are fortunate to have such a significant national park in Kosciuszko, however it’s listing as a
National Heritage property is not given the recognition it deserves.
In this the International Year of Ecological Restoration it would have been appropriate to see
some of the Snowy Hydro Legacy Funds earmarked for restoration works in the Park.
The planning for Jindabyne will be vital for the towns future. We have a unique opportunity to
ensure locals and visitors will enjoy this wonderful location in the future.

We must aim for a carbon negative town as early as possible and well ahead of the suggested
date in the Plan of 2061. Let’s at least make it 2040.
Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission
David Darlington
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As a member of Kalymaro Lodge (Co-operative) Limited, trading as Kalymaro Alpine Sports Club, I strongly endorse my club's submission to the
Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan and Kosciuszko National Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management in objection to these proposals.
The draft plans contain many positive suggestions, but require greater considera ion of communities, transport, and activities. The draft plans should
also remove the proposals to increase development and to introduce high impact commercial activities into the national park before they can be
supported. I request that the SAP team is mindful of he detailed comments in the Kalymaro submission
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As a frequent visitor of the Snowy Mountains and as a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko
National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by
Brindabella Ski Club and he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst
balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of he Kosciuszko National Park for all.
Ongoing community consultation is the key to implementing the opportunities outlined in the SM SAP and it is incumbent on the Department to keep
dialogue open with those who use, love and look to secure the Kosciuszko region for future genera ions.
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I object to the Masterplan for a number of reasons;
Environmental Understanding
The video introducing the masterplan claims that KNP is both pristine and environmentally resilient. I question these claims as I
have seen damage caused by 4wd vehicles on the main range decades ago. It shows this whole process is flawed by ignoring past
and ongoing damage.
Planning Approval
I object to the proposed approval process of the Masterplan. Any further developments within KNP should be assessed on
environmental grounds under the current EP&A Act, which has processes designed for the assessment of individual
developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
Transport
The idea that carparks can be expanded is absurd in this era of attempting to reduce CO2 emissions. Cars also cause significant
roadkill. The Masterplan has elements which only imbed private car ownership (and useage) such as carparks; park and ride
facilities; and smart technologies that utilise parking availability. There must be further plans to improve public transport to enable
people to reduce car useage.
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David Hufton Submission to Kosciusko National Park
Draft Plan of Management and Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Precinct Master Plan
10 August 2021.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Master
plan should be set aside and not allowed as it usurps
the Power of the Minister of the Environment Matt Kean
and usurps the current Kosciusko National Park Plan of
Management—These proposed economic activities in
the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Master
Plan are wholly inappropriate economic activities that
would have disastrous negative environmental impacts
on the fragile alpine flora and fauna, mega fire prone
park and climate change disastrously impacted
Kosciusko National Park…Environmental values are not
prioritised in this Master Plan, just making money and
disastrous, dangerous overdevelopment.
This Master Plan should be abandoned as it conflicts
with the natural, scientific values in the present
Kosciusko Plan of Management. All new extra
accommodation should be built outside Kosciusko
National Park where it would create regional economic
benefits without damaging the environmental values of
Kosciusko National Park.
The proposed Kosciusko National Plan of Management
abandons the long standing balance between

conservation and legitimate use by removing essential
protections against inappropriate development. These
radical inappropriate plans are entirely out of keeping
with Kosciusko’s status as a National Park and National
Heritage Listed place.
A I call on as minimum 60 day extension to the totally
inadequate public exhibition periods for the plans.
B. An independent scientific review of the ecological
condition and ecological restoration requirements of
Kosciusko National Park.
C. Urgent action to address the continuing threats to
Kosciusko National Park.

This Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Masterplan and Draft Amendment to the Kosciusko
National Park Plan of Management must be rejected as
disastrous, gross vandalism of a public, internationally
recognised National Park’s values.

I have been bushwalking in Kosciusko National Park for
40 years. This political attack(Master Plan-Act of gross

vandalism) on Kosciusko National Park natural values is
appalling and disgusting by the NSW Government and
Barilaro MP for cheap, inappropriate overdevelopment
for private profit of a public national park.
No new tourism development within Kosciusko National
Park. No new mountain bike trails, no zip lines, no new
accommodations, no new environmentally damaging car
parks, no helicopter use for transit to resorts or any
other helicopter commercialisation use within the park,
no new 4wd tracks on the Summit way or other hiking
tracks, no crazy commercialisation of natural features eg
Porcupine rocks viewing deck—NO.

Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko
is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has
suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any
national park in Australia. The sources of that damage include:
•
•
•
•
•
•

historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most
intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s
legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project;
and

•

unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the
park.

KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of
development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national parks in
NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in
Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as
sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and
water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some,
notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental
damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further
damage through the inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan
and POM.

National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher
economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are gazetted for the
protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural
values. Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in national
parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives
of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP,
putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal, national
and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an
international pariah on so many environmental issues, let’s not add over
development of KNP those failures.

A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national
parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future development and
activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the
current process is unashamedly designed to increase commercial access to, and
returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It
proposes that the environmental values of KNP would be protected by future
assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A
Act).

This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are
designed for the assessment of individual developments, not for the strategic
management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a
national park. The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNPthat is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the
capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed developments. It doesn’t. It should be
withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for
development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife Service to the
Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional
NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly sensitive, extremely significant protected
area.

The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial
and recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits. This is
achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to
10,000. No new increases to accommodation in Kosciusko National Park.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase
by 60%. All associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment
plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to
support this increase. No increase in accommodation in Kosciusko National
Park, No new 4wd roads on foot tracks in Kosciusko National Park. No helicopter
access to Kosciusko National Park for tour groups
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in
overnight beds. The only justification provided is that there is a demand for
additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the
year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP for at least 9 months
per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to
service the peak of the snow season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing
the natural snowline above the current resorts. The escalating costs and
excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming
increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the

snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a
single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of
the infrastructure and services to support those beds, would only be required
for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such
stranded assets and inflict so much damage on the national park for the sake of
a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not for
the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP
and large areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central objective
of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by
confining the resorts to existing development footprint. The proposed resorts
are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management
to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.

Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other public
visitors to KNP. Accommodation limits in Kosciusko should be kept as is---no
new development zones.
Currango Homestood should be maintained as is for the general public not
prioritised for high end tour groups. No new commercial accommodation at
Curango Homestood.
Currango Homestood should be maintained as heritage accommodation and
kept at a low price to give access to all: unemployed, working not high end
tourists.
No new commercial visitor experiences at Currango such as horseriding, chicken
farms, vegetable gardens, mountain biking at the Homestood for visitors.
Currango Homestood should not be commercialised but kept at a reasonable
price for only no commercial visitors…NO leasing of Currango Homestood to
commercial groups such as Australian Walking Company it should be for the
public to access not exclusive use.
Visitors to Currango should be self sustaining and fit into the heritage and
natural park values

Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their clients on
the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both
proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to
national parks.
No access to Summit Track I Kosciusko and no access to helicopter transport for
resorts or another other area in the Kosciusko National Park.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst
system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and International significance. Karst
environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management
to maintain their significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or
appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the
existing springs. These would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, bath houses
traditionally located around hot thermal springs.

No Japanese Onsen bath houses at Yarrangobilly karts pools. Heating of the
pools does not fit into Kosciusko National Park natural values and goes against
the NSW NPWS Act 1974 conserving natural values. No commercialisation of
Yarrangobilly caves area for new accommodation or for commercial groups.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of
Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to create a new
tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The
plans propose raising the water temperature using large-scale gas
heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a
high emissions facility in a national park setting is entirely at odds with
community expectations and the NSW NPWS Act 1974 valuing conservation and
flora and fauna biodiversity.

Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort
precincts. Additional parking will join additional accommodation as an
unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of

adverse impacts in the short term. One is that the potential sites for expanded
carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species
and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the NSW Government
responds that KNP is very large and their development proposals only impact on
a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the
threatened ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very
restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred hectares of the park. The
total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in the
particular areas proposed for development such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a
private transport model that Australians are rapidly abandoning for long
distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally
sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands better mass
transport.

A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined
the International alliance ‘the high ambition coalition’. The centrepiece of the
membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of
our land and sea in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a
long way to go to get anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be fatally
undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not
protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and other
inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and
instead endanger the conservation values of the park. At a time when we
should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network,
the NSW Government wants to diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system,
KNP.

Key Points:

No new accommodation in Kosciusko National Park.
No new built accommodation at Island Bend. It would damage Kosciusko
National Park natural and scientific values and reduce park biodiversity. All new
accommodation should be outside Ksciusko National Park.
No new viewing deck at Porcupine Rocks this would environmentally damage a
unique rock formation. It is unnecessary and environmentally polluting and
unsustainable. The Kosciusko National Park was enacted for passive recreation
that doesn’t harm natural values.

No ziplining and No new mountain bike trails In Kosciusko National Park and no
helicopter transit access to resorts or other areas within Kosciusko National
Park..These activities harm the passive, quite wilderness values and will harm
flora and fauna movements.
No raising of the bed limits set in the previous Kosciusko National Park
Management Plan.. No new raising of on park accommodation in new areas kor
existing places eg Thredbo, Persisher, Blue Cow areas. This is a National Park
new accommodation must occur outside the Kosciusko National Park.

No new clearing of vegetation for new car parks within Kosciusko National park.
No new commercial 4wd vehicles allowed on walking tracks in Kosciusko
National Park.
No insensitive changes to nationally significant historic sites such as Currango
Homestead and Yarrangobilly caves Karst area.

There must be an independent scientific review of the ecological condition and
ecological restoration requirements of Kosciusko National Park.
Urgent action to address the threats to Kosciusko National Park…eg Removal of
all wild horses in Kosciusko National Park immediately by shooting program,
climate change risk management, pest management, habitat loss assessment
and mitigation, megafire risk assessment.

Kosciusko National Park has had several megafires in last 10 years. Therefore it
is unsuitable as an all round destination---spring, summer and autumn are
megafire seasons and visitors cannot be protected. Therefore no increases to
present accommodation limits inside Kosciusko National Park.

Yours

David Hufton
Outdoor Educator, Environmental Educator—Secondary School Sydney, NSW.

Bachelor Arts Outdoor Education, Environmental Education
Graduate Diploma Teaching Secondary---Geography, Aboriginal Studies, History
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There’s no need and it will further destroy our environment
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I've been a frequent visitor to Kosciuszko NP, especially over the last 20 years - both during the ski season and during the warmer months. I am also
both a guest and friend of members of Mirrabooka Ski Club, which is a member of SLOPES.
This ski club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 60 years.
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interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
In my view, it is important to provide suitable access to the Park and, in turn, using the monies raised to enhance and preserve the remainder of the
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Submission to: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct - Draft Master Plan
Submitted by Hi Noon Ski Club Inc
23 August 2021

1.

Introduction

The Hi Noon Ski Club Inc (Hi
Noon or the Club) is a
non-commercial private
recreational club whose
members share a love of alpine
sports across a variety of
disciplines including Alpine and
Nordic skiing, bushwalking and
mountain biking. In 1973, Club
members purchased a lodge
building that had been on the
current site in Thredbo Village
since 1957. That original building was demolished in 1995 and replaced with a new
building on the same footprint which is compliant with current building requirements.
The lodge provides affordable, quality accommodation all year round, within a
communal and family friendly atmosphere. Invited guests also access lodge
accommodation through member sponsorship and memberships are often passed
down through generations.
By their nature, Club members are active outdoor enthusiasts who are aware of their
part in Australia’s ski history and possess an abundance of knowledge about the
National Park. Members have a keen interest in sustaining the appeal of Thredbo
village, the Thredbo Valley and, above all, protecting the natural and cultural values
of the unique and fragile environment that is Kosciuszko National Park (KNP).
The Club practises good governance combined with sound and sustainable
environmental practices befitting the national park in which the lodge is located. The
club welcomes development in the Snowy Mountains that is thoughtful and places
priority on environmental sustainability.
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2.

Executive Summary

Hi Noon Ski Club Inc (Hi Noon) applauds the NSW Department of Planning, Industry
and Environment for developing a coherent, long term vision for use of the Park and
the depth of analysis that has gone into preparing the draft Plan of Management
(POM) and the Master Plan. The Club welcomes this opportunity to comment on
both those documents.
The following is a summary of Hi Noon’s responses to the Master Plan and Plan of
Management:

Commendations
1. Hi Noon supports the principles stated in Section 2.1 of the Master Plan, but has
reservations about the extent to which the principle of Economy and Industry
should drive growth in the utilisation of KNP.
2. The Carrying Capacity Framework proposed in support of the PoM for the Alpine
precinct has the potential to significantly advance the state of the art in planning
and management of Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) to protect its key values
according to scientific approaches and evidence. Hi Noon urges the NSW
Government to ensure that its implementation is adequately resourced to be
highly effective in practice.
3. Hi Noon generally supports the proposals for development and improvements to
the Jindabyne precincts.
4. Hi Noon is in favour of mass transit solutions such as the proposed Park and
Ride/Shuttle Bus system that can be scaled as demand changes.
5. In Thredbo East, Hi Noon supports the multi-level deck carpark proposed at
Friday Flat as a solution to increase parking capacity with less impact than single
level parking. However we note that expanded parking will encourage increased
private vehicle access to the National Park and inflict environmental impact in the
vicinity of the proposed car park. Hi Noon also supports the development of
elevated walkways to streamline the interaction of customers and cars in this
restricted area.
6. In Thredbo West, Hi Noon supports the redevelopment of Valley Terminal and
the development of an Arrival Plaza.

Concerns and Objections
7. The KNP is one of Australia’s most valuable, yet vulnerable, natural assets.
Including a major portion of it within a Special Activation Precinct focuses its
direction on economic growth through commercial development, at a time when
environmental protection needs to be the foremost priority. The Master Plan
purports to protect its natural values but the fundamental purpose of the SAP
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concept is economic development, and the means of protecting the Park is far
less established than the strategies to facilitate economic development. We are
concerned that the latter will take precedence irrespective of fine words in the
Master Plan and Plan of Management.
8. Further to the above, Hi Noon is concerned that bringing control of KNP under
the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional
NSW will focus its management on economic exploitation of the Park, as already
apparent in the Master Plan.
9. We note that independent scientific review has been omitted from the review
process for the Plan of Management and consider this a significant omission.
10. The Carrying Capacity Framework reasonably focuses on managing the impact
of peak visitation during the winter season. Increasing usage outside the winter
months will disproportionately impact the fragile alpine ecosystem when it lacks
the protective layer of snow. Non-winter visitor impact analysis needs to be
added to the Framework.
11. Hi Noon strongly objects to the proposed increase in bed number limits for
Thredbo Village as inappropriate and likely to degrade environmental values as
well as visitor and resident amenity. We are also concerned that additional beds
will also place additional users onto winter slopes without any apparent ski
capacity increases.
12. Hi Noon is very concerned that the proposed increase in bed number limits are
based on visitor forecasting that does not factor in constraints derived from the
Carrying Capacity Framework. Retro-fitting these constraints to development
applications will apply constant pressure to the environmental protections.
13. Hi Noon is further concerned that the proposed increase in bed number limits is
driven primarily to satisfy increases in winter peak demand over the short term
future. We believe this will cause over-development of Thredbo Village and leave
stranded assets as the viability of the snowfields declines and usage flattens out
across the seasons.
14. Approval processes must not be streamlined to the detriment of existing lodges
and facilities.
15. Hi Noon strongly objects to the unjustified implication to replace ski lodges with
self-catering apartments and calls for assurance that well maintained and
patronised lodges such as Hi Noon Lodge will not be adversely impacted under
the Master Plan.
16. The proposal for vehicular support to the Snowy Iconic Walk is unnecessary and
excessive.
17. The proposal for commuter helicopter services is elitist and intrusive.
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3.

General Concerns

Hi Noon finds the draft Master Plan to be a comprehensive document supported by, and
depending on, a large assortment of technical papers. With such a broad range of
topics, Hi Noon finds itself in support of some aspects of the plan and objects to others.
The Hi Noon lodge is situated in the heart of Thredbo Village which, in turn, is within the
KNP. Hi Noon members are committed to ensuring the National Park environment and
facilities are sustained for future generations in as natural a form as possible. We
recognise the pressures imposed by increased population and consequential demand,
but strongly request that the KNP be retained as a minimally touched refuge for our
natural environment.
With regard to the Master Plan and the Plan of Management, the Club is interested in
developments across the various precincts, but most of our interest and concern is
concentrated in the Thredbo Valley. Hence, we have concentrated our attention on the
Alpine Precinct.
Hi Noon highlights several areas of concern in the Master Plan and related material,
numbered below.
A.

Primary Focus on Economic Development

We note the following commentary in the Executive Summary of the draft Master Plan.
“The [Special Activation] precinct will leverage the region’s unique cultural and
environmental attributes to establish a resilient year-round tourism destination …”.
Experience has shown that increased population or usage of a region’s facilities always
places stress upon that region. Some environments are more suited to such
development, but not so a national park. The Kosciuszko region has demonstrable
fragility and is increasingly being impacted by global issues such as climate change. We
fear ill-considered development will damage or destroy the very environment the park
seeks to protect and counsel the controlling bodies to be very careful to minimise
disruption and avoid inflicting lasting damage.
At the recent G7 Summit, Prime Minister Scott Morrison told assembled nations that
Australia will join the High Ambition Coalition (HAC) for Nature and People, an
intergovernmental group of 60 countries. The centrepiece of alliance membership is to
halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation
reserves by 2030.
Protected areas in NSW cover barely 9% of the state. Achieving a 30% target will be
fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected
from land clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
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The Masterplan and POM do little to enhance the protection of KNP, instead focusing on
development and additional usage. At a time when we aspire towards higher ambitions
for our protected area network, the Master Plan outlines the possible diminution of one
of the jewels in our reserve system..
B.

Risk associated with streamlined development approvals

The Alpine SEPP states “A review of the Alpine SEPP will commence while the Master
Plan is finalised, with the aim of streamlining development approvals ... “.
Hi Noon is of the view that recent development approvals have failed to take into
account existing amenity such as mountain views, common access and pedestrian
safety. We object to any adjustment of the Alpine SEPP that streamlines approvals to the
detriment of existing lodges and facilities.
C.

Prejudice against existing ski lodges

“Renewal and redevelopment of older parts of the village including ski lodges to
self-catering apartments and other forms of accommodation within Thredbo Village…”
Hi Noon strongly objects to the implication of redevelopment of ski lodges to
self-catering apartments. Our concern is best expressed in Section 9.3 of this document.
D.

Reduction of independent scientific review

The current POM (in accordance with Section 12.1.1 point 5) gains assistance through
an independent scientific committee to establish minimum environmental performance
standards. Replacement of “independent scientific committee” with “specialists” in the
setting of minimum environmental performance standards indicates a process that will
be less effective in protecting the natural values of the Park.
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4.

Principles for the Snowy Mountains

The Master Plan outlines 9 principles and associated strategic indicators for the
mountain region. We draw attention to the following statements that resonate or
dissonate with our aspirations for the area.

Under principle 1 (Environmental Resilience)
“New development must prioritise sustainability and reflect the environmental values that
are intrinsic to the Snowy Mountains”.
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is
‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’. This view is myopic and misinformed. KNP has
suffered, and continues to suffer, significant environmental damage. The sources of that
damage include:
● historic clearing, grazing and mining;
● the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most
intense wildfires in recorded history;
● destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s
legislation protecting feral horses;
● un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites; and
● historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts.
KNP continues under environmental stress inflicted by the existing level of development
and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national parks in NSW and contains
far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight
beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection,
road maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine
setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant
environmental damage.
The Masterplan and POM appear to view the National Park as land awaiting a higher
economic and commercial purpose. To the contrary, National Parks are gazetted for the
protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values.
Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only
where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of reservation. KNP
cannot sustain further undisciplined assaults. It needs strong protection during any
development described in the Masterplan and POM.
Special Activation Precincts “are unique to regional NSW. By focusing on planning and
investment, their goal is to stimulate economic development and create jobs in line with
the competitive advantages and economic strengths of a region.” (Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Precincts Carrying Capacity Framework). Designating the Kosciuszko
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National Park for inclusion in an SAP implies that economic development has priority
over preservation of the natural and cultural heritage of the area. We are unconvinced
that principle 1 will be honoured to the extent needed to preserve the KNP.

Under principle 2 (Place and Landscape)
“Develop vibrant villages with a strong alpine design character focussed on high quality,
climatically appropriate design that is representative of the Snowy Mountains.”
Hi Noon’s lodge has enjoyed a prominent location near the centre of Thredbo village for
many decades. Historians have noted that the village was created with a strong and
attractive village flavour, that took account of the winter environment. Over recent years,
there has been increasing developmental activity, often unsympathetic to the village
atmosphere and overall design. Contention has arisen from the propensity of developers
to build ever higher and block other views. An example is recent approval of the
redevelopment of the Black Bear Inn site that will have an immediate detrimental effect
upon the Hi Noon Lodge.
There is no question that some development within Thredbo will occur as premises are
renewed. However, in our view, recent development seldom aligns with professed
intent and conflicts directly with the principle outlined above.

Under principle 3 (Connection to Country)
We support the objectives and endorse the inclusion of indigenous values and culture in
any development.

Under principle 4 (Carrying Capacity)
“In the context of the Snowy Mountains, carrying capacity can be defined by the extent
to which the region can cater to visitor activities, facilities and services while protecting
its unique environmental values.”
We proffer our view on carrying capacity in section 6.1. It is essential that the Framework
be implemented effectively. It should have been used already to moderate the
proposal for increased bed limits in the resorts.

Under principle 5 (Housing Diversity)
We support the objectives and note this principle largely refers to the Jindabyne precinct.

Under principle 6 (Social Infrastructure)
We support the objectives and encourage the development of high performance sporting
opportunities.
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Under principle 7 (Economy and Industry)
We support the objectives and note the reference to increasing visitation during summer
months. Our lodge is open year round and many members use it throughout summer
with particular participation in the various festivals hosted in Thredbo.

Under principle 8 (Transport and connectivity)
We support the objectives and encourage the development of mass transport options.
We note however, that experience shows independent travel remains a strong
preference for many users - this is why the parking lots at Thredbo and Perisher are so
large. The Master Plan makes provision for increases in car parking in the resort
precincts. We contend that additional parking may join additional accommodation
as an ill-advised ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines.
Additional parking also has potential for adverse impacts in the wider park. One is that
potential sites for expanded car parks may have conservation values, particularly for
threatened species and ecological communities.

Under principle 9 (Infrastructure and services)
We support the objectives but note the reference to “increases in bed limits and
recreation options within the KNP”. We repeat our ongoing concern that increases in
bed limits within the park provide the greatest potential for park damage.

5. Governance
Hi Noon acknowledges the 5 key agencies contributing to the development of the Master
Plan and proposed to hold varying responsibilities to execute the Plan, if endorsed.
Hi Noon is of the view that the NSW Parks and Wildlife Service has provided excellent
stewardship of the KNP, with a strong focus on the natural environment. However, the
two plans will effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP
from the National Parks and Wildlife Service to the Department of Planning and the
deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly
sensitive, extremely significant protected area. We believe the NPWS should retain
control of the KNP and have a casting vote on built accommodation within the park.

6. Planning Framework
6.1. Carrying Capacity Framework
When implemented, the proposed Carrying Capacity Framework may represent a new
state-of-the-art example of management of complex and high value ecological areas
with high level recreational uses.
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To be successful, it is essential that NPWS and other organisations supporting the
framework are adequately resourced to implement it. Section 6.3.1 of the Framework
report identifies this as an implementation challenge particularly applying in KNP.
We also note there is a natural tension between the protective function of the CCF and
the central motivation of the SAP to facilitate job creation and economic development in
regional NSW. It is essential that the CCF-based review of development proposals not
be progressively watered down in effectiveness, either by errors of intent or neglect, and
that the economic development priorities of the SAP must not override stewardship
priorities of KNP for the foreseeable future as the Park is, and will continue to be, under
extreme threat from climate change and existing usage.
The CCF has appropriate focus on reconciling increasing (up to 2038) peak demand for
overnight visitors with impacts of increasing bed numbers on biodiversity values.
However a gap in the framework is the impact of the increase in non-winter visitor
numbers on biodiversity. The SAP seeks to encourage use of the KNP as a non-winter
recreational area as a transitional response to climate change and this is already
happening. But the CCF does not address the impacts on biodiversity of increased
visitor numbers beyond bed numbers in the resorts. In particular, increased visitor
numbers during non-winter months, when snow cover does not protect the ground flora
and fauna from the impact of walkers and mountain bikers, will have a significant impact
on biodiversity that has not been addressed in the analysis.
As noted in section 4.4 of the CCF report, a development control plan (DCP) will only be
completed once the SAP Master Plan is adopted. Consequently we are unable to assess
whether the development controls are adequate to meet the values protection aspired to
by the CCF.

6.2. Bed Limits Process
The Master Plan proposes a dramatic increase of 40% in bed allocations within the
Kosciuszko National Park. The process by which proposed new bed limits have been
proposed in the Plan of Management (POM) is of concern to Hi Noon.
Our understanding is that the Center for International Economics (CIE) generated
forecasts for resident, seasonal worker, and visitor numbers that have been used by
other planners to propose expansion of accommodation availability as detailed in the
Housing and Accommodation Report. Those numbers have then been used in an
Enquiry by Design (EbD) workshop process to allocate new bed number allocations to
the Alpine resorts, Jindabyne and other sub-precincts. Neither the CIE report nor any
record of the EbD process is available for review. We assume that no modelling of
environmental impact has been applied to the forecasts. This leads to the following
concerns:
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a. We do not know what assumptions were made about climate change, its impact
on KNP visitation during the peak winter months, and therefore whether the
forecasts are realistic.
b. The forecasts are unconstrained by the Carrying Capacity Framework whose
KPIs will be quantified in the Development Control Plans that are yet to be
written.
c. Despite these unknowns, a demand for 4,000 new beds within the Alpine Resorts
Management Units has been baked into the POM. As a headline figure this will
drive development planning ambitions that most likely cannot be supported
without severely exceeding the Carrying Capacity, with significant environmental
and visitor experience consequences. There will be relentless pressure by
developer initiatives to achieve the bed number targets, facilitated by the
streamlined approval process, against which the quite complex CCF control
approach will be challenged to apply timely and effective counterbalance in
favour of natural values protection.
d. It will be quite difficult to quantify the impact of individual development
applications against the higher level KPIs of the CCF. For example, how will the
water consumption of a particular new apartment building contribute to loss of
biodiversity in Merritts Creek due to increased water extraction? The likelihood is
that CCF based limits will need to trigger long before the new bed limits are
reached, or crucial values KPIs will be breached.
Estimates of the actual carrying capacities of specific development areas should
be applied before the Master Plan and the amendments to the Plan of Management
are adopted.

7. Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct
For clarity, we understand this to include the following sub-precincts:
● Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore
● Mountain Bike and Adventure Park
● Western Lake Jindabyne
● Sports and Education Precinct
● Southern Connector Road.
Our interest is primarily within the KNP and specifically the Thredbo Valley, hence we
make no comment on changes to land zoning within this precinct. However, we note that
the existing township of Jindabyne has developed in a somewhat ad hoc manner that
has contributed to the issues identified in the Master Plan. We support efforts to
streamline the planning and development processes relevant to this precinct and, in
particular, support the development of passive and active alternative forms of recreation.
We agree that the town does not currently make sufficient use of its foreshore and the
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proposed improvements to this area and streamlining the adjacent shopping districts are
welcome. Equally, we believe the proposed new town square will be a major
improvement.
Of special note is the proposed Southern Connector Road and we support this
development. We believe this will remove through traffic from the town streets and calm
Kosciuszko Road, making access to the lake more convenient.
We note the Southern Connector and Kosciusko Road are both proposed to be one lane
each way. This means the total meaningful capacity through the town is 2 lanes each
way, which is the same as currently exists. In that case, we do not understand how
capacity for more usage upstream (closer to the KNP) will be accommodated if the
feeder roads mentioned remain at the same capacity. We recommend the Southern
Connector be constructed with 2 lanes each way, or should the cost of that prohibit, then
build 3 lanes with the middle lane alternating direction from morning to night.

8. Jindabyne Growth Precinct
For clarity, we understand this to include the following sub-precincts:
● Jindabyne Town Centre Growth
● Jindabyne West
● East Jindabyne
● Leesville and Aerodrome
● Barry Way South
We support the general design intent in these areas, noting they are distributed around
the Jindabyne region with no current easy connection other than by car. We do however,
encourage the emphasis on a foreshore park that we believe will greatly add to the
attraction outside of the winter months.

9. Alpine Precinct
9.1. Increased Accommodation Limits in KNP
The current Plan of Management for KNP protects the natural values of the park by
limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits.
This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to
10,000.
The Masterplan and POM propose to increase the number of overnight beds by 40%.
The plans also propose that associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage
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treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking will also need to be enlarged.
However, there is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase
in overnight beds. The only justification provided is that there is a demand for additional
accommodation. Hi Noon Club is concerned that the drive for increased economic
activity under the SAP will become the overriding criteria for approvals, and that
developers will perceive a freedom of scope to advocate expansion within the higher bed
numbers allocated within KNP.
As pointed out in the plans, the vast majority of existing accommodation is vacant for
most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP for at least 9
months per year. Hence, the primary purpose of the proposed additional beds is to
service the peak of the snow season. This is confirmed by a description of the increase
in beds up to 2041, after which projections are for a mild decrease.
The Housing and Accommodation report itself is cautious about increasing bed limits
within the KNP:

“growth in accommodation provision in the National Park should be carefully
considered. There is currently an over-supply of accommodation in non-winter
periods with substantial vacancies and many properties not being made available to
tourists. The need to deliver more accommodation to cater for non-winter growth will
need to be carefully considered in the context of environmental sensitivity. While
growth in accommodation capacity for the winter peak could be justified up to 2041,
the total number of winter peak visitor nights is forecast to reduce substantially
beyond 2041, and it is reasonable to expect the decline in demand would be most
noticeable in the alpine resorts. Priority should therefore be given to providing
increased capacity in tourist accommodation in other locations that are proximate to
planned new tourist activities and facilities identified in the Snowy Mountains SAP
Structure Plan.”
The above advice from the Housing and Accommodation Report does not appear to be
adequately taken into account in the final determination of accommodation numbers
stated in the Master Plan.
The truth is that the future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already
pushing the natural snowline higher and excessive water and power consumption of
making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic and environmentally
undesirable. The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within
two decades.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the
infrastructure and services to support those beds, will only be required for a maximum of
two decades, to 2041. It would be truly abysmal to create stranded assets and inflict so
much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks
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must be managed for the long term, not for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal
decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large
areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared. The resorts are located in areas of
high biodiversity value and risk the destruction of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural
habitat by confining the resorts to the existing development footprint.

9.2. Thredbo Village - East
Car parking is an issue at ski resorts around the world and Thredbo is no exception. The
need for car parking is exacerbated by the fact that resorts are usually somewhat
isolated and public access ill formed, hence cars become something of a convenient
evil.
Single level car parking consumes significant space and the current car park dominates
the environment around Friday Flat. A multi-deck parking facility will have the benefit of
reducing the land area required, by a factor related to the number of decks. We support
this amenity with the following caveats.
Any car park facility should be designed to blend in with its surroundings. Accordingly,
such a facility should not rise significantly above the valley floor and one or more decks
should be underground. Failing that, its height should be limited to a maximum of 3
levels. The exterior of the deck should be cladded such as to blend in with surrounding
forest.
We also support the concept of a raised covered walkway from the second or third deck
into the Friday Flat area, obviating the need for patrons to cross the road. The carpark
should provide plentiful recharging facilities to support the transition to zero emission
vehicles.
We also note the proposed development overlooking the existing waterbody. We urge
extreme caution with such development, noting that the waterbody adjoins and is fed by
the Thredbo River. Any spills or building detritus will have a detrimental effect on a
beautiful area.

9.3. Thredbo Village - West
9.3.1.Terrain Capacity
The Master Plan contains a very accurate statement on P92, which is replicated here.
“While this proposal seeks to increase accommodation provision in Thredbo, all future
development must be guided by the capacity of the skiable terrain, supporting
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infrastructure, environmental conditions and visitor amenity to avoid a depletion in the
on-mountain experience.”
Current resort capacity is indeed limited and visitor pressure at peak times creates an
unpleasant experience, notably that value for money is not achieved by paying over
$100 to stand in line whilst waiting for lifts. Our members have adopted various
strategies for avoiding peak crowds and are emphatic in resisting further queues. Hi
Noon has a significant concern that terrain is fundamentally limited without further
incursion into sensitive areas and the demand generated by increased bed limits will
only exacerbate the problem.
The Master Plan also contains a statement of considerable concern to Hi Noon
members (P95).
“Renewal and redevelopment of older parts of the village including ski lodges to
self-catering apartments and other forms of accommodation within Thredbo Village…”
As outlined earlier, Hi Noon is a member lodge of considerable history and involvement
in Thredbo’s development. The original lodge was replaced in 1995 with a new
building on the same footprint which is compliant with current building requirements.
Our lodge is well maintained and heavily used by members with great affinity for the
KNP and the environment we enjoy. We strongly object to statements implying
redevelopment of ski lodges to self-catering apartments, noting that such
apartments are nowhere near as efficient as lodges at providing quality
accommodation in limited space. We seek confirmation that ski lodges such as Hi
Noon will not be adversely impacted by developmental concessions or pressures.

9.3.2. Redevelopment of Valley Terminal
Valley Terminal at the base of the Thredbo lifts has been in situ since the start of skiing in
Australia, hence holds much rich history. However, any casual visitor will recognise that
the Terminal building has long passed its projected life and is sadly ill-equipped to act as
a “base lodge” for winter season and for the increasing demand from sports enthusiasts
during other seasons. Consequently we commend redevelopment in sympathy with
surrounding features, notably the mountain slope at the front door and the picturesque
river on the other side. We believe the site naturally lends itself to a two story facility, with
views both ways - to the slopes to accommodate day time interest and to the river and
village, to cater for apres ski. Most significantly, we recommend adequate toilet facilities
be provided on the level of the existing ski run and lift access.

9.3.3. Development of New Arrival Plaza
We note the proposed creation of new access points and an arrival plaza leading
between the village centre and a proposed new development on the existing tennis
courts.
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There are 2 existing pedestrian corridors from Friday Drive and the Valley Terminal with
both being somewhat convoluted and ill suited to foot traffic at any time of year.
Accordingly, we support the potential creation of a new arrival portal and
recommend it aligns with the shuttle bus terminal.
Regarding the existing tennis courts, these are of primary use during summer months
and we surmise they will be moved elsewhere. Given the focus on improving facilities for
summer months visitation however, we find it strange that the tennis courts will be
replaced.

9.3.4. Intrusion onto existing golf course
We note the proposed reduction of the existing golf course to 6 holes and the infill of the
remainder with new units. The golf course provides a welcome belt of greenery on the
west of the village and is already constrained in meterage. We are concerned that any
development will enclose the existing open area and reduce the sporting and social
options within the village.

10.

Alpine Accommodation

As previously noted, our primary objection to this topic is the impact of increased bed
limits. However, we do wish to submit commentary on certain other aspects of
accommodation within the Thredbo Valley.
The Thredbo Ranger Station is a dormant area that is slowly returning to native flora.
Given its previous disturbance however, we view this as a potential development area
and support that proposed in the Plan.
We note that the Plan makes no mention of the existing Lake Crackenback
development, which is outside the Park boundaries. We find that absence to be
surprising, given existing infrastructure and proximity to the Bulloch’s Flat transport hub.

11. Visitor Access
11.1.1. Tour operator vehicular access to Summit Track
The Snowy Iconic Walk development has been an excellent way of supporting growing
walker interest in the high country while protecting the fragile ecosystems through which
it passes. It has been designed as a series of day walks that do not require vehicular
support.
Hi Noon strongly resists any introduction of motorised transport within the
National Park. Just because you can get to the summit by vehicle doesn’t mean
you should.
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11.1.2. Commuter Helicopter(s)
Helicopter services to Thredbo and other locations would be highly intrusive to
the quiet enjoyment of the National Park. The benefit obtained by a small number of
upmarket tourists is greatly outweighed by the loss of amenity to the thousands of
visitors that travel to the location by conventional means (including the Park & Ride
service which is a good idea), and the impact on wildlife of noisy helicopters along the
approaches to the resorts.

12. Conclusion
Hi Noon Ski Club Inc has a long standing presence within the KNP and prides itself on
promotion of the region and care for the environment. We applaud the comprehensive
consideration of options within the Master Plan to enable other Australians to appreciate
the mountain environment. However, we believe these options must treat environmental
sustainability as a non-negotiable prerequisite of any development.
The Club supports much of the development proposed to occur around Jindabyne,
noting this is outside the National Park. We are concerned, however, that proposed
development within the KNP, and notably the proposed increase in bed limits, will place
unsustainable pressure on the environment. The unfortunate situation is that any
additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to
support those beds, will only be required for a maximum of two decades to 2041. It
would be truly abysmal to create stranded assets and inflict so much damage on the
national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the
long term, not for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline
We are also concerned that the intent of streamlining the development approval process
will encourage ill-considered and contentious development proposals. This is particularly
true in Thredbo, where the village is constrained within the valley and development
occurs in close proximity to other users.
Whilst Hi Noon supports enhancement of existing facilities and development with
minimal impact, we object to changes in existing circumstances that will benefit
developers to the potential detriment of existing users. We recommend that bed limits
within the park be reduced from that proposed, that the NPWS retain authority over
development within the Park, and that further work to align carrying capacity to
environmental ideals be undertaken.
[End]
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Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Master Plan
Thank you for the preparation of this documentation. I have been through it all and am supportive
in general terms. I am a keen bushwalker who is familiar with most areas of the Snowies. I have
walked and ski toured through many of the areas. I generally stay at the Thredbo YHA or with
bushwalking friends in Smiggins or Perisher in summer.
My main concerns are that these planning precincts are divorced from the rest of the KNP and make
little reference to their relationship to the Park. I won’t comment on Jindabyne except to say that I
agree that the town needs to take most of the burden of accommodation provision for the area.
The additional thousands that are expected to be attracted to the area aren’t going to be satisfied
with mountain biking on the slopes of Jindabyne and are going to want to explore the nether regions
of the KNP. There is no acknowledgement of how to deal with large numbers wanting to climb Mt
Twynam or walk across to Watsons Crags.
Tracks or trails only receive passing mention including the new ‘Iconic trails’. I agree that the
inevitability of marked and managed trails will be necessary to cope with increasing numbers of
walkers, more to protect the fragile mountain environment that to make for easy walking. I would
expect that these new visitors to the area won’t be experienced in the use of map and compass and
that ‘search and rescue’ will become an additional burden on Park Rangers. Marked trails will be
important as a way of subtly managing walkers and keeping them to defined areas and away from
some pristine areas. The point of this is to say that higher development in the specific areas
mentioned must take into account and appropriately fund the increased pressures on the rest of the
Park.
Transport associated with the additional numbers received only a few pages at the end of the
consultation documentation and needs to be more specific. It will come at a cost. Perhaps the
Alpine Way will need to be closed to much traffic at Bullocks Flat and regular shuttles take over from
that point. It will need to reliable enough to ensure that walkers in summer can be in Thredbo for
the first chair lift departure of the day to allow a full day of bushwalking up on the Main Range and
likewise the rail access to Perisher will need to operate all year round with coordinating shuttles up
to Charlottes. Again, the chaos of cars all along the road at Charlottes Pass turning circle will need
better management, preferably with cars parking in the village and people transported up to the
road for the walks to Kosciuszko or Blue Lake.
The historic heritage part of the report makes no mention of heritage features outside of the
development zones such as the remains of the chairlift structure at Mt Stilwell or in fact any of the
current operations and attractions of the Snowy Hydro Scheme. A pity, and an obvious attraction for
visitors.

David Wardle
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The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by restricting commercial and
recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part
by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP. The Masterplan and POM would allow
the number of overnight beds to increase by 40%. All associated services would also need
to be enlarged to support this increase. The proposed resort precincts are distributed across
a significant area of KNP, so large areas of native vegetation will also need to be cleared.
This will occur in areas of high biodiversity value and impact on rare habitats, ecosystems
and species, yet there is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive
increase in accommodation and associated infrastructure. The only justification provided is
that there is a demand for additional accommodation. However, the vast majority of the
existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. Therefore the only purpose of the
proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow season. Yet the future of the
snowfields is in doubt. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above
the current resorts. The escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of
making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts
project the end of the snowfields within two decades. It would extremely irresponsible to
inflict so much damage on KNP for the sake of a doomed industry. National parks should be
managed for the long term, not for the transitory benefit of a particular sector. Previous KNP
management plans have limited the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to the
existing development footprint, the Masterplan and POM amendment completely overturn
this. The exhibited POM amendment needs to be revised to include a detailed assessment of
the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed developments.
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP.
Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their clients on the Summit
Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals will detract from the
quiet amenity sought by most visitors to national parks. The Masterplan and POM
amendment also propose major changes to the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst
system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and International significance. Karst environments are
highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant
values. The proposed changes outlined in the Masterplan and POM amendment show little
or no appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment. The most startling proposal is
to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form
of Japanese Onsens. Such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly and would
represent a farcical attempt to insert a completely foreign culture in to what is currently a low
key, natural phenomenon. Large-scale gas heaters would need to be installed to heat the
waters at Yarrangobilly to temperatures suitable for Onsens. Installing a high greenhouse
gas emissions facility in a national park is neither appropriate in such a setting nor consistent
with the principles of environmental sustainability associated with the management of
national parks.
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the High
Ambition Coalition for Nature and People, an international coalition of countries committed to
forging a global deal to conserve 30 per cent of the world’s land and sea, in order to halt the
loss of biodiversity. The network of national parks in NSW protects barely 9% of the state, so
we have a long way to go to get anywhere near this 30% target and we will never reach it if
existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not better protected from land clearance,
infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses. The Masterplan and POM
amendment do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead threaten
the conservation values for which the park was gazetted.
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It seems that the future of KNP is moving from the portfolio of the Environment Minister and
the National Parks and Wildlife Service where it belongs and into the compromised hands of
the deputy Premier and his Department for Regional NSW who have no understanding of
how this highly sensitive alpine area should be managed and are instead focussed only on
commercial imperatives. This is unacceptable in relation to this extremely significant
protected area.

Yours sincerely

Deborah Stevenson
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Submission Kosciuszko National Park: Currango Draft Precinct Plan.
Deirdre Slattery
from the Museum, add a few new ‘cottage’ buildings of an arbitrary nature placed in nice
spots thoughtfully dotted a medium distance from the current buildings.
This is hardly a specialized task, and takes up about twenty-five pages of the 40 page report.
The report is packed out with many photos: as they are unrelated to the text they are of
doubtful utility. In other words, practically all of the work has gone into one sub-dot point of
the ‘deliverables’: A review of interior and exterior design, furniture & fittings for existing
buildings.

2. Minimal consideration of relevant legislation
2.1 National and NSW State heritage status: The listing under the EPBC Act, the
NSW Heritage Act and the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management brings certain
obligations. These obligations are not discussed in the dCPP but are the framework for what
new development can be done on Historic cultural heritage sites.
2.2 EPBC Act ignored
In 2008, the EPBC Act (1999) listed the Australian Alps National Parks for their natural
and cultural heritage values. Notably, Criterion d. The North-east pastoral landscape of
Kosciuszko National Park, places Tantangara Plain and Currango in a context of a
whole landscape and a whole sweep of time in European Australian history.
As a remote but important focus of visitor attention, Currango Homestead and its
surrounds is central to consideration of this value. It is extraordinary that the framers of
the Currango dPP do not even consider their task from this point of view.
2.3 KNPPOM ignored
S3.4 Management Framework draws attention to the Burra Charter (The Australia
ICOMOS Charter for Places of Cultural Significance) as a source of important
overarching principles and nationwide consistency.
Further, S4.2 Overarching principles for Management calls for consideration of


The conservation of places, objects, features and landscapes of cultural
value;



The promotion of public appreciation and understanding of the national
park’s natural and cultural values.

Neither the Burra Charter with its wealth of professional advice and experience or these
important principles of the KNPPOM are mentioned by the dCPP.

3. No use of previous re heritage planning work
The dCPP does not consider the vast and extremely impressive body of work that has been
available for years, covering the values of Currango and how best to preserve and present
these. This work is not even referenced.
As well as preparatory work of David Scott and Alistair Henchmani there is the Currango
Historic Precinct Conservation Management & Interpretation Plan Field Manager's
Manual (November 2005). This admirable document offers a wealth of knowledge and
experience is now replaced by the current uninformed, skimpy, narrow, visionless document.
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The omission results in a report that purports to develop a ‘heritage experience’ but shows
little understanding of the complexities of such a task. Instead, it offers an enticing vision that
is actually a thin disguise for multiple suggestions for increased comfort levels. The ‘authentic
heritage experience’ suggested is that of riding horses around Tantangara Plain pretending to
be a station owner, followed by coming home to a hot shower in the ensuite, a queen size bed
and a nice salad from the vegie garden.
Not, as an actual experience of ‘mountain hardiness’ would involve, watering the vegie
garden, chopping a load of wood, lighting the stove, feeding dogs and horse, milking the cow,
eating rabbit stew and damper, bathing in a tub once a week, bedding down by candlelight on
a lumpy kapok mattress and hoping you don’t have to go outside to the dunny in the night, no
matter how glorious the stars. And if the experience were authentic, you would be more likely
to be a rabbiter or a fencer than a pastoralist, in which case even these conditions would be a
bit soft.
Not that I don’t mind comfort myself, its just the failure of the consultants to deal with the
very serious question of how to match an experience of 19th century hardiness with 21st
century expectations. The report shows no comprehension of this central issue in interpreting
‘heritage’. At times their incomprehension verges on the comic: e.g p. 39 suggests that
chickens could be kept to supply fresh eggs for brekkie for the guests, if they are not seen as
‘feral animals in a national park’.
The dCPP mentions but shows no awareness or understanding of how to apply the entire field
of cultural heritage conservation to their cursory analysis. Here I include in particular the
proposals for renovations to the main buildings. These involve NO consideration of the
fabric, construction methods, history of the buildings they so readily propose to
‘upgrade’.

4. Inappropriate vision for the site
On the point of ‘style’, in planning for Currango, the Conservation and Interpretation
Management Plan says:






The special early twentieth century character of the place must be carefully safeguarded.
Nostalgia is an important component of the visitor experience.
Being a special place with a level of exclusivity, because you have to be ‘in the know’ is
an important aspect of the visitor experience.
Authenticity is more important for visitors than comfort.
Most users value the use of the homestead kitchen as the ‘heart’ of the complex.

People visit Currango because the cottages are old, and in large part, still reflect the “make
do” approach of Tom and Molly Taylor. Such people don’t want ‘mod cons’, and
refurbishment should reflect this. Whilst some refurbishment inside the old cottages is
overdue, this is a matter that needs to be handled by heritage experts, which does not include
those who developed the current dCPP.
The dCPP does not engage with the contradictions inherent between such considerations and
the Brief (more visitors paying more money for increased comfort).
For example, the Points of Distinction list p. 8:
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Authentic Heritage experience: How will ‘mountain hardiness’ which is one of the values (p.
20) be exemplified in the new bathrooms?
Unique experience of experiencing life in a High Plains station: Apart for the complexities
of ‘an experience of experiencing’!!!!! how will the dCPP maintain such an experience in
the face of its ‘upgrades’?
If ‘experience’ is the model, the Conservation Management Plan records that there would
have been around 20 people living and working at Currango in two different historical
periods. How do the consultants reconcile this historical reality with their plans for overnight
accommodation for 50, not to mention day visitors?
Eco accommodation: what on earth does this mean? I am sure that Bill Stanfield, Trevor
Thatcher, Tom and Mollie Taylor and many others utilised far less of the world’s resources
than is intended for the ‘new’ visitor to Currango.
The dCPP for The Pines look like a conversion to a motel style of accommodation. It
reduces the number of beds from 19 to 14, and converts the main rooms to twin rather than
bunk style even though on p. 8 it suggests that it is ‘Perfect for Larger Group Bookings’.
Currango is a place where groups can enjoy sharing spaces, not a boutique hotel.

5. No research or data
The consultants outline the ‘deliverables’ their plan will supply, but do not deliver on most of
these. Research in support of the proposals is mostly non-existent, or where present, does not
adequately justify the proposals. As stated on p.5, these are:
5.1 Site analysis: The map on p. 6. is missing points 13, 17 and 18. There are no
observations or data regarding visitor orientation to the site; current or planned patterns of
visitor movement in vehicles or on foot; points of blockage or conflicting movement,
areas of unsatisfactory impact, presence or lack of infrastructure affecting either visitors or
landscape. Significant new developments are proposed based on vague casual suggestions.
Some site features are ignored or inadequately addressed:





The tennis court and storage shed, which dates from the 1930s but is in poor
condition. Surely it is a low key ‘ecotourism’ ‘authentic’ opportunity that could be
restored with very little cost.
The Homestead garden, for which the CMP makes some very thoughtful suggestions
for presentation and renewal.
Walks to Old Currango, the Murrumbidgee River, Cooleman Plain and Gorge, the
Cherry Orchard. They are part of the landscape recognised by the EPBC Act and
should be encouraged and interpreted.
The museum is mentioned as a tourism feature but it is noted that it is mostly closed.
How could the recommendation that it be opened possibly be followed up?

5.2 Visitation analysis lacking: There is no data assessment of visitor usage patterns or
occupancy rates at present. What are the projections for future visitation and on what are
they based. How do we know that the plans for reducing numbers in shared rooms and
buildings suits either current or potential visitors? How do we know that there is a
demand for increasing other accommodation offerings?
5.3 Interpretation and visitor education planning deficient: The consultants make scant
reference to interpretation and visitor education, despite the Brief which calls for Enhancing
4
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Visitor Experience. They concentrate almost entirely on the built environment. As the KNP
POM (S.4.2) states Recreation management will largely focus on enhancing the recreational,
interpretive and educational roles of the. KNP’s POM defines appropriate visitor experiences
as being ‘compatible with the conservation of the parks natural and cultural values.’ There is
almost no analysis of opportunities for informing visitors of the special qualities and specific
values of the place they are visiting.
5.4 No assessment of social experience: Currango is a historic homestead of state heritage
significance. For such a remote place, the accommodation offering at Currango is already. It
would be very easy to overwhelm Currango’s capacity to provide an experience appropriate to
the significant values of this part of Kosciuszko National Park and to its history. The proposal to
add new accommodation cottages and new caretakers and staff accommodation should be
considered carefully, to include the social impacts of the proposals.
5.5 Accommodation cap for the precinct. The dCPP focuses mainly on expansion of
accommodation at Currango. It proposes a 50% increase in accommodation capacity and a 78%
increase in annual occupancy (page 37). However, the proposals for this are premature. The brief
for the consultants required “Increase visitation across the year”, and “Broaden revenue
streams” (page 5). Both “overarching objectives” are merely aspirational unless there is
assessment of the maximum number of visitors appropriate for the Currango precinct. There is no
environmental impact assessment. Critical factors that should be considered and resolved before
any expansion of accommodation is approved include:





Water supply and wastewater treatment and disposal
Social experience
Historic cultural heritage impacts
Interpretation and Visitor Education

5.6. Conservation Management program. A substantial conservation management budget will
be needed to conserve, restore, reinstate and protect various historic cultural heritage elements of
the precinct. The CMP should guide this. Before the precinct plan can be adopted and
implemented, the conservation process should be planned and a budget identified.

6. Other comments on the details of the proposals
6.1 The fact that the Tantangara Causeway will probably be unavailable in future is not
mentioned under Access p. 7. And re access, on p. 11 the dCPP threateningly foreshadows the
next step in incremental development: a new route ‘is currently being considered’ to address
this problem.
6.2 Water supply and wastewater disposal: Extra bathrooms appear to be the main focus of
the dCPP for but there is no consideration of water supply or discharge arrangements for the
no doubt considerably increased volume of water that would be consumed by the new type of
guest. How will the current water supply continue to provide adequate water? The draft PP
states (page xx) ‘Water is currently sourced from a bore. The availability of water will need
to be considered in future proposals.’
Management of wastewater. Treatment and disposal of a greater amount of wastewater
(sewage and greywater) is not addressed despite it being an obvious outcome of the proposals.
6.3 Year-round use. The draft Precinct Plan suggests year-round use by visitors (probably
because the Brief required for the consultants required ‘Increase visitation across the year’)
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but the site should only be available for public use in non-winter months as is the current
situation. The comment on a lessee/operator being encouraged to conduct horse riding and
cycling tours is presumably all year round too.
6.4 Camping. Camping is mentioned (page 39) in a table of ‘New Visitor products and
experiences’ with no additional information about this. This use could potentially have high
impact and in any case Currango may not be the kind of place that appeals to people who go
camping ie lacks the elements of water and ‘features’ of landscape.
6.5. Aboriginal presence in the area, past or present. It is inaccurate and patronizing to say
that this is ‘demonstrated’ by some sites (p. 7.) Traditional Ownership and connection is an
historical fact, not a demonstration using a few relics. I also query whether the statement that
Walgalu and Wirajuri ‘have an ongoing association with the Currango Historical Precinct’ is
actually the case or just plain bad writing.
6.6. Private horses. The dCPP provides continuation of access to a Horse Paddock for
occupants of Currango. Would there be conflict between the accommodation of the horses
brought by visitors staying at the Homestead and others using the Horse Paddock? To say
nothing of the presence of thousands of them on Tantangara Plain at present.
Horse riding is already an approved use for this part of KNP, but is an uncomfortable park use
for many people. There should be a limit set to the number of private horses that can be
brought to Currango to minimize conflict with other park uses and users.
6.7. Commercial horse treks. There is a danger of relinquishing the ‘experience‘of
Currango and Tantangara Plain for all visitors to a horse riding dominated culture. The history
of the landscape is much more complex than people riding horses around for recreation.
6.8. Despite the lure of commercial tours in the form of horse riding treks there is no business
case for the precinct. Commercial use is made more likely by providing hard topped heritage
accommodation, which would have the potential to extend the horse riding season on the
Tantangara Plains.
5.
i
Scott, D. 1988. Currango Homestead Conservation Study. Document submitted as
part of final assessment for Bachelor of Architecture Degree, Canberra College of
Advanced Education.
NPWS (NSW). 1993a. Currango Conservation Plan. Report prepared by NPWS
(NSW).
NPWS (NSW). 1993b. Currango Homestead Kosciusko National Park: 1992/93
Conservation Programme. Report prepared by NPWS (NSW) in association with
David Scott.
NPWS (NSW). 1994. Currango Homestead Kosciusko National Park: 1992/93
Conservation Programme – House & Kitchen Building. Report HPP 93 660 prepared
by NPWS (NSW).
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To: DRNSW Activation Precincts Mailbox <activationprecincts@regional.nsw.gov.au>
Subject: Jindabyne Airport Snowy Mts SAP

I support the objectives of the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP)
to attract and grow businesses, provide more employment opportunities and to
stimulate the regional economy. It is important for the future of the airfield that it is
not seen as an elitest pastime and that viable aviation industries and activities
need security of operation.
Jindabyne Aerodrome an essential community asset in the form of an airbase and
operational centre for the NSW Rural Fire Service during bush fire emergencies a
well as an important airbase for Kosciusko National Parks and Snowy Hydro.
Additionally, Jindabyne Aerodrome is already a significant employment contributor
to the region with very strong potential for employment growth.
Jindabyne Aerodrome is not simply “a connection for charter flights and
helicopters” as stated in the draft master plan. I regularly fly in this area that is
devoid of accessible landing grounds and fuel.
I submit that importance of Jindabyne Aerodrome be identified in the final SAP
Master Plan and that the aerodrome be included as a Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct
and zoned for related aerodrome related development accordingly.
Denis Vanzella
Member Jindabyne Aeroclub
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 08:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Denise
Last name
Thorpe
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It is imperative that he pristine, unique environment of KP be maintained under NPWS and fur her development be restricted to protect it.
Development of these small villages, helicopter flights and unregulated tourism will put his all at risk.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 19:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Derek
Last name
Amer
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No
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Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Snowy Mountains SAP effectively transforms a national park of world significance into an entertainment precinct. Australia has an unenviable
record as having one of the highest per capita C02 emissions on the planet, and this flagrant attempt to misuse a much treasured natural resource, will
only serve to reinforce our reputation as flag bearer for those bent solely on exploiting our natural environment for profit. Minister Kean has been the
lone voice of reason in the NSW government and removing responsibility for KNP from him and placing it into the hands of Deputy Premier Barilaro
and his NP mates, is akin to put ing Dracula in charge of the blood bank!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:
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Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
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DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
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No
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Firstly I would like to note that while I am clicking "object" I support the majority of the development plan including the urban
rejuvenation of Jindabyne and increased accessibility to other villages, the existing accommodation facilities across the region are
in need of some serious upgrades, and this is a welcome initiative for the already developed areas of the region.
However the key part of this for me is the upgrade of EXISTING accommodation. What I am primarily objecting to is the proposed
development of the Island Bend camping area which seems to be in direct contradiction of the vision for this project, namely the
"unspoiled alpine landscape".
As someone who has a keen interest in hiking and camping, Island Bend is the only campsite within close proximity to the main
range and other major walks within the national park.
The addition of cabin accommodation to this site is both unnecessary, as people wishing to stay indoors have MANY options
available close by and detrimental to the experience of campers who frequently use this site.
Camping opportunity within the national park is becoming increasingly scarce, with areas being locked down and public access
increasingly restricted.
1

Combining different styles of accommodation in the one vicinity is a degradation to the quality of the experience, particularly for
campers who are trying to escape from other people and the construction of additional structures spoils the pristine views and
"unspoiled alpine landscape".
I would support the expansion of the Island Bend site to allow more space (the current campsites are very close together and
cramped) however the proposition that this expansion includes cabin accommodation is abhorrent and offensive to those that
currently enjoy the park and this area in particular as an escape from the masses.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
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Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Djordje
Last name
Janovic
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
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Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I enjoy the outdoors and camping amongst nature in its natural state… untouched. These proposed changes will take all of this
away as well as road closures being in the proposal as well is not fair at all. Years and years of people accessing these fire trails to
enjoy themselves will be taken away just for revenue and it is not fair.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dominique Lambert

August 23, 2021
To whom it may concern
Re: Objection kto redevelopment and commercialisa ion of Island Bend Campground
As a user of the Kosciuszko National Park I am writing to express my strong objection to the proposed re-development and commercialisation of the
Island Bend Campground. My objections relate in particular to the proposal to introduce a structured camping environment including powered sites and
cabins and the leasing of the facilities for commercial benefit.
The items of most concern are:
1. Draft Master Plan
a. “A central camp kitchen and hot showers”
b. “Cabin style accommoda ion wi hin a ‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping area towards Guthega Road”
2. Draft NP Plan
a. “a campground at Island Bend to be operated under lease” (page 17)
b. “Powered sites at Island Bend supported by camping facilities such as camp kitchens, hot showers and flushing toilets, to meet the growing demand
for such facili ies” (page 20)
c. Bed numbers of up to 100 to be permitted at Island Bend (page 33)
d. Locations can be “leased for accommodation and other commercial purposes” (page 41)
Island Bend’s appeal is due to he lack of structured and commercial facilities, ensuring that campers can enjoy the natural surrounds with lit le formal
intervention. There is an enormous range of existing accommodation available within the Kosciuszko Na ional Park and surrounding Jindabyne region
for people who are looking for he type of accommodation proposed in he Draft Master Plan, ie. Cabins, hot showers and camp kitchens.
Island Bend provides a much-need option for campers who do not want to access these facilities, people who ra her than ‘glamping’ actually enjoy
camping without electricity and the associated light and noise pollution. This should be maintained.
There are very few op ions of this sort available in this region, and this one should be protected. According to the NPWS’ website National Parks play a
key role in health and wellbeing and it is incumbent on the NPWS to maintain areas which continue to provide ‘sanctuaries’ where people can take
time out and enjoy nature in its most basic form.
Island Bend also provides an affordable option for people to stay in the NP and enjoy he snow season, giving access to this sport for people who may
not otherwise be able to afford accommodation on top of the already expensive tickets. It is crucial hat his remains an option to ensure equity across
our society.
The ‘lack of formalised site markings’ is one of the attractive features of this campground. The large amount of area ensures campers can spread out,

finding their own space to enjoy the natural surrounds. Once commercialised, this campground will go the way of so many other campgrounds and
become a place where campers are packed into formally marked sites, crammed toge her with no privacy – all for the sake of profits.
I also oppose the proposal to lease the Island Bend campsite. The Draft Plan indicates that the entire campground will be leased to third parties who
can operate it for commercial, profit-making purposes. The current, free, and natural campground must be maintained wi h management by NPWS.
The proposed plans would also have a detrimental impact on the Guthega snow fields. Even in COVID restricted times, there are large numbers of
people accessing this area. The introduction of cabins and ‘glamping’ will only add further pressure to this area, which does not have the facilities to
meet the extra demand.
In conclusion, I strongly oppose any commercialisa ion of leasing of this part of the Kosciuszko National Park and urge the Department of Planning,
Industry and Environment to ensure this campground retains its natural character wi h minimal amenities.
Yours sincerely
Dominique Lambert

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To whom it may concern:
As a ci izen of NSW, I strongly object to he nature of the changes proposed in the Special Activation Precinct and the haste in which he public is
expected to comment on hem.
I have visited Kosciuszko many times over the past 50 years. Generations now alive should be attemp ing to preserve he flora, fauna and landforms
of this magnificent area for the people of the future. Climate change, pest species and unsympathe ic human ac ivity pose huge threats of irreversible
damage and degradation both within he Special Activation Precinct and around it.
I oppose:
• More accommodation and o her structures wi hin Kosciuszko Na ional Park
• More powered vehicle activity
• More horse riding and unsympathetic riding of unpowered bicycles
• Further neglect of damage by invasive fauna and flora species, especially feral horses
I don’t hink his process can be taken seriously unless the call by numerous signatories for a major postponement of the submission deadline is
heeded.
Don Morison

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
This submission objects solely to the shortcomings by he lack of important knowledge as to this site's high heritage significance and lack of a noted
" Heritage Protection Zone" shown on figure 35 which graphically encourages areas of the site for future development. Absence of such knowledge for
public benefit not been adequately identified on pages 112& 113- Sponars Chalet future structure and enhancement plan.
The attached PDF supports this submission and encourages the Assessment Panel to serious consider further amandments for he final Master Plan
I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION - SNOWY MOUNTAINS SPECIAL ACTIVATION PLAN 2021

To:
The Manager,
NPWS Planning Evaluation and Assessment.
Locked bag 5022
Parramatta NSW 2124
From:
Donald A. Johnston A.S.T.C. ( Arch. Dip.)
Heritage Architect, Author and Alpine History Researcher,
Committee member,
Chair of the Publications and Historic Records Subcommittee,
Perisher Historical Society Inc. NSW
www.perisherhistory.org.au

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF SHORTCOMINGS OF INFORMATION AND HERITAGE SIGNFICANCE KNOWLEDGE
SECTION 3.2 ALPINE RESORTS
SPONARS CHALET
PAGES 112 & 113
THIS IS A PRIVATE SUBMISSION TO:
Draft Plan Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct 2021.
I wish to raise some shortcomings in part of the above document for further consideration by the
Planning Evaluation and Assessment Panel.
SHORTCOMINGS IN THE DRAFT AMENDMENT:
Location: Shortcomings can be found under Section 3.2 Alpine Resorts- Sponars Chalet
Pages 112 & 113, both under:
“ Desired Future Character” and in
particular Figure 35 on “ Sponars Chalet Structure Plan.
This submission wishes to draw to the attention of the NPWS Planning Evaluation Assessment Panel
as to serious shortcomings in figure 35 of the graphical presentation of the proposed future
development constraints and opportunities for the Sponars Chalet Precinct, situated at Lot 29 DP
44474, Kosciuszko Road (MR 268), contained within the Kosciuszko Road Visitors Services Zone.
CONTENTIONS
The draft documents exhibit shortcomings and FAIL to acknowledge for public benefit nor take into
account the Cultural, Social and physical Heritage Significance possessed by this precinct, previously
well documented by a combination of Heritage legislation, Heritage Assessment Reports, the NPWS
HIH Section 170 Heritage Register, matters contained within numerous past alpine and ski history,
both hard copy and digital publications, including archival databases possessed by the National
Library of Australia and the State Library of NSW.
There is an undisputed a weight of evidence that this historic site holds potential for a future
nomination for NSW State Heritage Listing. Written encouragement has provided been encouraged
by NSW Department of Environment and heritage ,to the Author in the past. Such listing would
1

surely enhance this site’s further potential to contribute to the historic tourism attributes of the
alpine region.
SPECIFIC DOCUMENTARY AND PHYSICAL EVIDENCE:
1. Can be found within the 2012 Heritage Report prepared for the NPWS by Jill Sheppard
Heritage Consultants, titled “ Volume 3 -Significance Assessment- Kosciuszko Road Visitor
Services Zone” , Section 3.6, page 34. ( Ref: DOC 17 332382)
2. NPWS HIHMS Section 170 Heritage Register.
3. Award winning 2020 publication by the Perisher Historical Society Inc. NSW :
“Hotel Kosciusko: History and Legacy of Australia’s first planned alpine resort”- by Donald A.
Johnston.
The majority of these publications clearly document, not only the cultural and social history
possessed by this site since 1909, but importantly the current existence of the remaining
archaeological and physical evidence of the footprint of the original Hotel Kosciusko complex, its
identifiable remnant infrastructure and remnants of earlier recreational facilities. The Hotel was
destroyed by fire in 1951. Current day Sponars Chalet is the sole remaining structure to survive that
fire. Later rehabilitated in 1959 by Tony Sponar and for the past 62 years has been the Hotel’s
legacy. The site has maintained its original purpose of the provision of alpine accommodation, for
the past 112 years
PROPOSED MODIFICATION OF FIGURE 35
The following graphic is a broadly marked up copy of figure 35, encouraging your panel’s further
amendment in order to identify via an additional legend titled:
“ Heritage Protection Zone”.
Specific evidence in support of this proposal and to assist your panel follows.

Page 113 – see following precise heritage curtilage definitions.
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There are two heritage curtilages that should not be ignored in any future graphical presentations
offering opportunities for development of this larger precinct.
They are:
PRIMARY AND SECONDARY CURTILAGES

Sponars Chalet proposal for heritage curtilages to be recognised in a future nomination for NSW State Heritage
Listing. Compilation by author based upon 1922 Hotel Kosciusko site plan of buildings, infrastructure and recreational
facilities, prepared by the NSW Government Architect's Branch.
Author’s
Collection
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CURRENT SITE STATUS OF ARCHAELOGICAL SIGNIFICANCE EXISTING IN 2021
The following plans and photographs are extracts from Appendix 5
“ Hotel Kosciusko- History and legacy of Australia’s first planned alpine resort”
Author’s Collection

This document and following photographs highlight the existing status of the evidence of the
archaeological remains of the Hotel Kosciusko’s footprint, easily identifiable today.
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2013 aerial view, from the top floor of Sponar’s Chalet, identified by the bleached grass outlines are the identifiable
1909 building's layout of its subsoil footings.
Author's collection

Evidence of some sections of foundation perimeter walling defining the south eastern junction of the 1912 additions
to the Hotel. By following the wall up the page to the distant tractor, it demonstrates the extent of the original Hotel’s
front wall.
Author's collection
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STATEMENT OF HERITAGE SIGNIFICANCE OF SPONARS CHALET
PRECINCT 2021

"The precinct of the former Hotel Kosciusko complex possesses State significance for its historic
qualities as the first NSW Government developed and owned alpine resort in Australia. It offered
from 1909, for the next half a century, year- round accommodation, recreational facilities and local
tourism opportunities to the general public. It was the first facility located within the higher
altitudes of the former Kosciusko National Chase, declared later as an Australian National Park. The
Hotel represented the first physical expression, above the snow line, to substantially address the
emergence of alpine tourism, at the beginning of the 20th century.
Occasioned by its original occupation in 1909 and the former Hotel's management history, this
site possesses High State significance as being the catalyst for the birthplace of organised snow
skiing in the Mount Kosciusko region at the beginning of the 20th Century. It is significant for its
creation of and its fundamental contribution to the early growth of ski club organisations from
1909. Through the Hotel's demise, it became the stimulus for the growth of the NSW alpine resort
developments, that are enjoyed by thousands today.
The precinct setting within the Diggers Creek valley possesses historic Local significance as the
location of early gold diggings at its headwaters, and its association with broader early alpine
scientific, geological and environmental discoveries and as a seasonal recreational and social
playground intensely used by the Hotel Kosciusko's guests over four decades.
The site possesses high aesthetic and archaeological significance for its intactness of the remnant
former 1926 Hotel staff quarters building, known as Sponar’s Chalet, the existence of the original
foundations of the former Hotel Kosciusko footprint, the identifiable location of its remnant
infrastructure and recreational facilities. The original Hotel structure was a rare Australian
architectural alpine design created in 1907 by Colonel Walter Liberty Vernon, the NSW Government
Architect.
The site possesses High Social significance through its historical association with both Antonin
"Tony" Sponar and his wife Elizabeth Sponar. Both were notable initiators and contributors to the
growth of skiing and the alpine business community for over a quarter of a century. Sponar’s Chalet
is now a rare example of a multi storied European Alpine architectural style Chalet, adapted for
accommodation in 1959. Tony Sponar is also recognised for making this and other significant
contributions to the built environment within the New South Wales and Victorian Alpine areas. Tony
Sponar was one of the founders of Thredbo Village in NSW. This major project saw his earlier
concept for the first European village style integrated ski resort in Australia, achieve reality when it
opened in 1958."
Donald A. Johnston © 2021
This concludes the submission

Yours Faithfully
Donald A. Johnston
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Submission
This submission proposes a further enhancement to the Sponars Chalet Strucure Plan detailed on pages 112 and 113 for the benefit of alpine tourism.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

A GATEWAY CONCEPT
FOR THE 1907-1909
HISTORIC KOSCIUSZKO ROAD

Distant view of the remnant section of the 1907 road situated between the opposite shore of the lake at Sponars
Chalet & the strand of trees partially concealing the Kosciuszko Road.
Source: Author's collection

SUBMISSION TO THE SPECIAL ACTIVATION PLAN
- SNOWY MOUNTAINS
Embodying an historic interpretative experience and tourist walk
along the remnant unsealed section of
the original 1907 "Kosciusko Road " **
within the
Diggers Creek Valley
adjoining Sponars Chalet
Kosciuszko National Park
Donald A. Johnston A.S.T.C. ( Arch. Dip)
Heritage Architect / Author 2021 ©

** Original documented name
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WHERE IS IT ?

The subject road can be seen to the right of the white road sign as it originally headed downhill towards
the lake being the foreground setting to the former Hotel Kosciusko site .
The current building viewed here from Rennix Gap is Sponars Chalet. It was the former hotel Staff
Quarters built in 1926, now the only structure remaining after the loss of the hotel by fire in 1951.

It can be identified as the unsealed section of the loop road north of the Kosciuszko Road MR 286
highlighted in yellow dots The superimposed graphics explain the broader potential of this
concept for the Diggers creek Valley.
Source: Google Maps/ Unfold Design .
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The remnant unsealed section of the original 1907 "Kosciusko Road" exists as a loop between two
sections of the main sealed Kosciuszko Road. It is situated between Sponars Chalet to its west and the
junction with the Guthega Road approximately 400 metres to the east. It passes the southern end of the
historic lake that was often enjoyed by guests of the old Hotel Kosciusko for fishing and swimming in
summer and ice skating sports in winter.
The remnant section of road of approximately 350 metres long resulted from the realignment of the main
road.( Date to be confirmed)
At its western junction with the main road there are two small interpretive historical display panels
adjacent to a small off-main road area of public parking. See below.

WHY IS THIS OLD ROAD IMPORTANT ?
In 1906 the Premier of NSW , Joseph Carruthers convinced the NSW Government to take the initiative
& start construction on a new more accessible road all the way to the Summit of Mt. Kosciuszko to
replace an earlier bullock track further to the south along the Crackenback Range.
The intention was to foster and meet increasing public desires to explore the alpine areas following the
area's gazettal as the "Kosciusko National Chase" the same year.
This unused road is the only remnant section lying within the route of the first stage of the then new
1907 "Kosciusko Road", which began at Boggy Plains, cutting through to form Rennix Gap and
traversing the Diggers Creek Valley to reach Dainers Gap by 1908.
It is the only part of the original unsealed road to the Summit that is not utilised regularly by tourists,
unlike the section from Charlotte Pass to the Summit which was completed in1909.
It remains under the control of the National Parks & Wildlife Service allowing public access.
The majority of daily tourists would mostly be unaware of this section's existence nor the part this main
road played in not only the growth of early tourism but also its importance in the historic growth of
skiing, its contribution during the construction of the Snowy Mountains Hydro Electric Scheme as well as
to the development of the current major alpine resort areas.
Upon its completion the road gave access for tourists to experience for the first time the scenic qualities
of the Diggers Creek Valley. Little use had been made of the valley prior the new road's construction
except for earlier alluvial gold explorations at the creek's headwaters in the 1860s and seasonal sheep
& cattle grazing under snow lease arrangements
Of significance is that Diggers Creek was selected as the location for the NSW Government's first
initiative into providing substantial alpine accommodation & quality facilities situated above the snow line
at1500 metres altitude for the growing tourist trade. It followed similar patterns occurring overseas
where the trend was to place tourist establishments close to areas of natural features and scenic
beauty.
Following the opening in1909 the Hotel Kosciusko was for the majority of its 42 years under the control
of various agencies of the NSW Government. Through the popularity of the hotel the Diggers Creek
Valley was eventually to become an active "playground" supporting a variety of recreational activities
year round for visitors & hotel guests.
The hotel was to grow into a significant resort location playing a major role in the history of skiing in
NSW .It was the founding home for two of the earliest organised ski clubs in NSW.
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The subsequent proliferation of many other ski clubs that went on to build their own lodges within the
alpine areas are now viewed in heritage terms as items of Cultural Significance having made valued
contributions to the Alpine Built Environment as well as shaping the growth of all of the major Alpine
Resort areas that rely upon the current Kosciuszko Road.
Diggers Creek's historical contribution to the earlier days of skiing is equally identified in recent awardwinning publications such as the 2020 “ Hotel Kosciusko- The history and legacy of Australia’s first
planned alpine resort” by the Author, and the 2013 publication” Highway to Heaven” by Peter
Southwell-Keely, both published by the Perisher Historical Society Inc. NSW..

The above map provides an appreciation of the subject road's context within the history of access to the Summit.
Reproduced with permission of David Scott, the Author of "Tourists on the Summit ".

HOW CAN THE OLD ROAD HELP?
This 1907 Diggers Creek section of the road lends itself as a historically relevant "Gateway" feature as it
falls within the first kilometre of the original commencement point just below Rennix Gap.
This unsealed portion offers potential for an appropriate and significant expansion of the existing tourist
use. Enhanced passive & active recreational activities could therefore be enjoyed by tourists across this
area.
Closure of the existing vehicular entry point for safety reasons and the creation of an alternate parking
area further to the east would improve accessibility. Retaining the old road intact strictly as a pedestrian
facility would enhance the tourists' appreciation of the road's heritage significance within the valley.
By sensitive design and discrete location within the natural landscape, facilities could be built in the
form of picnic tables, shelter areas, informative display panels of historic photos & artefacts,
The construction of an accessible footpath also adjoining the inner curve of the road linking all
the informative elements would be essential for use by all ages in a safe setting.
The tourists' experience could be further enjoyed after walking this part of the old road & absorbing its
informative history use the location to embark upon the system of earlier 20th century valley walks
reinstated and appropriately signposted with historic information.
A comprehensive arrangement of display panels could explain early indigenous & European
occupation ,the 1907-1909 road to the Summit. Detailed history of the Diggers Creek area could be
communicated via old photographs of the valley, the 1909 hotel, the 1913 golf course, the layout of
early ski runs, bridle paths, fishing locations and walking tracks. Knowledge as to the history and
protection of the valley’s flora & fauna is also seen as an essential inclusion.
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The Diggers Creek Valley concept.

The inclusion of archaeological drawings highlighting the remnant Hotel Kosciusko foundation walls
adjoining Sponars Chalet together with the more recent history of Sponars Chalet since 1951 would
also add to the significance of the place .In this manner the improved facility would place the history of
Diggers Creek back into public awareness whilst broadening the range of the Kosciuszko National
Park's tourist attractions.

The old 1907-1913 hotel foundations evident within the grass lawn at Sponars Chalet.

Author's collection 2013

This "Gateway" concept offers the potential to be uniquely titled thereby adding curiosity for Park visitors
as well as tourism promotion. There are national and international naming precedents which highlight
the combination of history and the natural landscape.
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The Perisher Historical Society has through its forthcoming publication "Highway to Heaven “an
opportunity to propose this as the "Gateway" title for possible consideration, subject to copyright &
commercial acceptability.
This would link the publication with the historic importance of this unique section of road for the benefit
of future generations.
The strength and future achievement of this concept however does not rely upon this or any other title.
The following plan outlines how the concept could work at the Diggers creek valley location.

HOW COULD THIS CONCEPT BE ACHIEVED?
The Concept in the first instance would obviously seek the will of and in principle support of the National
Parks & Wildlife Service (NPWS), through their Kosciuszko National Park Office.
The reality of the project could only be achieved if the NPWS/KNP were to receive appropriate funding
which in any political climate is always a challenge.
It would therefore rely upon the success of a sustained, tenacious and well co-ordinated lobbying effort
on the part of many interested parties such as the Perisher Historical Society, the NPWS/KNP,
Stakeholders and others to raise Government Agencies & other relevant NGOs' awareness of the
valued contribution the project would make to the State's Heritage Inventory, to the enhancement of the
Kosciuszko National Park attributes and to regional tourism.
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DIGGERS CREEK'S "SENSE OF PLACE"
IS ENHANCED BY ALL THOSE WHO HAVE GONE BEFORE.

Above clockwise; Charles Maclurcan & party figure skating on the lake in 1915 - (Maclurcan family collection)
Golf Course & hotel shown in the 1945-50 Tourist Bureau brochure
1910 Tennis courts at the Hotel Kosciusko - Source : "Petersen's Kosciusko"

The first winter at the 1909 Hotel showing adjacent ski runs - Vernon Course on left, Grand Slam on right.

Guests arriving on the No.27 Balmain Bros.
bus from Cooma 1920s.

1927 Dr Herbert Schlink, foundation
member of both the KAC & SCA
on one of the valley walks.

Source : State Records of NSW / NSW State Library - Manuscripts & Pictures on line.
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1922 Government Architect's map of golf course, bridle paths wa king tracks, ski runs, popular fishing locations and
scenic points, highlighting the variety & scope of the recreational uses the Diggers Creek Valley offered guests &
visitors during the four decades of the Hotel Kosciusko's operations. .
Source: NSW Dept. of Finance & Services - DPW Plan Services Section

Major Reference: Award winning publication by Perisher Historical Society Inc .NSW:
“Hotel Kosciusko- The history and legacy of Australia’s first planned alpine resort”
2020 Shortlisted - NSW Premier’s History Awards- Regional History category
2021 Winner International Ski History Association USA – Outstanding regional alpine history- “ Skade Award”

Author of 2021 proposal;
Donald Johnston A.S.T.C. ( Arch. Dip.)
Retired Heritage Architect
Committee member
Chair- Publications and Historical Records Subcommittee
Perisher Historical Society Inc. NSW

www.perisherhistory.org.au

Graphics by Unfold Design www.unfolddesign.com.au
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:43:44 PM
submission- -snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct-from-don-white pdf

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Donald
Last name
White
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission- -snowy-mountains-special-ac ivation-precinct-from-don-white.pdf

Submission
The Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct (SAP) seemed to have followed from the Go Jindabyne master plan consultations which revealed
the need to expand the project focus to consider the Snowy Mountains region as a whole.
We are being asked to comment upon the Snowy Mountains draft Master Plan which has been put out for comments as the 40-year master plan for
the Snowy Mountains SAP.
The Master Plan claims to grow a strong one-season visitor economy into a successful four-season destination by stimulating economic development
and investment and increasing year-round jobs in supporting industries. It also aims to leverage the region’s natural beauty and unique climate to
improve the tourism amenity of the area and invest in the region’s infrastructure and services to meet the growing needs of permanent residents,
seasonal workers and temporary visitors.
We are informed that the Snowy Mountains SAP Master Plan will be the 40-year strategic plan for the precinct. It is noted that local plans and
development controls will need to be amended to align with his strategy. It is noted that amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of
Management, also on public exhibi ion will be required.
I have been a visitor to the Snowy area for the past 54 years and par icularly since we came to call Australia home. Over these years, I have
developed a good knowledge of the area, have spent several weeks of the year in he area in Summers and other seasons, and also have a good
understanding of the importance of wilderness areas for he wellbeing of our environment and society in general
I submit that the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) provisions should only apply to those areas which are outside the existing
Kosciusko National Park. All the development which needs to occur to ac ive a greater vibrancy for the area should occur in Jindabyne and adjacent
areas, outside the Park.
The planes for Jindabyne, a bypass road, development of mountain biking facilities, better access to the Lake, improved educational and leisure
precinct, etc are generally fine in concept. But this is where the commercial development should occur…. adjacent to the park. The extent and range of
the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) should not, and must not, extend into the Park itself. The Kosciuszko National Park Plan of
Management is not subordinate legislation to be amended at will, but a carefully thought-out plan, developed in its own right under a statutory
instrument and procedures.
The current proposals abandon the long-standing balance between conservation and legitimate use entirely out of keeping with Kosciuszko’s status as
a Na ional Park and National Heritage Listed place.
The Masterplan proposes an unsustainable 60% increase in on-park accommodation, clearing habitat for carparks, helicopter access into the resorts,
commercial vehicles on walking tracks, and insensitive changes to nationally significant historic sites. Existing services including waste, water supply
and sewerage treatment would be pushed beyond capacity.
The plans misleadingly describe Kosciuszko National Park as ‘pris ine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’. The reality is that the Park is under severe
stress from climate change, mega-fires, feral pests, the loss of habitat for infrastructure projects and the continuing effects of historic damage from
mining, grazing, he Snowy Mountains Scheme, and resorts.
In par icular for the Kosciuszko National Park ( Kosciuszko National Park ) itself
1. There is absolutely NO need to increase bed numbers in Kosciuszko National Park, and in fact, these plans should consider how to decommission
ski resorts now as snow cover continues to decline.
2. Focus on low key nature-based tourism hat is environmentally and social sustainable.
3. Enhance the resilience of Kosciuszko National Park to ongoing threats and impacts including from feral animals including horses, weeds, climate
change and impacts from and in he resorts.
4. Support appropriate tourism development outside Kosciuszko Na ional Park that will deliver more ecologically, environmentally and socially

sustainable year-round tourism to the region.
It would seem hat one of the objects is to encourage year-round visitation … so hat many of the facilities which are only really used in the snow
season get much better utilisation. As his is he objective, I can see absolutely no reason to increase the bed numbers in Kosciuszko Na ional Park.
So, I have considerable trouble understanding the real drivers for this master plan which seeks to greatly increase the commercialisa ion of the park.
I strongly object to consideration of increased helicopter landings and flights around Charlotte Pass and the summit area. This area is peaceful and
pristine. The presence of helicopters and the like buzzing around completely destroys this.
Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management may need some amendment to fine tune its provisions for increasing visitor use but the current
proposals to amend the Plan of Management go far beyond what is reasonable. The current proposals to amend the Plans of Management should be
rejected and reworked to be more appropriate. And to reiterate, the coverage of the SAP should not include Kosciusko National Park

I agree to the above statement
Yes

22 August 2021

Submission : Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) seemed to have followed from the Go
Jindabyne master plan consultations which revealed the need to expand the project focus to
consider the Snowy Mountains region as a whole.
We are being asked to comment upon the Snowy Mountains draft Master Plan which has been put
out for comments as the 40-year master plan for the Snowy Mountains SAP.
The Master Plan claims to grow a strong one-season visitor economy into a successful four-season
destination by stimulating economic development and investment and increasing year-round jobs in
supporting industries. It also aims to leverage the region’s natural beauty and unique climate to
improve the tourism amenity of the area and invest in the region’s infrastructure and services to
meet the growing needs of permanent residents, seasonal workers and temporary visitors.
We are informed that the Snowy Mountains SAP Master Plan will be the 40-year strategic plan for
the precinct. It is noted that local plans and development controls will need to be amended to align
with this strategy. It is noted that amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management,
also on public exhibition will be required.
I have been a visitor to the Snowy area for the past 54 years and particularly since we came to call
Australia home. Over these years, I have developed a good knowledge of the area, have spent
several weeks of the year in the area in Summers and other seasons, and also have a good
understanding of the importance of wilderness areas for the wellbeing of our environment and
society in general
I submit that the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) provisions should only apply
to those areas which are outside the existing Kosciusko National Park. All the development which
needs to occur to active a greater vibrancy for the area should occur in Jindabyne and adjacent
areas, outside the Park.
The planes for Jindabyne, a bypass road, development of mountain biking facilities, better access to
the Lake, improved educational and leisure precinct, etc are generally fine in concept. But this is
where the commercial development should occur…. adjacent to the park. The extent and range of
the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) should not, and must not, extend into the
Park itself. The Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management is not subordinate legislation to be
amended at will, but a carefully thought-out plan, developed in its own right under a statutory
instrument and procedures.
The current proposals abandon the long-standing balance between conservation and legitimate use
entirely out of keeping with Kosciuszko’s status as a National Park and National Heritage Listed
place.

The Masterplan proposes an unsustainable 60% increase in on-park accommodation, clearing
habitat for carparks, helicopter access into the resorts, commercial vehicles on walking tracks, and
insensitive changes to nationally significant historic sites. Existing services including waste, water
supply and sewerage treatment would be pushed beyond capacity.
The plans misleadingly describe Kosciuszko National Park as ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
The reality is that the Park is under severe stress from climate change, mega-fires, feral pests, the
loss of habitat for infrastructure projects and the continuing effects of historic damage from mining,
grazing, the Snowy Mountains Scheme, and resorts.
In particular for the Kosciuszko National Park ( Kosciuszko National Park ) itself
1.
There is absolutely NO need to increase bed numbers in Kosciuszko National Park, and in
fact, these plans should consider how to decommission ski resorts now as snow cover continues to
decline.
2.

Focus on low key nature-based tourism that is environmentally and social sustainable.

3.
Enhance the resilience of Kosciuszko National Park to ongoing threats and impacts
including from feral animals including horses, weeds, climate change and impacts from and in the
resorts.
4.
Support appropriate tourism development outside Kosciuszko National Park that will
deliver more ecologically, environmentally and socially sustainable year-round tourism to the
region.
It would seem that one of the objects is to encourage year-round visitation 1 … so that many of the
facilities which are only really used in the snow season get much better utilisation. As this is the
objective, I can see absolutely no reason to increase the bed numbers in Kosciuszko National Park.
So, I have considerable trouble understanding the real drivers for this master plan which seeks to
greatly increase the commercialisation of the park.
I strongly object to consideration of increased helicopter landings and flights around Charlotte Pass
and the summit area. This area is peaceful and pristine. The presence of helicopters and the like
buzzing around completely destroys this.
Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management may need some amendment to fine tune its
provisions for increasing visitor use but the current proposals to amend the Plan of Management
go far beyond what is reasonable. The current proposals to amend the Plans of Management
should be rejected and reworked to be more appropriate. And to reiterate, the coverage of the
SAP should not include Kosciusko National Park
Yours sincerely

Prof. Donald O. White
Sunday 22 August 2021

The Master Plan claims to grow a strong one-season visitor economy into a successful four-season
destination by stimulating economic development and investment and increasing year-round jobs in
supporting industries.
1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:49:34 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
DONNA
Last name
BURGESS
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
As a member of HUS-SKI Ski lodge which is in Perisher valley I strongly endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES,Perisher Blue and
Perisher Chamber of Commerce.I have been with the club for 10 years and the Lodge has been associated with Perisher for more than 60 years.The
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct ini iative provides a unique opportunity to enhance he amenity of the alpine environment whilst
balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:12:18 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Donna
Last name
Jowett-Poulos
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Snowy Mountains Activation Precinct Draft Masterplan
Alpine Accommodation
Creel Bay p116
NEUTRAL
"The site will deliver unique non-snow experiences
and expand the location’s visitor appeal hrough arts,
culture and education. Such experiences can include
the establishment of a sculpture trail, interpretive
walking experiences, heritage interpretation and an
adventure activities hub at the boat ramp"
Comment: Love he idea of a sculpture trail but disagree with Creel Bay. Too remote, not enough traffic to enjoy a sculpture trail. Jindabyne currently
runs the hugely popular and successful Lakelight Sculpture Exhibition held annually at Easter. Any additional sculpture instalments should complement
the exis ing structure and be located on the lake side walk and foreshore close to the town and services.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:57:11 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Donna
Last name
Jowett-Poulos
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Structure Plan Report-Part 1- Structure Plans
Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore Sub-Precinct and Jindabyne Growth Sub-Precinct
Town Centre Structure Plan Unpacked
Building heights
Page 58
OBJECT to 4 to 6 storeys
SUPPORT 2 to 4 storeys
The Jindabyne community does not support high rise accommodation blocks. We are a rural, sub alpine location situated in the wide sweeping plains
of the Monaro.
Low rise, residential development is ideal with a built form that follows the undulating surrounding hills.

Submitted by: Donna Jowett-Poulos & Con Poulos

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:55:34 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Donna
Last name
Jowett-Poulos
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Structure Plan Report-Part 1- Structure Plans
Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore Sub-Precinct and Jindabyne Growth Sub-Precinct
Concept illustra ion of proposed Town Square upgrade, constructed over a series of levels and connected by ramps, with an upgraded Snowy River
Avenue in the background. The proposal not only provides public spaces for passive use and small events but connects he town centre past Memorial
Hall and across Kosciuszko Road to Lake Jindabyne (Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Public Space Study, 2021)
SUPPORT
Pages 54 The Town Square would be a welcome addition to Jindabyne. The clock should be repaired or replaced on he clock tower and be a feature
piece of the refurbishment.
SMRC have advised that the toilet block won’t be removed just refurbished and will remain in the current location at least for a two year period.
Submitted by: Donna Jowett-Poulos & Con Poulos

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:54:08 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Donna
Last name
Jowett-Poulos
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Structure Plan Report-Part 1- Structure Plans
Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore Sub-Precinct and Jindabyne Growth Sub-Precinct
‘Illustrative master plan’ showing concept for future development at Jindabyne town centre
OBJECTION
Pages 56/57 “The ‘Old Town Centre’ – which is incorrectly named as this precinct is officially the “Town Centre” - buildings need renewal over time
(including the Memorial Hall and other ageing community infrastructure buildings), but another opportunity at this locality is the part development of atgrade parking areas fronting Kosciuszko Road for Perspective of a proposal to upgrade Snowy River Avenue to a tree lined slow speed environment
with level surfaces, to promote walking and pedestrian amenity and safety (cont.) Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore Sub-Precinct and Jindabyne
Growth Sub-Precinct 56 Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Structure Plan Report _ Part I _ Structure Plans mixed use development,
with upper levels providing opportunities for accommoda ion uses with attractive views over Banjo Paterson Reserve and to the Lake”
Our family has owned shop 5 in the Town Centre since it was built in 1965. It has been a local café as The Snowy River Café and for the last ten years
Cocina Mexican Grill & Cantina. We are open to ideas of refurbishment and even re development but your drawings show additional retail and
accommodation buildings on Kosciuszko Road which would impact both parking and views of the lake.
The proposal for 4-6 storeys in this zone would be imposing and dwarf all o her built form.
Submitted by: Donna Jowett-Poulos & Con Poulos

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:52:21 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Donna
Last name
Jowett-Poulos
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Structure Plan Report-Part 1- Structure Plans
Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore Sub-Precinct and Jindabyne Growth Sub-Precinct
OBJECTION to proposed heights of buildings
Page 54 “_The majority of the site can be developed for apartments of 3-5 storeys with an expectation that a significant proportion of accommodation
will be used for tourist accommoda ion.”
Our family has owned residential and low density rental properties and commercial properties in this area for almost 60 years. Over the years the
views to he lake have been eroded hrough unwise tree plantings but the area has retained a semi rural and open vista.
The proposal for 3-5 storeys will create narrow, windy and shaded corridors which in winter will be cold, icy and slippery. Look overseas to Niseko,
Japan or Copper Mountain, Colorado as examples of poor multi storey designed accommodation blocks.
The original Go Jindabyne meetings clearly demonstrated that community opinion was very much against high rise development. Lower style, mixed
development up to three storeys would not impede lake views and the feeling of open mountain and lake vistas. To this point – your picture on page 10
of this study taken from Bogong or Munyang Street would no longer have these views if five storeys were permitted.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 6:38:42 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 18:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Donna
Last name
Pat ison
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Park are protected areas and enough damage to our environment, has alrea
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 1:16:05 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 13:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Doug
Last name
Chatten
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Whilst I object to the following points I do see some good to the SAP.
PORCUPINE VIEWING PLATFORM: DISAGREED
Whilst I agree wi h track upgraded I see the construction of a viewing platform as visually obtrusive & monies which could be better spent elsewhere
ie trail head improvements at Dead Horse Gap, Charlotte Pass & Guthega.
A large overhanging platform would detract from the natural beauty of this location

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:45 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Doug
Last name
Murray
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a member of Kalymaro Lodge (Co-operative) Limited, trading as Kalymaro Alpine Sports Club, I strongly endorse my club's
submission to the Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan and Kosciuszko National Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of
Management in objection to these proposals. The draft plans contain many positive suggestions, but require greater consideration
of communities, transport, and activities. The draft plans should also remove the proposals to increase development and to
introduce high impact commercial activities into the national park before they can be supported. I request that the SAP team is
mindful of the detailed comments in the Kalymaro submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 6 August 2021 5:21 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 06/08/2021 - 17:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Doug
Last name
Stewart
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not agree with the introduction of this SAP. The primary purpose of the National Park is protection of the environment and
there should be no expansion of accommodation but rather a reduction as was previously planned. There should be no
development at all within the National Park area, but rather a gradual reduction of accommodation and facilities as was previously
envisaged. These proposals are disturbing and not appropriate in the very sensitive alpine environments where current levels of
development are already pushing past limits of sustainability. Once developed these areas can never recover, and our precious
tiny alpine area will die little by little. It is likely that our alpine habitats are being squeezed down by climate change so that the little
we have will disappear over time. We must keep all that we have as pristine as possible. Please do not allow this document to be
implemented and development to be promoted. This is simply out of step with what the majority of citizens want.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 31 July 2021 8:15 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 31/07/2021 - 20:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Dr Helen
Last name
Stevens
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do NOT approve of the huge increase in bed numbers (40% proposed).
I do NOT approve of commercial operators being able to use the (presently) closed road beyond Charlotte's Pass.
I do NOT approve of extra, upgraded facilities (ecopods and the like) being created in KNP to cater for horse groups, bike groups
or other tourists.
I do NOT approve of helicopters being used to ferry people into the Park.
I do NOT approve of the degradation of the Park to cater for extra visitors and special experiences.
I DO want the natural features of KNP to be retained and not destroyed by the proposed developments.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 8:11 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 08:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Duanne
Last name
White
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Good points & areas for considered development.
Jindabyne:
Is under pressure but is a great location for intensification of activity, including mountain biking, water sports, and as an
accommodation hub for the region. It is clearly under pressure from traffic, so the proposed bypass is a reasonable option. I fully
support considered development in this area, especially if it goes along with enhanced management of the lakeside regions to
improve environmental and visitor amenity.
Increasing access to the park:
The upland areas above the snowline are already quite accessible, and with the new network of trails being constructed are well
catered for in terms of bushwalking etc.
Where Australia falls down in terms of access compared to other parts of the world is walking and other non-motorised trail
networks though eucalypt forest. The challenge of pushing through scrub means that large areas effectively become off-limits to
1

easy access. The area in the lowlands around Jindabyne provides a pretty unique opportunity to construct a mulit-day trail around
the lake, which would be a fantastic asset. Similarly, there are large parts of the park where access could be improved without
affecting natural or wilderness values – e.g. expansion of the trail network to areas around kalkite mountain & the snowy between
island bend and Jindabyne.
Bad points & areas to restrict development:
Increased accommodation above the snowline:
I strongly oppose increased visitor numbers within the park. The park and its surrounding waterways are already under significant
pressure from the current levels of visitor access. Any increase in visitor numbers within the park (such as the thousands of extra
proposed beds in the resorts) will have impacts on the waterways through increased sewage discharge, which will affect tens of km
of river networks downstream from the major resorts (including important fishing reaches).
Distributing visitors across larger networks of accommodation outside of the resort areas (e.g. proposed thredbo ranger station
fishing lodge, Kiandra, Waste point etc) further compounds this issue given the difficulty of constructing high-level treatment at
multiple small accommodation locations. Similarly, each additional person-night accommodation requires extra infrastructure, truck
movements etc that further reduce visitor amenity.
Island Bend ‘glamping’:
We already have a wide range of permanent commercial accommodation options and locations within the park.
Island bend provides one of the few accessible but dispersed, low-key individual and group camping options available.
Commercialisation of this currently undeveloped area can only further exclude marginalised groups and destroy a beautiful, natural
area.
Island bend is also an important area for white-water recreation that attracts visitors to the area year-round. The ‘bend’ provides a
unique area for beginners to practise circuits of the ‘island’ by walking over the neck. Unrestricted access here is critical for this
activity.
Any such ‘glamping’ development should be restricted to the existing resorts (e.g. Guthega), but if it does go ahead at island bend,
at the very least please put it out of the way (i.e. toward the dam wall) rather than restricting river access.
Helicopter operations:
‘commuting’ helicopter flights can only be of detriment to the general visitor experience given the noise impacts associated. There
is already significant infrastructure in place within the park to enable visitor access to the resorts, and it’s hardly an onerous drive
from either Cooma airport or Jindabyne. Similarly, the ski infrastructure also provides visitors access to lookouts and other
spectacular locations within the park so there is no justification on equity grounds for enabling ‘non commuting’ heli operations
either.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Duncan
Last name
Derrington
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am extremely concerned by the NSW Government's Special Activation Plan for Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). This draft plan intends to encourage
further development in the park inviting greater access for vehicles and aircraft. It also takes direct control of he KNP PLan of Management away from
the NSW Environment Minister and gives it to the Deputy Premier.
National Parks are there to preserve wilderness for all Australians to enjoy, but this plan will damage our delicate alpine environment by encouraging
development where there should not be any. This proposal must be defeated, it is an affront to the very purpose of National Parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 15:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Duncan
Last name
McRae
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Comments on proposed plan:
My posi ion is not 'Neutral' per se, however here are elements of he plan that I support and some I strongly object to.
Areas of support:
Clearly the area is over capacity with regards to the volume of vehicular traffic. I welcome the focus on Active Transport and enhanced public transport
services. Rather than increasing the capacity of the road network in the area to take more cars, it is far more appropriate to support a multi-modal
solution. I agree Improved parking, supporting shuttle transport to the snow fields is needed.
Enhanced camping facilities at Island Bend will ultimately reduce he environmental damage of camping. A community camp kitchen and dinning area
combined with a total ban on wood fires allow the area to accommodate increased demand without increased damage.
Areas of objection:
The resort areas of Perisher, Thredbo, Guthega and Charlotte Pass do not need additional 'beds'. There is sufficient accommodation in hese areas to
meet the demand throughout the year.
Whilst I support improved camping facilities for Island Bend, I am strongly opposed to he proposed 'Eco Cabins'. Such cabins would significan ly
reduce the camping area (or native bush) and would only benefit an elite few. There are numerous loca ions adjacent to the National Park where 'Eco
Cabins' could be established without impacting this sensitive alpine environment.
In summary:
The plan should aim to provide a sustainable solution for reducing the impact of increased pressure on he environment, rather han focus on
increasing the capacity of the area.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Eamonn
Last name
Donnellan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dear Sir/Madam,
I am writing in objec ion to the proposed plans. I feel it is important that we preserve our National Parks. Like so many people I live in Sydney and it is
important too have somewhere to go which has not been developed.
I particularly object to more helicopters, cars next to walking tracks, extra car parking etc.
Not sure why John Barilaro has been given powers to overriding the environment minister in such a sensitive matter.
Once it is gone it is gone, so it is important to act now (look at all areas of concern) and preserve our National Parks.
Kind Regards
Eamonn Donnellan
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 08:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ebony
Last name
Credentino
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This project is nothing but an opportunity for he government to make more money while destroying open land, crucial to the environment. This
national park has been open to the public for decades and DOES NOT need further development.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 4:49 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 16:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Edward
Last name
O'Connor
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Parks are fragile and Sacred. They anyway belong to the original peoples of Australia.
They should not be open to general tourism and developed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
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Name
First name
Ekaterina
Last name
Dyachuk
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To whom it may concern,
I am a whitewater paddler and had the privilege to enjoy the Island bend camping area both as a river access point and as a camping spot. The
current development may interfere wi h river access and limit the options for tents. This is the most convenient campground for whitewater access in
the area. Please keep the way it is, accessible to the public.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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submission-opposing-changes-to-island-bend-1.docx
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No
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission-opposing-changes-to-island-bend-1.docx

Submission
Please find attached my objection submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Eli Lynch

August 23, 2021
To whom it may concern
Re: Objection to redevelopment and commercialisation of Island Bend Campground
As a user of the Kosciuszko National Park and local resident to the Snowy Mountains region I am
writing to express my strong objection to the proposed re‐development and commercialisation of
the Island Bend Campground. My objections relate in particular to the proposal to introduce a
structured camping environment including powered sites and cabins and the leasing of the facilities
for commercial benefit.
The items of most concern are:
1. Draft Master Plan
a. “A central camp kitchen and hot showers”
b. “Cabin style accommodation within a ‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping area towards
Guthega Road”
2. Draft NP Plan
a. “a campground at Island Bend to be operated under lease” (page 17)
b. “Powered sites at Island Bend supported by camping facilities such as camp kitchens, hot showers
and flushing toilets, to meet the growing demand for such facilities” (page 20)
c. Bed numbers of up to 100 to be permitted at Island Bend (page 33)
d. Locations can be “leased for accommodation and other commercial purposes” (page 41)
Island Bend’s appeal is due to the lack of structured and commercial facilities, ensuring that campers
can enjoy the natural surrounds with little formal intervention. There is an enormous range of
existing accommodation available within the Kosciuszko National Park and surrounding Jindabyne
region for people who are looking for the type of accommodation proposed in the Draft Master Plan,
ie. Cabins, hot showers and camp kitchens.
Island Bend provides a much‐need option for campers who do not want to access these facilities,
people who rather than ‘glamping’ actually enjoy camping without electricity and the associated
light and noise pollution. This should be maintained.
There are very few options of this sort available in this region, and this one should be protected.
According to the NPWS’ website National Parks play a key role in health and wellbeing and it is
incumbent on the NPWS to maintain areas which continue to provide ‘sanctuaries’ where people
can take time out and enjoy nature in its most basic form.

Island Bend also provides an affordable option for people to stay in the NP and enjoy the snow
season, giving access to this sport for people who may not otherwise be able to afford
accommodation on top of the already expensive tickets. It is crucial that this remains an option to
ensure equity across our society.
The ‘lack of formalised site markings’ is one of the attractive features of this campground. The large
amount of area ensures campers can spread out, finding their own space to enjoy the natural
surrounds. Once commercialised, this campground will go the way of so many other campgrounds
and become a place where campers are packed into formally marked sites, crammed together with
no privacy – all for the sake of profits.
I also oppose the proposal to lease the Island Bend campsite. The Draft Plan indicates that the entire
campground will be leased to third parties who can operate it for commercial, profit‐making
purposes. The current, free, and natural campground must be maintained with management by
NPWS.
The proposed plans would also have a detrimental impact on the Guthega snow fields. Even in
COVID restricted times, there are large numbers of people accessing this area. The introduction of
cabins and ‘glamping’ will only add further pressure to this area, which does not have the facilities to
meet the extra demand.
In conclusion, I strongly oppose any commercialisation of leasing of this part of the Kosciuszko
National Park and urge the Department of Planning, Industry and Environment to ensure this
campground retains its natural character with minimal amenities.
Yours sincerely

Eli Lynch
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Submission
Jindabyne Town Center & Foreshore submission- See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore area – Page 42 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
The development outline for this area in the SAP is too tourist orientated and economically driven.
There appears to be little consideration for the existing small business operators and restricts the
enrichment, functionality, and organic growth of the community. The community is left aside at
the request of a few key players in our town, tourism growth and large developers. These parties
have the economic push to guide the growth of our towns centre and heart as they see fit, rather
than it being guided by the community needs and established area uses.
The ideas in the SAP do not all appear to put the community’s interest, comfort, or health first.
Stop “Leveraging” our peaceful natural spaces to “better utilise” it for commercial gain. People
come here to relax and be in nature, have space and peace and quiet. Not to shop and be on the
go 24/7

Like –
1. Redevelopment of the layout of the current Nuggets Crossing and Town Centre to improve
and repurpose existing buildings and improve parking
2. Create a pedestrian and cycle friendly civic centre/square around Thredbo Terrace, Snowy
River Avenue and Kalkite Street
3. Youth Hub, aged care, and medical facilities at the current Jindabyne Central School site
4. Improve and develop the Clay Pits area for amenities, community events and better access
to the lake edge for people, boats and recreators
5. Some improvements to Banjo Patterson Park – leave the big tree in the middle of the park!
6. Expansion of the skate park, tennis courts and putting in a basketball half court
7. Upgraded shared path along the lake front for pedestrian and cycle use
8. Recognition and revegetation of Curiosity Rocks
9. Creation of play spaces that align with the NSW Government’s Everyone Can Play guideline
to create a legacy of inclusivity.
10. Development of a new recreational and environmental destination in East Jindabyne with
access to the lake and open space via rehabilitated grasslands and open woodland
11. Retention of the NPWS visitors centre and integration of this into the town square with a
community building and plaza area behind the memorial hall
12. Redevelopment of the Mire 10 site – this should be out in Leesville. This area would be
better served as retail space (eg a second grocery store) or tourist accommodation
13. Upgrade and building of “bad weather day” facilities such as library, cinema, heritage centre,
gym, bowling alley, video arcade and art spaces
14. Support the beatification of the current buildings and architecture
15. Redevelopment of the Lake Jindabyne Hotel
Dislike –
1. Development of tourist accommodation in this area that would go over 3 stories and impact
the lake views of established dwellings and businesses. Any higher than 3 stories would
detract from the visual aesthetics of the Jindabyne area
2. Taking Kosciuszko Road to 2 lanes – this is the worst idea imaginable. Doing this to create
“access” to the lake and a “pedestrian corridor” is strategically redundant and stupid. It
needs to be retained as a 4 lane thoroughfare to mitigate the heavy traffic load and access
to the lake.

3. Removing the NRMA holiday park in favour of a “signature development” that will
predominantly cater to the tourists and is commercially driven. This is disgusting to think
that the community has been overlooked in favour of tourism and money. It does not meet
community needs as a priority
4. An “eat street” area on the lake front of the end of Kalkite street at the cost of existing park
land
5. Over development of the lake front with high end tourist accommodation. How dare the
wealthy have privileged access to the heart of our town over the rest of the community. This
should remain only as functional space for the community and visitors to recreate and relax
in.
6. Beach development – Lets pave paradise and put up a parking lot…. And lots of concrete in
what is a great green space! There is no point in this area being developed as described. No
one wants that much concreted area – How about making it terraced GREEN space with
minimal concrete and no boardwalks. This is also right next to the major and highly polluted
storm water drains – NO “water sensitive urban designed garden” will fix this!!
This idea would be better served and relocated to the existing area adjacent to the Clay Pits
area, where it is out of the way of boats and watercraft, more protected from North
Westerly winds and not as close to major storm water drains. Another location would be the
Sailing Club foreshore.
7. Jetty and boat access behind Rydges – NO WATER TAXIES on lake Jindabyne. This is the only
reason the Jetty is proposed here. It is not safe and a waste of money. Why put boats
incoming to a “Beach” area where you intend to have families? It is not protected from
weather, and no one will be able to use it most of the year due to the strong prevailing
winds. Again, this is pointless with the varied water levels in the lake. There has been a Jetty
in the proposed sight in the past and it did not work nor was used.
8. Extension of Kalkite street and turn around – this is a huge negative that will impact on the
peace and quiet of this area. Why should our green spaces be taken away for parking and for
a local business developer to have better access to his “signature development” area? Not in
the communities’ best interest and pure greed/economically driven.

ADDITIONAL NOTES:
1. Don’t over landscape the natural beauty at the lake edge with board walks etc. A path is
fine. Remember this lake goes down in water level often and any over development will look
tacky and pointless with no improvement to accessing the lake edge
2. First and foremost is the improvement in basic infrastructure such as sewer, water, roads.
3. Second is the establishment of health services in this area such as a new medical centre that
caters for youth, mental health, and the aging population in an accessible town centre
location
4. Third should be the investment into the arts and culture over useless retail and high end
exclusive accommodation and resorts – why should the wealthy have the privilege of access
to our lake and town centre over the community?
5. Fourth is making sure that the existing green spaces (such as Banjo Patterson Park and the
Poplar corridor behind the NRMA holiday park) are retained for enjoyment of the
community and tourists. These areas should not be built on but integrated into spaces for
everyone
6. Keep Kosciuszko Road as 4 lanes and put in traffic lights/crossings or an overpass for
pedestrian access to the lake front. The road could be used as a clearway or contraflow for
heavy traffic days and then used as roadside parking and pedestrian walkways for major
events.
7. Keep the Frisbee/Disc Golf course. The town loves it and so do visitors
8. Do not develop on the park land adjacent to the Rydges resort – leave it a green space
9. There has been no mention on improving the memorials for defence personnel – this needs
to be a priority at Banjo Patterson Park

10. I would like to see most businesses, civic spaces and all future accommodation be built to
very high eco standards, with the integration of green energy solutions to power the town
and business. If the environment is as important as the SAP has mentioned and if we are
striving to be a world class destination on the doorstep of one of the nation’s greatest
National Parks, why not go green all the way.
Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski
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Submission
Town Center Grow h submission- See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Town Centre Growth – Page 72 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
The development outline for this area in the SAP is vague and does not support enough quality
information to make an informed decision on the proposed future of this area.
Like –
1. Low rise attached dwellings

Dislike –
1. Development of tourist accommodation in this area that would go over 3 stories and impact
the lake views of established dwellings
2. The proposed opening of Park Road to Reedys Cutting Road as a public road and the bus
route. I am vehemently opposed to this happening. This area has high pedestrian use and
should be kept as a sporting/community use area only.

ADDITIONAL NOTES:
1. I am worried that the existing John Connors Oval on Park Road will be sold off and used for
development of tourist based or residential housing.
Where is the absolute assurance that this will not happen?
This land belongs to the community and should never be deferred form its original intended
purpose of sporting and green space for the community.
The space should continue to be used as an oval, Stock Yard and free space for residents and
tourists alike.
This space only needs to be made more user friendly – perhaps a dedicated dog park, oval
and more parking in the area.
2. The map on page 73 does not indicate the already large green space that occupies the
ridgeline behind Bogong Street, the John Connors oval and above Clyde Street continuing to
the Pine Forest on Barry way and Kosciuszko Road. This corridor needs to be protected and
preserved form any development
Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski
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Submission
Barry Way South submission- See attached file
I agree to the above statement
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Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Barry Way South – Page 86 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –

1. The expansion of Bungarra for seasonal worker and tourist accommodation and activities,
including eco‐tourism, camping, outdoor and education activities.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Linking of Bungarra, the Adventure Park and town with pedestrian and cycle ways
The expansion of the Alpine Adventist centre
Possibility of the Zen retreat and other health retreats in this area
The redevelopment of dilapidated and aged The Station Resort to include updated and new
facilities for staff housing and affordable tourist accommodation
6. The release of land to the south of The Station Resort for residential use like the existing
High Country Estate

Dislike –
1. Overdevelopment of the area that may impact on the quiet rural farmlands and established
rural lifestyle
2. The land to the south of The Station Resort being used for tourist accommodation

NOTES:
1. There needs to be some affordable housing in this area, so the rural lifestyle is not restricted
to the wealthy
2. Perhaps centre The Station Resort as a family destination for tourists
3. What are the transport options from here? There needs to be transport options to the Park
and Ride hub or to the resorts especially for workers
4. Perhaps more growth in the Health and Wellness area, it would be ideal to have more health
retreats out here in the quieter rural landscape for residents and tourists
5. The intersection of Barry Way and Snowy River Way needs a major upgrade for safety and to
cope with future development

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski
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Submission
Sports & Education Precinct submission - See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Sports and Education Precinct – Page 59 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. The separation and development of Junior and Senior schools along with the green spaces,
pedestrian access and connection to town and revised bus route
2. The establishment of Higher Education/Tertiary facilities eg TAFE and university centre
3. The new and improved access to World Class Sporting facilities for athletes and community,
both indoor and outdoor eg aquatic centre and climbing wall
4. Upgrade to school camps and activities at the existing Sport and Rec site
5. Upgrade accommodation for athletes and other sporting clubs for events in the area eg
cycling groups, football camps for kids
6. Pedestrian and cycling access to town

NOTES:
1. Make sure there is a diversity of sport facilities and open parks for the community to access
at NO COST eg sport fields and courts ‐ Netball, Basketball, Soccer, Football (League and
Rugby), Cricket. These fields should be seen as an addition to the existing John Conners oval
in town and not a replacement.
2. Leave the John Connors Oval as is and do not sell it off for any other development.
3. Include a new and improved pool (indoor) for year‐round use including hydrotherapy and
rehabilitation.
4. Ensure that all these facilities are disability accessible and inclusive. Maybe having sensory
parks near the school.
5. There is a heavy focus on sport in the school and community and we need more
development int the arts and cultural sectors, especially for school children
6. Have rainy day activity / indoor options for the community eg the climbing wall, health and
wellness centre, improved gym

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski
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Southern Connector Road submission - See attached file
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Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Southern Connector Road – Page 56 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. The connector road/bypass to take traffic from the town and off Kosciuszko road, especially
busy day tripper private vehicles
2. Provide better access to the industrial areas for heavy vehicles
Dislike –
1. That it is only 2 lanes

NOTES:
1. Southern Connector road = spend the time and money on future proofing this area/road and
make it 4 lanes to start with. This will make the road more appealing than driving through
town. This is also saving future costs and disruption for community, as it is already proven
that there will be a high demand in the future of tourist use to the town and National Park.
2. Make sure that there are service stations on this road for both ways to access.

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski
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Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-mountain-bike-adventure-park.docx

Submission
Mountain Bike & Adventure Park submission - See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Mountain Bike and Adventure Park – Page 62 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. Mountain bike trail development in this area for all levels of riders
2. Activity nodes and retail in this area eg cafes, food outlets, retail

Neutral –
1. Alpine Heritage centre would be better served to be in the town, so tourists and residents
alike have access to this educational facility. Perhaps as part of the town square/ civic centre
Dislike –
1. Chairlift in the Adventure Park is ok (if it can withstand the weather) but NOT in town
EVER!!!!! We are not Park City Mountain Resort/Vale and do not need such an intrusive eye
sore in this town. It will spoil the natural vistas. There is already chairlift mountain biking
access in Thredbo
NOTES:
1. Development is sensible if there is low impact on the vistas of the natural landscape and
minimal impact on the surrounding environment
2. Accessibility increases for all users including disabilities. Need to consider more options for
disability use and low/zero cost options in these recreational areas. These mountain bike
trails only cater to wealthy, able bodied people. The local residents need free or low cost
access to facilities and disabled communities also need something they can use to feel
included.
Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:59:59 PM
sap-submission-jindabyne-west.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-jindabyne-west.docx

Submission
Jindabyne West submission - See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Jindabyne West– Page 74 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. Mixed use residential and business with lots of green space is needed
2. Park and ride depot is a great idea to connect town with the ski resorts
3. Hilltop parks and focus on limiting scenic impact is great eg no ridge line building or too
many multi story apartments
4. Protection of the Indigenous heritage sites
5. Focus on providing more options for permanent long‐term residents rather than tourists
6. Interconnecting walking and cycling access to the town and education precinct
Dislike –
1. Significant engineering development on steep slopes for building purposes is hazardous and
costly and should be avoided if possible. Leave these spaces natural to help minimise a
negative visual impact on the area.
NOTES:
1. Development is sensible if there is low impact on the vistas of the natural landscape and
minimal impact on the surrounding environment
Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 6:05:44 PM
sap-submission-leesville-and-aerodrome.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 18:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-leesville-and-aerodrome.docx

Submission
Leesville & Aerodrome submission- See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Leesville and Aerodrome – Page 82 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. Leave existing aerodrome as it is with minimal development in heavy aircraft usage
2. Like increase of industrial and commercial growth in this area
3. Keeping the 50‐meter green corridor along the Barry Way to minimise visual impact of
growing area
4. Redevelopment of the Leesville Hotel for future commercial use – perhaps re‐establish a pub
and eatery with historic value of the area
5. Inclusion of artisan food and drink businesses

NOTES:
1. Road access into Leesville needs significant upgrade due to heavy vehicle usage
2. Ensure strict environmental guidelines and enforce regular inspections of these guidelines is
needed so the surrounding farmland and residents are not negatively impacted by any
industrial use and waste
3. Be mindful that any increase in aircraft noise over future residential (Jindabyne West
Precinct) areas is minimised and curfews are put in place

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:55:42 PM
sap-submission-creel-bay docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-creel-bay.docx

Submission
Creel Bay submission - See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Creel Bay– Page 116 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. I am happy to support the development of amenities for day use such as toilets, primitive
camping area and day use for water recreation and fishing
2. Adaptive reuse of the existing cottages at Creel Bay for overnight tourist accommodation
3. Boat ramp upgrade at Creel Bay

Dislike –
1. Too much increase in camping, additional cottages or glamping

Notes:
1. This area could be a hub for Indigenous culture and learning, arts and education of the
surrounding park
2. It would be nice to see all hotels and accommodation providers use green energy as much as
possible
3. I am against aircraft activity and commercial use on the main range from this location or any
other as it will disturb the natural peace and environment, as well as allowing too much
access and impact of humans into the back country. This is bad for the environment and will
strain the under resourced emergency services.

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:54:39 PM
sap-submission-island-bend.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-island-bend.docx

Submission
Island Bend submission - See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Island Bend – Page 120 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. I am happy to support the improvement of amenities such as toilets and freshwater access
for campers and day use
2. Snowy Valley walk trail
3. Site remediation of old town asbestos buildings
4. Improved access/roads to the camping area
5. Rehabilitation of the area back to its natural environment eg the airstrip
Dislikes –
1. Eco Cabins
2. No Glamping
3. No kitchen or shower block as this area is currently overwhelmed in winter already due to
lack of staff housing in the resorts and Jindabyne township. Having these amenities would
only encourage people to abuse the area and demand on resources.
Notes:
1. Allow better access for camper trailers
2. Would like to see the river side area kept as primitive camping only to minimise the human
impact of the environment
3. Ensure short term stay/use only, through a booking system monitored by NPWS – only then
could you put in showers and a camp kitchen.
4. Any Camp Kitchen or showers would need to be solar powered and recycled water
5. I am against aircraft activity and commercial use on the main range from this location or any
other as it will disturb the natural peace and environment, as well as allowing too much
access and impact of humans into the back country. This is bad for the environment and will
strain the under resourced emergency services.

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:53:35 PM
sap-submission-kosciuszko-tourist-park docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-kosciuszko-tourist-park docx

Submission
Kosciuszko Tourist Park submission - See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Kosciuszko Tourist Park – Page 122 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. I am happy to support the improvement of existing infrastructure and amenities including a
sustainable increase in bed numbers and camping
2. Park and ride services to the resorts and trails
Notes:
1. It would be nice to see the repurpose of the NPWS buildings as educational and day use
centres.
2. This area could be a hub for many educational walking and hiking trails
3. It would be nice to see all hotels and accommodation providers use green energy as much as
possible
4. This would be a perfect spot for Glamping, Eco Cabins and other affordable accommodation
options as long as they are sustainable. It is close to the natural snow line, resorts and
walking trails and would have less of an impact on the environment.
5. I am against aircraft activity and commercial use on the main range from this location or any
other as it will disturb the natural peace and environment, as well as allowing too much
access and impact of humans into the back country. This is bad for the environment and will
strain the under resourced emergency services.

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:51:33 PM
sap-submission-ski-rider.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-ski-rider.docx

Submission
Ski Rider submission - See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Ski Rider – Page 114 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. I am happy to support the improvement of existing infrastructure and amenities including a
sustainable increase in bed numbers
2. Continue the Ski Rider shuttle bus to have access to the resorts
Notes:
1. It would be nice to see all hotels and accommodation providers use green energy as much as
possible
2. I am against aircraft activity and commercial use on the main range from this location or any
other as it will disturb the natural peace and environment, as well as allowing too much
access and impact of humans into the back country. This is bad for the environment and will
strain the under resourced emergency services.

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:47:20 PM
sap-submission-smiggin-holes.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-smiggin-holes.docx

Submission
Smiggin Holes submission - See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Smiggin Holes – Page 102 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. I am happy to support the improvement or redevelopment of existing infrastructure,
amenities and day lodges for tourist use and commercial use.
2. Upgrades to parking and access to the ski fields from Jindabyne/public transport
3. Relocation of the Workshop
4. New Gate Way to the resort

Notes:
1. Missed opportunity to create accommodation for on‐snow resort staff
2. I am against aircraft activity and commercial use on the main range from this location or any
other as it will disturb the natural peace and environment, as well as allowing too much
access and impact of humans into the back country. This is bad for the environment and will
strain the under resourced emergency services.

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:45:21 PM
sap-submission-perisher.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-perisher.docx

Submission
Perisher submission - See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission 20th August 2021
Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Perisher Village – Page 98 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. Improvement and development of the Perisher Village including a reasonable and
sustainable increase in bed numbers for staff and tourists
2. Improvement or redevelopment of existing infrastructure, amenities and day lodges for
tourist use and commercial use
3. Implementation of low impact transport options from Jindabyne and upgrades to parking
4. Less focus on large numbers of cars in the resort and National Park
5. Better snow play areas
6. Implementation of biking and walking tracks for year‐round use, between the 4 resort areas
7. Protected walking trails in existing hiking areas eg Porcupine Rocks
Dislike –
1. No Large viewing decks at Porcupine Rocks as it would ruin the natural aesthetics of the area
2. Any development or buildings that is not sustainable for the environment
3. Increase in air traffic or allowing helicopters to commercially access the National Park and
Perisher Resort
4. Abolition of current LEP’s and introduction of “streamlined” development approvals.
5. Lack of consultation with National Parks and other environmental groups relating to the
development of this area.

Notes:
1. I am against aircraft activity and commercial use on the main range from this location or any
other as it will disturb the natural peace and environment, as well as allowing too much
access and impact of humans into the back country. This is bad for the environment and will
strain the under resourced emergency services.
2. Upgrades for water and sewer are to be paid by the developers and not funded by the local
community
3. Very strict LEP’s need to be followed due to the whole Perisher catchment being the water
supply for the area
4. All Development needs strict overseeing by National Park or other independent bodies (NOT
the NSW state Government) to ensure the environment is protected and all development is
sustainable, future proofed and at a world standard for Environmental protection.

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:44:08 PM
sap-submission-guthega.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-gu hega.docx

Submission
Guthega submission - See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Guthega – Page 104 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. Sealing Guthega Road from Power Station to the Village
2. I am happy to support the improvement or redevelopment of existing infrastructure,
amenities and day lodges for tourist use and commercial use.
3. Upgrades to parking
4. Enhancement of existing walking trails eg Illawong, and access to back country snow
activities

Neutral –
1. Camping at Guthega trail head – most overnight hikers prefer to camp on the range rather
than at the trail head.

Dislike –
1. Abolition of current LEP’s and introduction of “streamlined” development approvals.
2. Lack of consultation with National Parks and other environmental groups relating to the
development of this area.

Notes:
I am against aircraft activity and commercial use on the main range from this location or any other
as it will disturb the natural peace and environment, as well as allowing too much access and impact
of humans into the back country. This is bad for the environment and will strain the under resourced
emergency services.

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 3:00:59 PM
sap-submission-charlotte-pass docx

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 15:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-charlotte-pass.docx

Submission
See attached file for submission
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Charlotte Pass – Page 106 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. I am happy to support the improvement or redevelopment of existing infrastructure and
lodges for tourist use
2. New Gateway portal
3. Upgrades to parking, over snow and bus access t main range trails
4. New staff accommodation
5. Upgrade to existing walking trails including more disability access

Dislike –
1. Commercial motorised vehicle access beyond the existing turning circle
2. Abolition of current LEP’s and introduction of “streamlined” development approvals.
3. Lack of consultation with National Parks and other environmental groups relating to the
development of this area.

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 2:07:25 PM
sap-submission-thredbo-ranger-station.docx

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 14:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-thredbo-ranger-sta ion.docx

Submission
See attached file for submission
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Thredbo Ranger Station – Page 110 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.

I am happy to support the improvement in existing infrastructure for tourist day use only eg
amenities, picnic areas and educational walking trails, Fishing areas.

Neutral –
1‐ Overnight camping options and Fishing Lodge

Dislike –
1. Glamping options
2. Abolition of current LEP’s and introduction of “streamlined” development approvals.
3. Lack of consultation with National Parks and other environmental groups relating to the
development of this area.

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 2:01:18 PM
sap-submission-thredbo.docx

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 13:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-thredbo.docx

Submission
Please see uploaded file for submission
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Thredbo ‐ Page 90 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.

I am happy to support the improvement in existing infrastructure for more tourist
accommodation and staff housing.
2. Improvements to parking, bus stops, resort access from Jindabyne.
3. New tourist accommodation at existing sites.

Dislike –
1. Abolition of current LEP’s and introduction of “streamlined” development approvals.
2. Lack of consultation with National Parks and other environmental groups relating to the
development of this area.

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:56:59 PM
sap-submission-western-lake-jindabyne.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-western-lake-jindabyne.docx

Submission
Western Lake Jindabyne submission - See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
Western Lake Jindabyne – Page 66 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.
2.
3.
4.

Holiday Park with camping options
Improved access to the lake for water activities at Hatchery Bay
Improved bike and walking trails
Underpass for bike trail

Neutral –
1. Commercial node – if it is safe for the environment and does not impede on the rural users
in the area
Dislike –
1. Eco Resort – this would be an eyesore on the landscape and disturb the natural vistas
looking towards the mountains
2. Conference centre – unnecessary. This can go in other areas
3. Any residential development in this area. No more gated communities or residential
buildings that would prevent the use and enjoyment of these natural areas for the
community
4. Golf Course – this is disgraceful to have something that is so resource hungry and would
pour damaging chemicals into the town water supply. It also takes away a valuable
opportunity to develop surrounding communities such as Berridale, where a perfectly good
golf course exists. How about developing and investing in that first?!
5. Water Park – only usable for a short period of the year and will create too much activity on
the lake – Remember it is our water supply!!
6. No water taxi’s – this will make unsafe for swimmers and other unmotorised lake users as
well as disturbing the serenity and quietness of the lake front

NOTES:
1. This is sacred land to the indigenous Ngarigo people and building in this area is an offence
and takes away from the historical value of the area.
2. If this is no longer used as grazing/farming areas, development and human impact should be
kept to a minimal. Most of this area, apart from established trails, should be returned to its
original state as open, green, undeveloped land.
3. The suggestions for development in this area are akin to the unconsulted bulldozing of a
small community for the enjoyment of the over privileged and wealthy. Nothing in this area
is for the enrichment or strengthening of the local community nor does it consider the
original custodians of this land.
Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 6:10:28 PM
sap-submission-east-jindabyne.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 18:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
Grochowski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-east-jindabyne.docx

Submission
East Jindabyne submission- See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Elizabeth Grochowski
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne.
Submission relates to:
East Jindabyne – Page 78 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan

Like –
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Idea of revegetation and protection of the park area, whilst turning it into a functional and green recreational space
The all‐inclusive play space
Keeping this area protected under the Lake Jindabyne Scenic Protection Area
Foreshore access trail – keep all areas accessible for everyone – NO MORE Gated Communities
Small commercial node for residents with shops and eateries
Consideration for mitigating road run off into the lake
Upgrade work to the intersection of Jerrara Drive and Kosciuszko Road

Dislike –
1. Building heights ‐ Keep building heights to 2 levels but not impeding established residents’ views.

Regards,
Elizabeth Grochowski
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Please see attached document for my submission.
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Submission to the Special Activation Precinct (SAP) – Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) and Jindabyne
9th August 2021
To Whom It May Concern,
As a resident of Jindabyne and a person that works in land rehabilitation in the Australian Alps, I have a
number of concerns in relation to the proposed SAP in this area.
The concerns are as follows:
1. KNP is not a pristine landscape and is already under enormous pressure from a wide variety of
developments, feral animals, weeds and climate change. KNP is becoming increasing like a
tourist and industry park, with very little attention paid to the National Parks and Wildlife Act,
which clearly states that ‘National parks are there to protect the natural and heritage values for
future generations.’ The existing state of the park already does not comply with the NP&W Act
and to add more lodges (beds), more access and more events will only lead to the further
demise of the ecology of KNP.
In my employment, which is to run a small business called Alpine Flora specialising in high
altitude rehabilitation, as well as working for NPWS in KNP for 14 years, I have seen a lot of
damage from past and present developments. Grazing, gold mining, forestry, ski resorts, the
Snowy Hydro Scheme, multiple tracks and trails have degraded many ecological areas that are
theoretically protected by state and national legislation. The intensity of feral animals in KNP is
also a major issue (over 10,000 wild horses, thousands, if not 100,000’s of feral deer) which
trample, graze and degrade many protected ecosystems is not being adequately addressed and
is resulting in a national park that is losing its ecological function and biodiversity.
Overlying all the ‘unnatural’ pressures from multiple land uses of KNP is climate change. Current
predictions are that Australian ski resorts will be reliant on snow making and will need to go to
higher altitudes in the next 20 to 50 years to remain economically viable. Having worked in
ecological rehabilitation in and around Perisher in the summer for many years now, the damage
from car parks, snow making, an intense amount of people in one small area, the rubbish, the
weeds and the erosion into high altitude creeks will only get worse with the proposed SAP plans,
including allowing vehicles to the summit and helicopter visitors. Ski resorts in peak times are
already overcrowded and unpleasant and greedy managers seem to have no regard to the
pressure that all the traffic and people have on the surrounding environment. Ski resorts need
to have a limited amount people in them at any one time, not more, as is proposed by the SAP.
Climate change will increase the risk of fire in all of KNP, will reduce the amount of snow fall, will
put enormous and unknown pressure on the parks ecology, will facilitate the incidence and
spread of weeds across the park and in worst case scenarios, result in the end of any alpine
ecology in Australia. KNP does need more ‘developments’, it needs to be protected and
rehabilitated (which includes the mass eradication of ferals) so that the ecology of the park has
degree of resilience to cope with the future climate. The SAP proposal is just another nail in the
coffin for KNP; death by a thousand cuts, which never seems to end. The SAP proposal is about
greed and tourism and not about the protection of a rare and fragile ecology. WHEN are humans

going to understand that we need to nurture, care and protect the functional ecology of the
world, including KNP, so that we can sustain our populations into the future? SAP is a short
term, greed driven process that has no regard to the existing ecological issues of KNP and I do
not support it. KNP is already in decline and threatened by so many factors. We do not need to
add to its demise by the extensive spread of human impacts as per the SAP.
2. The proposed developments in the SAP for the Jindabyne area have an obvious and disturbing
bias towards the high end of the market, with little regard for the average wage earner and
young people with little income for a holiday in KNP. National Parks need to be available for
everyone, not just the rich. If there is going to be more accommodation constructed in
Jindabyne, there needs to be a range of accommodation provided so that people do not park in
the street and/or by the lake with no facilities. The SAP proposal will just add to the prevalent
underclass that exists in the town of Jindabyne, particularly in the winter.
3. The SAP development of Jindabyne seems to have little regard for a large number of the local
population and how we tolerate the winter invasion and overcrowding and breathe a big sigh of
relief when the season is over. We like the quiet times and the sense of a local and supportive
community. The proposed year‐round tourism that is equivalent to the winter crowds is
abhorrent to many in this community. The SAP proposal seems to want to turn this beautiful
area into a ‘Gold Coast’ of the mountains. Scary and awful. I can see that there are big
advantages to the major property owners and big developers, but none to the general locals.
There are so many issues already in Jindabyne which are not addressed and all the newest
housing developments have carried on with a similar style. The issues are as follows: The very
thin roads with no capacity for parking on both sides of the road without blocking the street, the
lack of safe pedestrian access (no footpaths), the existing footpaths which are very dangerous
and badly maintained, the chaotic parking for shopping, the disgraceful and almost non‐existent
urban amenity horticulture, which mostly just grows environmental weeds, the rubbish
everywhere and the lack of infrastructure for the proposed increased population (sewerage,
parking, adequate shops and restaurants). Jindabyne lakeside, particularly the Poo Bay area is
not managed with a lot of cars accessing the area via illegal tracks, multiple and extensive
weeds, collapsing culverts, serious erosion and feral deer herds in the area. I have no faith in the
local council, nor the SAP proposal to competently improve this area given the condition it is in
now. If Jindabyne is such an important tourist area currently, why has it been treated with such
little regard for urban planning, elegant style, attractive and useable green spaces and facilities
for humans that are in keeping with the surrounding setting and are sustainable? All these
issues need to be addressed before any further developments are done. It disturbs me that the
SAP proposal may result in just more development with little being done to address the existing
issues of the use and style of Jindabyne.
4. The Yarrangobilly Caves and thermal pool are important heritage areas for both Aboriginal and
European communities and are quite beautiful as they are. To introduce a heating system for
the Thermal Pool does not respect this heritage nor protect the place as it is. Many people
already visit the Yarrangobilly area and is inherently successful as a tourist destination. This
area, like all of KNP has a certain capacity to cope with human impacts and if the aim of the

heating of the thermal pool is to increase visitor numbers, then this area too will be impacted as
more car parking will be required, the spread of weeds will be facilitated, more rubbish will be
left in the environment and overall, the functional ecology of the area will be impaired.
In summary, the SAP proposal may improve some of the issues I have raised, particularly for the
town of Jindabyne. However, the proponents of all these new developments must remember
that people visit this area because of the inherent environmental values; the lake, the
mountains, the space and the fresh air. This is what must be protected and nurtured and not
just for the current population, but for future generations as well. The SAP proposal reeks of a
few companies and individuals making enormous amounts of money out of infrastructure
developments with little regard to the local community, nor the fragile ecology of the area. I
strongly object to any further developments in Kosciusko National Park as it is already under
pressure from multiple factors and namely human induced climate change. KNP needs to be
protected from human impacts, both past and present and needs to rehabilitated and cared for,
not exploited for short term gains and financial leverage.

Talia Walker
From:
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
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Dear Madam/Sir,
I oppose the draft Master Plan.
Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more
environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that damage include:
- historic clearing, grazing and mining;
- the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
- destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
- un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
- historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
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- massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
- unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing
significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are
gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial
activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing
so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so
many environmental issues, let’s not add over development of KNP those failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future
development and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly
designed to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would
be protected by future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual
developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife
Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly
sensitive, extremely significant protected area.
The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally
sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 60%. All associated services, from the capacity
of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is
that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP
for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow
season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current resorts. The
escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic.
The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a
single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those
beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict
so much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not
for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be
cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful
management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences
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The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour
operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely
detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and
International significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their
significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of
Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to
create a new tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using
large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a national
park setting is entirely at odds with community expectations.
Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional
accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short
term. One is that the potential sites for expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species
and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their
development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened
ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred
hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in the particular areas proposed for
development such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly
abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the
case of KNP demands better mass transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance ‘the high ambition
coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea
in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30%
target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land
clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park.
At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to
diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
I support the position of the National Parks Association of NSW in opposing this draft Master Plan.
Kind regards,
Elizabeth Maddox
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I would like my personal details to remain confidential, (as I am not a divisive person and my
family and I live in this area. I am concerned about abuse directed to my family from those
who disagree with me).
The submission may be published in full.
I have not made a reportable political donation in the previous two years (or twenty).
The submission portal asks if I object or support the SAP – Like most things in life it is not that
clear cut, some of it I support and some of it I do not, but I am not “neutral”.
SUBMISSION regarding the SNOWY MOUNTAINS DRAFT MASTER PLAN
Summary
The draft masterplan seems to be bias towards extensive development at the cost of the
unique and vulnerable natural environment and ecosystems of the area.
As I accept development and growth is important to many people, there are some parts of
the plan which I would be prepared to live with, there are others which I think are so
abhorrent they need to be discarded.
I vehemently oppose the development of the Western Lake Jindabyne area and the use of
commuter helicopters in the National Park. There are other areas I have concerns about, and
some proposals which if done well could improve the area.
The background
The first sentence of the Draft Masterplan vision (page 4) is “The Snowy Mountains is the
rooftop of Australia where an unspoiled alpine landscape meets a dramatic climate that is
unfound elsewhere on the continent” and then the whole document goes on to promote
developing the landscape.
Surely when there is a very small proportion of “unspoiled landscape” left in Australia and this
particular landscape is truly unique (not found elsewhere on the continent and indeed the
planet as our fauna and flora are so different from other areas of the world), it is worth
looking after for its natural value – not as a playground, development and business
opportunity for the single human species.
I understand that my view is opposite to the grow, develop, more business, more money,
more jobs view, promoted by this document. We live on a single, finite planet and I maintain
that in the long term my view is more practical. However, if my sustainable living view fails
and the majority view is that we must have constant economic and population growth then
as most of the rest of the planet is already developed, we should put aside the extremely
important less developed areas such as this area, concentrate on preserving their natural
features, and further develop areas that are already developed.

I strongly believe that this plan is a plan to destroy the attraction of the region. A definite kill
the goose that lays the golden egg. One reason the attraction of the area has been
increasing is that people who wanted to get away from population centres and enjoy
uncrowded areas of natural beauty have turned away from other areas which previously
attracted them – for example the NSW coast and the Blue Mountains, as they have become
crowded and over developed.
By increasing the infrastructure, accommodation, housing and facilities in this area, it will
bring too many people and too much human damage to the area.
I feel that my view is common, but not treated with any respect by those in power.
This whole plan is based on the assumption that development = good. The design, wording
and the statements throughout are predicated on that assumption and do not consider any
alternate view. This is illustrated by the second question in your feedback survey and the
answer options –

The ONLY important factor in the planning for the Snowy Mountains is respect and
recognition for the unique Natural environment and placing it as the core factor with other
planning needs always subordinate to it. It doesn’t even make the list.
Doublespeak
Doublespeak is when you say something, but mean another, and the Masterplan is full of it,
full of contradictions and mutually exclusive options.
Through the document there is an emphasis on the natural environment and words like
biodiversity, carrying capacity, environmental resilience, renewable energy, climate change
and sustainability are used throughout, but these words ring hollow when the development

proposals are given – basically significantly more people, more infrastructure, more buildings,
more of everything manmade, and each development must lessen the amount of natural
landscape remaining.
Environmentally sensitive areas
An objective is to “protect environmentally sensitive areas” and yet it seems like a large part
of the Park and Lake Foreshore has been deemed to be of no environmental value as it is
planned to be further developed. I submit that the environmentally sensitive areas include
ALL remaining foreshore land around the Lake. If parts of the National Park are no longer
environmentally sensitive then that is from poor management – they were when they were
designated as part of the Park originally - and here is an opportunity to restore them, not
sacrifice them.
Granted the “Carrying capacity” should be determined – but once it is assessed that it is
being exceeded now, then plans need to be put in place to limit the numbers (like in many
worldwide attractions) to make sure the visitors have a good experience of the natural
environment. This area does not need to provide the experience people get everywhere
else – we have a chance to offer unique experiences.
Overdevelopment of attractions in the National Park
For example: The Porcupine Rocks suggestion of a viewing platform. How many hundreds of
places have you been where there is a great view and people are corralled into the viewing
platform. It is hundreds. The main attraction of Porcupine Rocks at present is finding the
different spots to get slightly different views, climbing among the boulders and through the
trees – carefully – moving along the ridge to see and find other spots, out of the wind, or with
interesting plants or rocks. The attraction is that there is no built platform and minimal
directional and interpretive signage. It is natural.
I’ll grant that the building and publicity of the path from Thredbo top station to Kosciuszko
has been a great success – because it keeps so many people on that one little area, but
how many more paths and platforms and signs do we have to have? Keep the crowds on
the freeways and don’t publicise the backroads.
A National Park is for Nature
The economy & industry section (page 31) points out that Kosciuszko National Park is NSW’s
largest National Park – and goes on “There is the potential to grow annual visitation from a
wider range of domestic visitor markets and leverage international connections via
Canberra” – it is a National Park – not a human playground. The point of a National Park is to
preserve a unique Natural landscape and its biodiversity NOT to grow human visitation.
It was not many years ago that this view was shared by all political parties and the National
Parks and Wildlife Service, but now the Park is seen as a tourist resort to be developed. There

is a strong movement away from development to environmental protection worldwide as
the ravages of the climate crisis are being felt and this plan is illustrative of how far behind
Australia is in adapting to the current state of our world environment. Preserve the small
natural areas we still have.
Ok, by now you get my drift if you have been able to read so far – but my main and really
critical worry is the part of the plan for the Western Lake Jindabyne area.
The Western Lake Jindabyne Area
I strongly, vehemently object to the development of The Western Lake Jindabyne area.
It is zoned for Tourism accommodation – I gather this means a big caravan park, and a
caravan park no matter how hard it tries, is a development full of buildings and vehicles. No
matter what the landscaping you have a development. And also a small village is planned.
Have you ever driven from Sydney, Cooma or Berridale to Jindabyne? Nearly every person
who lives in or visits this region has. And nearly every one of them gasps and feels their heart
warm each time they round the corner just before the Snowy Valley, East Jindabyne and see
the lake with the hills and then mountains behind across the Lake to the west. The Western
side of the Lake. And the attraction – the huge vista, the layers, the moods and the light, it
looks different and spectacular every single time you round that bend, The lake, the hills, the
mountains and the sky all change with the weather, season and time of day. You have
arrived – either home or at the place you love to visit. There is nearly no sign of humans in
your view and it is a huge view. Pages 12 & 13 of your brochure even have a tiny bit of the
view – highlighting its beauty.
So the plan suggests buildings on the western shore of the Lake!!!! I just cannot believe that
anyone would even consider it. Up until now all the development on the East Jindabyne side
has allowed the Western side to stay as a wonderful mountain vista for all of Jindabyne Town,
the buildings on the Eastern side of the Lake and the arriving visitors.
How about changing the plan to build on the Western foreshore and doing more on the side
where you have already allowed a ribbon-like development to be built – from Jindabyne,
through Tyrolean, East Jindabyne and to Kalkite? The other advantage would be that all
those Eastern side developments will still have a lake and mountain view, instead of a view of
other developments. Maybe a few little open spaces could even be left between the
developments on the Eastern side.
The other sad point about this particular zoning is that Curiosity Rocks – a sacred place for
the Ngarigo people and near to the heart of most local residents and visitors, will lose the
remaining dignity is has after the formation of Lake Jindabyne, once it has development on
its skirt.

“Future development of this sub-precinct will provide for continued recreational use of the
lake foreshore while supporting the growth of tourism for Jindabyne and the Snowy
Mountains. It will foster tourist accommodation and activities sympathetic with the natural
beauty of its rural lakeside setting. This will ensure protection of the landscape and
environmental values of this area, enable ongoing rural land uses balanced alongside
strategic growth.”
I read that and wonder how the authors didn’t see the contradiction between their words
and the reality of what they are proposing.
Open space is NOT land waiting to be developed.
This draft plan throughout shows its bias by calling open space UNDEVELOPED LAND as if that
is a bad thing. It is open space. It is critical to the beauty and the functioning landscape.
What you call undeveloped land outside the Park is either someone’s private property they
know and love or land which has been available for the community as it is owned by Snowy
Hydro or the Crown. Calling it undeveloped land is very like what the English did when they
arrived in Australia – and called it Terra Nullius. It is a critical, functioning part of the
landscape.
Yes – the area is overcrowded, and the Masterplan’s solution is to cater for more people
Well that is logical (NOT).
The plan says “The alpine landscape is vulnerable to the impacts of climate change environmental resilience must be the cornerstone of future growth. » Climatic conditions
impact the capacity and safety of the existing transport network - a sustainable carrying
capacity must be achieved. » Visitation to the national park has been increasing and visitor
expectations are changing based on new and varied experiences available elsewhere. »
Issues with crowding, transport, parking and other amenities within the park are becoming
critical during peak season”
That may be true – but the answer is not necessarily to further increase the visitation and
facilities to give the visitors the same experience they have received elsewhere– let them
have those experiences elsewhere, the experience we can offer is different and superior. At
the moment if you pick your time and place you can find solitude and become immersed in
your surroundings, you can look around 360 degrees and see no sign of human interference
and hear no human sounds, but it is becoming harder and harder. If that is not what a visitor
wants there are plenty of other things to do, but if that experience is getting very rare and if
we lose that signature experience in such a unique landscape it is far more than losing yet
another chance to stand on a viewing platform, launch a boat on a Lake, have a coffee in
a café or ride a mountain bike – all of which you can already do here anyway.

Issues with crowding, transport, parking and park amenities can be solved by limiting human
numbers. All the way through only one option is given - more, more, more. .” The
development path leads to horror stories as detailed in this article about US National Parks
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2018/nov/20/national-parks-americaovercrowding-crisis-tourism-visitation-solutions
The Thredbo River
I also have a concern about the water in the Thredbo River. I have not seen any data about
its quality, but the development of Thredbo, snowmaking, camping and the Thredbo Valley
Track cannot have been without effect and there seem to be fewer platypus, insects and
birds along it from what I remember in the past. Any future development along this river
needs to have a primary focus on maintaining the river ecosystem.
I don’t object to everything
As a compromise maybe the numbers allowed into the National Park could be limited, but
some development of the Jindabyne area – (although not the Western Lake foreshore)
could be accommodated. The Southern connector, and the mountain bike park and the
Sports and Education Precinct all seem to be reasonable ideas to me.
Commuter Helicopter Use
The Alpine SEPP currently says “The landing of powered aircraft in the park for recreational
purposes is usually incompatible with the recreational experiences sought by on-ground
visitors. For this reason, such landings are generally prohibited.” I do not think this statement
has become untrue, I strongly object to allowing commuter helicopter landings. Other than
the military aircraft which sometime roar down the Thredbo Valley and are awe inspiring, the
helicopters used for medical evacuations and occasional helicopters for Park Management,
I think aircraft use should be minimised over the Park. Sightseeing aircraft already reduce the
experience of majestic nature. Air traffic in the whole area is becoming quite frequent and
disturbs the amenity.
Similarly the suggestion to remove the prohibition of motorised vehicles by commercial tour
operators on management trails closed to public vehicles except in emergency situations
and allow Iconic Walk participants to be driven along the Summit Road lessens their and
everyone else’s experience of the landscape in which they are “walking”.
Bed Numbers in the Park
The increase in bed numbers in the management units within the Kosciuszko Park from 10,433
to 14,567 is 39.6%.
The numbers are extra-ordinary - Camp Hudson – 32 beds • Cotterills Cottage – 9 beds •
Currango Homestead precinct –58 beds • Island Bend – 100 beds • Kiandra – 50 beds •

Kosciusko Mountain Retreat – 122 beds • Ski Rider Motel – 339 beds • Sponars Chalet – 222
beds • Thredbo Ranger Station – 100 beds • Waste Point (Creel Bay) – 325 beds •
Yarrangobilly Caves precinct – 106 beds. Thredbo 4820 to 6444 33% increase Charlottes Pass
38% increase.
As noted, I would prefer fewer numbers, but given it seems to already be decided that
overdevelopment is the path, if bed numbers have to increase it is best to add to an existing
accommodation facility rather than develop new ones (Eg an increase at Sponars or Ski
Rider is better than adding the Thredbo Ranger Station).
The Snow resorts
The large increase in bed numbers, without an increase in uphill lift capacity will lead to huge
queues in the winter (all resorts) and summer (at Thredbo). But if you increase the uphill
numbers you need to increase the terrain (walking/snow sports/mountain bikes), or else you
shift traffic from the queues to the trails and they are already over capacity – it’s like a
dodgem track in many places. Increasing the terrain for resorts in the Park goes against the
whole purpose of the National Park.
There are significant negative flow on consequences for decisions to increase
accommodation options and numbers both within and outside the park
Conclusion
The whole premise of the document is develop, grow, cater for more people and more
economic activity with cursory mention of the environment.
If the last few years have taught humans anything it should have taught us that we are
vulnerable, and dependent on the natural world for mental and physical well being and we
need to look after what remains of our more natural places and reduce our impact on them.
We are only one (very arrogant) species. How about we learn to be part of the world.
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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I will begin his submission by stating that I support 'in principle', the proposals of the Snowy Mountains SAP and what it is aiming to achieve.
Whilst I would like to make comment, or seek clarification on many aspects of the plan, I know time won't allow.
My main areas of concern after reading the SAP informa ion are:1. AGED CARE
2. PARKING
3. ROADS
1a. I could not see any reference to Aged Care in the report which I find extraordinary. Jindabyne is growing at a rapid rate - hence, I presume, the
need to commence wi h the SAP project in this area - and to not take Aged Care Accommodation into account is, I feel, a major blunder. Quite a
number of aged people retire to this area which adds to the need for local Aged Care. There should be an area, within he town locality, set aside for
such a purpose.
2a. I feel that Parking allowance wi hin the current Commercial areas - as shown in he SAP report - has not been addressed adequately. Whilst I can
see the proposal for some extra parking in the plan, it is obvious to me that it would barely cope with the Parking problems we have now let alone deal
with problems in to the future.
While on the Parking bandwagon, I would like to make comment on the allocation for Parking as shown on the map for the new Education Precinct Dept. of Education - which I have seen. Maybe the SAP planning could look into this. What must be taken into account for School Parking is the
number of people who would be using the facility. Teachers, Staff, Pupils, Volunteers, Parents(Speech Days etc.) and others such as visiting actors,
musicians and lecturers on subjects of interest. The Parking allocation as shown on the plan is absolutely inadequate.
3a. Roads are a major problem in this area. Any proposed new roads, and, any existing roads, need to be closely monitored. Our current Snowy
Monaro Regional Council (and Snowy River Shire Council prior to amalgamation) have allowed roads in this area to deteriorate to a sub standard
condition through lack of ongoing proper maintenance, and, lack of professional (so it seems) supervision when he spasmodic maintenance is carried
out. Our current council should have very little input into the building of new roads or the upgrading of existing roads proposed in the SAP.
I note the proposal for opening the road hrough the oval area in Jindabyne (Reedys Cutting Road/Park Road) for the purpose of a Bus Route. One
can only assume hat his will then become a traffic thoroughfare. VERY DANGEROUS because people of all ages use both ovals. Members from one
family can be using both ovals at the same time so, as a consequence, people wander back and forth between both ovals. If you were to visit the site
you would see the folly of the proposal.
The Purpose of the SAP - as I see it - is to increase tourism, increase year-round employment and to encourage investment in infrastructure.
All this has been slowly occuring over he years since the new town of Jindabyne was established. The town has been responding to year-round
tourism as the need has arisen, albeit in a very ad hoc manner (hence he need for SAP). One can hope that a good practical commonsence approach
will be the way forward.
One can see faults when designs and ideas are constructed by those who seem to be distant from the local knowledge, and compassion, of the people
who live in he area of concern. Before we can move forward, we need to look back and consider the local heritage of the area. Jindabyne has always
been a rural country town which - over the years - has morphed into a rural/tourist town. To turn Jindabyne into the concept of an Alpine Village takes
away it's past. Jindabyne is in the foothills of, and is the gateway to, our Snow Resorts and National Park. It is NOT a snow resort. Jindabyne sits
below the snowline so we cannot, by definition, be an Alpine Village. Jindabyne is a rural town.
One final point I would like to make is the concern I have for waste and garbage control in the proposed new precinct on the western foreshores of
Lake Jindabyne. Our area is subject to very strong gales quite often. Disposal of garbage and waste from the area of concern would have to be under
strict control otherwise we would see the water of Lake Jindabyne being contaminated.
Thankyou for accepting my submission on the proposed Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct. I appreciate the work hat has gone into it's

production.
I do hope you take seriously the concerns of all local residents who care about the future of our town and it's surrounds. WE NEED TO GET THIS
RIGHT.
Thankyou
Elizabeth Wheeler
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Submission
I object to the plans being proposed. Island bend is cherished and utilised by so many people every year. The experience provided camping there is
invaluable, and to destroy such a place would be devastating.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

The ‘lack of formalised site markings’ is one of the attractive features of this campground. The large
amount of area ensures campers can spread out, finding their own space to enjoy the natural
surrounds. Once commercialised, this campground will go the way of so many other campgrounds
and become a place where campers are packed into formally marked sites, crammed together with
no privacy – all for the sake of profits.
I also oppose the proposal to lease the Island Bend campsite. The Draft Plan indicates that the entire
campground will be leased to third parties who can operate it for commercial, profit-making
purposes. The current, free, and natural campground must be maintained with management by
NPWS.
The proposed plans would also have a detrimental impact on the Guthega snow fields. Even in
COVID restricted times, there are large numbers of people accessing this area. The introduction of
cabins and ‘glamping’ will only add further pressure to this area, which does not have the facilities to
meet the extra demand.
In conclusion, I strongly oppose any commercialisation of leasing of this part of the Kosciuszko
National Park and urge the Department of Planning, Industry and Environment to ensure this
campground retains its natural character with minimal amenities.
Yours sincerely

Brigid Veale
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I think it’s so horrible to develop such beautiful areas of our country that have already been devastated by fires. This is the last bit of heritage in NSW
and so special and unique to hose who love camping and outdoors. The wilderness is completely untouched and hat’s how it should remain. If people
wish to see it then they should enjoy a sense of adventure and go camping under the stars, not in some hotel where they are unable to truely
appreciate our beautiful landscape. This seems like a money grab by the government without any concern for the bush or the consequences it will
have. I have never objected to something so hard
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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One would think that a strong objection to this thinly veiled diarrhoea of corruption and overreach would go without saying, but the fact that the
proposal exists apparen ly proves otherwise. It must be clear that no one who does not have a personal stake in this development would ever be in
favour of it, but since history has time and time again proven that we are unable to trust poli icians to act with any modicum of sense or decency, it
would appear to be necessary to be explicit.
Bulldozing Australia's already dwindling national parks to benefit the already wealthy is reminiscent of Tone Abbott's would-be-hilarious-if-it-weren'treal proposal to create a massive shipping lane through what is arguably literally the world's most amazing natural wonder, and we all know how well
that turned out. There are literally zero benefits to your cons ituents in this proposal. That much is clear to anyone with more than 3 brain cells to rub
together. Australia is hardly the first destination on the list when people think of snowsport holidays, but Kosciuszko National Park and the Snowy
Mountains region remain some of the most incredible landscapes our country has to offer, year round. When accommoda ion is found in abundance
during 9 mon hs of the year, a kindergartner could see that adding more accommoda ion to serve the ever-quickly diminishing snow season does not
even make financial sense, let alone any kind of sense that actually matters to the people you are supposed to be serving.
It may be apparent at his point that this proposal has struck a nerve. The fact hat he Department for the Environment is even considering this is a
clear viola ion of the tenets to which it should be held. In a world that is already being destroyed by humans at a rapidly accelerating rate, why does
Australia seem to be stuck in the previous century, and hell bent on destroying our country even further?
Shame on you.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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The problem of climate change its self should be addressed. Not further exasperated by unnecessary development in an area of wilderness. Fix the
issues at hand instead of constantly trying to get around it and in turn making the issue of climate change worse.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Canibalising a national Park to profit off the 1% is so unnecessary and only appeasing John and his mates. It's a national Park, keep it that way.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Recommendations regarding East Jindabyne should include:
a. Large, single-dwelling blocks
b. Incorporating lifestyle features
c. Disconnecting work life from leisure time
d. Family-centred village design
e. To build and maintain a stable and cohesive community, including both old and young.

How to achieve it?
a. Larger lots, lower density,
b. Height limits
c. Protection of lake views
d. Maximise lake access
e. Contiguous green space
1

f. Road (Jerrara Drive and highway) infrastructure to support
g. Set aside area and housing for senior long-term residents in their twilight years
Benefits to the investors and the community
a. High-value real estate for developers to maximise profit
b. Stable and happy community that sustains the town’s growth
c. Distinct niche in residential market for permanent residents
Proposed changes to current proposed plan (Plan A or B)
● Layout
o Replace rabbit warren street layout, fragmented green space and building-interrupted views of mountains and lake with a broad
ridge-top parkland that is contiguous with lakeside park (see Plan C)
o Ring road on the edge of the development
o Restrict new residences to the flanks of the ridge to north and south but not at the front
● Road access
o Intersection with highway will need major upgrade
o Internal link road through to Rainbow Drive needed to cater for extra traffic and fire safety
● Mixture of housing types
o Single dwelling, family homes on larger lots in Area 4A
o Townhouses in higher areas (4B), on smaller lots and perhaps under Strata title, e.g. to allow larger setbacks and shared green
spaces, parking etc.
o Set aside an area near foreshore and park with lake views and close to hub facilities as an over 70’s retirement housing.
● Sports field with community centre in lakeside park
● Strong DCP with requirements for height limits, scenic protection, setbacks, off-road parking, low impact lighting, building codes,
etc.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 10 August 2021 6:49 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 10/08/2021 - 18:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elya
Last name
Bateman
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The ‘West Jindabyne’ development must not go ahead! Our local council had the foresight to try to ensure that the western section
of the lake foreshore could not be developed. SAP planning should take this into account and leave this pristine and iconic view as
it is and undeveloped.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I'd like to see the reasons why National Parks were established, honoured. There is enough scope to build outside the Kosciusko
National Park. It is vital to retain the Kosciusko National Park for now and for future generations.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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-I Like the adventure park idea in Jindabyne also the golf course idea.
-With the closure of the caravan park in town we definitely need another caravan park to open somewhere.
-Footpaths and accessibility need to be addressed in Jindabyne residential areas. With well lit footpaths and better access for
people in wheelchairs and prams.
-I am strongly opposed to small residential blocks allowing dual occupancy in East Jindabyne.
-I like the idea of a hilltop park or limiting development on hilltop areas in East Jindabyne.
-I also like the park on the peninsula #1 on the alternative plan for East Jindabyne.
-We definitely need another boat ramp especially in East Jindabyne, I think the best location would be at the end of Boronga St,
where boats are currently launched and the water is deeper, incorporating a park, toilet and parking facilities.
1

-I am opposed to, two story walk ups on the lake foreshore. I feel this would block the view of existing houses and also be unsightly
from Jindabyne looking across the lake.
.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I am concerned about the plans for the Barry Way between the new Southern Connector and Nettin Circuit.
At present the Barry Way widens to 2 lanes between Nettin Circuit and Kosciusko Road. At present vehicles travelling north along
the Barry Way towards Kosciusko Road are forced off the left verge of the Barry Way when vehicles in front of them turn right into
Reidy's Cutting Road. There has been multiple vehicle accidents caused as a result.
Can you advise if the SAP details plans to widen the Barry Way to two lanes between Nettin Circuit and the Southern Connector
roundabout. Traffic will be extremely heavy on this section of road after Stage 1 Southern Connector is opened and Stage 2 is
completed. This is a area where many school children cross the road.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 9:39:39 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 21:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Eric
Last name
Huttner
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I oppose the use of helicopter flights inside the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) except for the purpose of emergency rescue and medical evacuation.
Helicopters should not be used for transport. They are noisy and polluting, produce greenhouse gas carbon dioxide and are unnecessary. Being
expensive, they would be used only by a minority of users, most privileged in society, at the expense - through loss of amenity - of the majority of
users.
I oppose the use of private motor vehicles (4-wheel drive cars and utes, motorbikes) on KNP walking tracks, except management and emergency
vehicles. Walking tracks in the national park should be free of motor trafic, safe for walkers and cyclists, quiet with no motor noises, and the air should
be clean, not polluted by exhaust gases. Motor vehicles produce greenhouse gas and are not needed on National Park trails. 4-wheel-drive motoring
enthusiasts have many o her opportunities and can drive on thousands of km of tracks in state forests and private land.
I am neutral about the changes proposed to trafic in KNP, but I request that the actual delivery of an effective shuttle bus system be absolutely
guaranteed before other development, especially expansion of accomodation and car parks, is allowed. Public transport should not be promised but
not realised and then forgotten.
Thanks for protec ing our enjoyment of the National Park for years to come!
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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The Kosciusko national park should be protected from over development and associated environmental impacts. The park is a
beautiful place because it is not filled with development and visitors can enjoy the natural environment. Previously the park has
been subject to farming and grazing that mean it still needs to recover. This development proposal should not go ahead. It is not in
the best interest of this national park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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See Submission File
I agree to the above statement
Yes

This a perfect example of gross overdevelopment in the name of profit, pure and simple. Those who
come to the snowy mountains do so not to see a great glass and steel monument to greed nor a
veritable desert of parking lots and concrete but to bask in the untouched virgin beauty and serenity of
the place.
There exists within the confines of the snowy mountains sufficient infrastructure to support a thriving
tourist industry such as that which existed before the pandemic. Any further additions are simply
unnecessary and those who wish to enjoy the park have sufficient ability to do so given the current state
of the park. One does not come to the mountains to go shopping or have a coffee, for that they needn’t
leave their local suburb, no visitors to the park are in search of that which cannot be found in any urban
locale in Australia, adventure. True adventure, not the kind that can be seen from parking lot or a coffee
shop, but adventure which must be sought out by the adventurer far from the trappings of civilization
and all her detritus. In that vein, to pollute the snowy mountains is to destroy the very spirit of the place
and remove the element of adventure which so intrigues us and tickles our urge, as humans, to be in a
truly wild place.
All this however is merely a symptom of an ailment which is gripping the world at large, and particularly
nations of the developed word. That being the idea, that that which is wild must also be accessible to all.
This is patently false, and a dangerous way of thinking which sadly informs much public policy in this
age. The allure of the wild is its inaccessibility, the fact that one must fight to bask in its wild beauty.
Thus to enjoy the savage splendor of a virgin land is a reward for ones hard work in climbing the
mountains whether they be metaphoric or literal. And it this mindset which drives the rampant
overdevelopment that is plaguing much of the modern world. It is this mindset that leads one to, for
example, pave a road almost to the summit of Bluff Knoll, for no practical reason, simply because many
cannot muster the will to climb it themselves and yet feel entitled to still enjoy its splendor and in doing
so dilute the very thing they wish to enjoy.
I do not wish to sound elitist in my disdain for those whose desires drive overdevelopment, I in fact want
nothing more than for all people to be able to enjoy that which mother nature has to offer. But in doing
so they must accept a modicum of hardship on their journey. It is this hardship which makes the final
experience all the sweeter having earnt the right to bask in the glory of a virgin ecosystem.
Of course there is also the scientific objection to this plan which posits the undue destruction that will
be wrought on the snowy mountains if it is allowed to continue. Simply put entire ecosystems will be
wiped out, microclimates destabilized, habitat fractured in what is one of the final parcels of untouched
land left in this marvelous continent. These words of course mean nothing to an administration which
has showed it obvious apathy towards all matters environmental (need I remind Mrs Koala Killer, of the
cause of her pejorative nickname). And with the support of a federal government who have yet to
accept the scientific consensus on climate change and whose grand plan for renewable energy involves
attempting to revitalize an almost 80 year old hydroelectric system a plan under which this development
falls.
Thus, although I am aware this essay will most likely fall on deaf ears I at least have the satisfaction of
attempting to persuade those who are meant to represent me and my interests; but in keeping with the
general nature of “representative democracy” have yielded to those with more money, power and reach
than I can ever hope to attain and as a result hold all the cards in this farce of a polity. I also have the
satisfaction of knowing that even long after we are gone the great Snowy Mountains will still stand in all

their glory, all the Starbucks and godforsaken K‐marts we may have built will crumble, and the harm we
humans have wrought will be lost to the sands of time, replaced by snow gums and the quite hum of the
forest.
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Leave he bush the way it is, I grew up going up the hills wi h my pop so leave it for my grandkids to explore and enjoy
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Submission from Eve Conroy on Special Activation Precinct Snowy Mountains draft plan
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Special Activation Plan for the Snowy Mountains draft plan.
I support the following aspects of the plan:
- Diverting the main road to the south of Jindabyne so that the Jindabyne town centre can be a friendlier place for pedestrians
- Development of a mountain bike park near Jindabyne (I am a keen mountain biker)
- Sealing the final section of the Guthega Road (I am a member of the Brindabella Ski Club)
- Having regular park-and-ride shuttle buses between Jindabyne, Thredbo, Perisher and Guthega
- More education of visitors about Ngarigo culture.
1

I support the additional camping and ‘eco-pod’ accommodation at Island Bend, provided that the bush landscape is retained
through dotting the camping and accommodation sites among treed areas. The installation of power and sewerage should be
planned with minimal environmental disturbance and the wastewater should be tertiary treated.
The draft plan considers but postpones any decision on the opening up of new ski areas. I think the present extent of ski areas is
sufficient, given that they are in a national park. I am a keen snow boarder, but also like to ski cross country in uncrowded areas,
and I am concerned about the effect of new ski areas on the habitat of animals like the pygmy possum.
I do not support any increase in bed numbers in areas above the tree line. More overnight accommodation at that altitude will
increase the load on water supply on sewage infrastructure, and garbage management. Charlotte Pass, Perisher and Guthega are
uphill of sensitive alpine bogs and fens, which are struggling as it is.
Increased visitor numbers can be accommodated in Jindabyne and if necessary at the proposed development at Waste Point,
though in general I feel that there should be no increase in bed numbers within the National Park itself.
I do not support the proposed change in management of the alpine section of the Park. The ‘Governance’ section of the Plan is not
very clear but it seems that control of that part of the Park will move from the department under Minister Kean to the department
under Deputy Premier Barilaro. A national park should always be under the control of a Minister who is responsible for the
Environment.
Although I am not a NSW resident, I visit Kosciuszko National Park at least once a year for an extended holiday with family
members from NSW. I love the place and do not want it turned into a ‘development opportunity’.
Eve Conroy
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Thank you for considering my comments. I have also included a document with further, more detailed comments hat a friend of mine wrote that I
agree with.
I disagree with the following proposals in the Master Plan and Kosciusko National Park Plan of Management:

- Firstly, I find it extremely disappointing that these proposals were given the shortest possible ime for 'community consultation': just 45 days. The
NSW Government could not make it any clearer that it wants to minimise community input and attempt to ram through hese changes with as little
resistance as possible.
- This proposal seeks to transfer decision-making responsibility for Kosciusko National Park from the National Park Service to the NSW Government's
planning section. There will be little to no National Parks oversight or input on what happens wi h KNP in future. I find this absolutely unacceptable.
- The proposal ignores the fragility of the sensitive alpine ecosystem, essentially justifying the changes by stating 'it's nature so it will regenerate.' This
proposal clearly prioritises economic benefit over environmental protec ion. In he context of he broader global climate crisis, this is especially
deplorable.
The proposal wants to:
- Increase overnight accommodation in the park from 10,000 to 14,000 beds.
- Allowing helicopters to run transport flights into the ski fields.
- Expanding carparks and building new ones.
- Allowing vehicles onto iconic walking tracks.
- Artificially heating the waters at Yarrangobilly hermal pools.
All of these changes would put significant stress on the natural environment that is meant to be protected within KNP, and these changes will also add
stress on the park's existing, insufficient infrastructure, including sewerage and water resources. I also find it concerning that the proposed new
accommodation would be built in fire-prone areas.
The document I have attached proposes an idea where, instead of adding extra accommodation within he park, additional accommodation should
instead be built in nearby towns outside of the park. This would help preserve KNP's environment while s ill bringing economic benefit to regional
communi ies.
If this plan were to go forward in its current state, the result would be a huge loss to Australians and Australian residents who love and cherish KNP,
and it would be a massive stain of shame on the NSW Government's track record.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Thank you for considering my comments on the Draft Amendment to the Plan of
Management for the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct. I appreciate the
opportunity to have my say.
The key purpose of the draft amendment appears to be to facilitate a wider range of
activities and accommodate more visitors to the park to enable greater access to the park’s
natural and cultural values, meet visitor expectations and help maintain facilities. This would
have subsequent, purportedly positive, impacts on the current seasonal visitation profile,
which impacts community building, impacts business sustainability and inefficient use of
accommodation stocks.
As per the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974, the purpose of reserving land as a
national park is to ‘identify, protect and conserve areas containing outstanding or
representative ecosystems, natural or cultural features or landscapes or phenomena that
provide opportunities for public appreciation and inspiration and sustainable visitor or tourist
use and enjoyment…’.
My comments have been drafted with the key objective of sustainably managing visitors to
Kosciuszko National Park. Economic considerations in my view are secondary. Under the
NSW National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974, these are not part of the principles for managing
a National Park and should not be used as justification for increasing accommodation within
the Special Activation Precinct (SAP).
Critical to the protection and conservation of areas declared as National Parks is the need to
sustainably manage visitors. I acknowledge the need to increase services commensurate
with increased park visitation, however object in particular to proposals that will result in
accommodation options such as glamping or cabins in locations that do not currently have
these types of facilities.
I also object to the assertion that accommodation must be provided with the SAP itself.
There does not appear to be supporting evidence that accommodation options cannot be
provided within Jindabyne or other townships that do not have the special characteristics
that have resulted in the declaration of the National Park in the first instance. Jindabyne is
intended to be the ‘heart’ of Australia’s Alpine Region, it appears logical that the town would
be the focus for increased visitor services and accommodation.
Consolidation of accommodation and other services in existing areas with tourist and visitor
facilities has benefits in terms of servicing, access, and infrastructure provision. Dispersal of
accommodation in multiple locations (for example, provision of cabins and glamping at
Island Bend) requires not only an initial investment in infrastructure but ongoing maintenance
with corresponding costs associated with this. Consolidation of accommodation would assist
in reducing the development footprint within the park.
Park visitors seeking built accommodation options within the park does not appear to be a
sound reason for increasing bed numbers within the park, particularly when accommodation
could be made available elsewhere. Kosciuszko National Park is a critical environment
containing multiple endangered ecological communities, and listed threatened flora and
fauna species. Protection and conservation of these matters must be at the forefront of any
development within the park.
I also object to any proposal to ‘fast track’ development approvals. Projects in the NSW’s
Planning System Acceleration Program must meet certain criteria, such as being able to
demonstrate public benefit through new public open spaces or affordable housing, or
demonstrate an ability to create jobs. I don’t expect that development proposals within the

SAP will meet such criteria, and should not be subject to fast-track approval. Necessary
public consultation and full consideration must be afforded to any proposal within the SAP.
Other fast-track options relevant to complying development should also not be applied to
projects in such a special, sensitive area of Australia’s alpine region.
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Please do not succumb to development interests. Once this process begins, there's no turning back. Cumulative impacts to this
threatened and irreplaceable ancient landscapes will amount to irreversible scars on the ecosystem.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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SNOWY MOUNTAINS SAP DRAFT MASTERPLAN SUBMISSION re:KNP
see attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

ISLAND BEND IMPROVEMENTS This area is a mountain retreat paradise, and additional facilities
would allow for better use and appreciation of the area. I support the upkeep of historically
significant landmarks along with the development of campground and van life community facilities
in this area. Island Bend could also be linked into a transport loop, allowing for access to the
resorts as it is not too from the Kosciuszko Road junction. A link to Guthega would be more
challenging but also not out of the question. Perhaps if this area is operated by live in managers,
these are services that may be allowed for under an additional tourism operator license.
PARK AND RIDE In my opinion this is the most important and impactful change needed for the
Snowy Mountains.
In construction of an additional carpark in the outer Jindabyne area and an affordable
linking transport service to the mountains (similar to the transport trial recently
implemented), we will;
significantly increase the safety of our visitors on blizzard days.
cut down on the number of cars in the National Park thereby reducing emissions,
increasing the enjoyment of tourists to the region by reducing the stress of driving
in the snow.
allow for flexibility of travel through regular transport timetable access.
increase the number of visitors able to access the mountains by opening it up to a
range of visitors who would not normally drive into the mountains during winter. For
example, those who lack driver confidence, the means to do so e.g. backpackers,
seasonal workers, and those people who do not own a car.
Upon the introduction of this much needed project, the need for casual locker space will
increase. It is imperative that access to affordable and conveniently located lockers is
available for use. Prior to and during Covid 19, the price of my season locker at the
Perisher Terminal went from $300 to $400 to $524. This is not the affordability I'd like
to anticipate. We need more for less, not less for more, and I sincerely hope that post
Covid, this is identified and not exploited by the resorts as being part of the Park and
Ride solution. Alternatively, I would like to see public lockers introduced such as in high
traffic train stations in order to avoid this potential problem down the track.
BED NUMBER INCREASE I support the increase in bed numbers, and suggest an allowance for
further increase over 40 years to encompass additional essential staff accommodation on the
mountain. This is a 40 year plan, and the increase in bed numbers by 4000, in my opinion is
simply legalising the additional beds that already illegally exist. In my opinion there needs to be
more beds allocated in the coming 40 year future.

PERISHER DEVELOPMENT I support the development of the Perisher Valley Village, I believe
that further work is needed in the area to maintain and improve upon the exisiting facilities. I feel
that Perisher should be given as many opportunities as Thredbo in developing the Valley, thus
providing an increase in on snow experience for its visitors, both in Summer and Winter. Many
international ski resorts have transport and parking solutions employed that would work here
also, minimising the visual impact of installations by taking them underground. I feel similar
solutions could work the Perisher Valley, and support their application.
HELICOPTER ACCESS I encourage and support the access and landing of helicopters in the
Kosciuszko National Park. The use of helicopters has minimal impact on the ground environment,
has been successfully used in Victoria, and adds to the tourism experience of the region.
Obviously, sensible location of and access path to the helipads would minimise any adverse sound
pollution, but in my opinion the additional transport option and economic benefits to the
helicopter service industry outweigh any of these concerns.
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I object to further development to the Snowy mountains. The huge development will make this area a very unattractive place to
visit, increase bushfire risk here and elsewhere and deprive this nation of yet more of our national natural heritage which is fast
disappearing all over Australia and accelerating the approaching climate crisis which is the result of overpopulation on this planet in
the first place. There is no way putting in vast polluting developments, vastly increasing hard surfaces and creating unnatural
heating of the alpine pools is going to avoid enormous environmental
degradation. No amount of obfuscation can cover up this fact. It is not fair that some greedy developer wants to come in and
destroy many many years of the work people have done to preserve this delicate environment. Why must most off us suffer for the
sake of a few greedy developers grabbing beautiful environments and destroying them so they can make their millions and walk
away leaving us to fry in the increased heating of the planet brought about by their activities and us as a nation lamenting forever
what we have lost.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 3:39:09 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 15:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Frances
Last name
Wiig
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To whom it may concern,
I strongly oppose the Snowy Mountains SAP draft management plan for the following reasons:
- here has not been adequate time for community response during the pandemic
- we have an environment minister for a reason. Giving power over KNP to anyone who is not the environmental minister is removing protection of the
park that it desperately needs
- more specifically, it is known that John Barilaro hates the National Parks so why would we give him power over a precious natural resource that is
visited and loved by millions of Australians
- national parks were made by the commonweal h for all people, not just he wealthy and 'elite'. Many of the proposals in he SAP focus on this small
subgroup of people and will not keep the park accessible to everyone
- he proposal to build a gas powered hot spring at Yarrangobilly is ridiculous and will destroy the natural and cultural values of he place
- his proposal circumvents many of he environmental laws and management plans that are in place to protect the environment which will lead to the
destruction of it and the loss of tourism money as people will not pay to come to a place that has lost its natural values
- while I am not against some increase of accommodation in the park wi hin the already developed footprints, it will also increase the envrionmental
degradation of the park. Currently the ski resorts do not do enough to prevent/mitigate/fix the environmental damage they are doing and unless that
changes I don't hink hey should be allowed to do more damage.
- additional car parks in Kosciuszko will damage the environment and take away from he natural beauty of the place. Public transport is a much better
alternative.
Until there is a plan hat provides better protection of our natural resources in Kosciusko I will not support further development.
Frances Wiig
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I am a member of Mirrabooka Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 60 years. I am also
President of SLOPES. It must be recognized that the Perisher Range Resorts (PRR) are disturbed land within and only comprise about 2% of he
Kosciuszko National Park. Proper governance - not by NPWS which is not qualified and in any case does not see it as it's role - of the PRR is vital to
promote world class management and investment in the PRR. The revenues generated by the PRR fund the Na ional Parks of NSW including KNP.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst
balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of he Kosciuszko National Park for all. I strongly
endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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The Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) is a fragile environment that is not suited to further development, other than in the places
currently designated.
The current plans are in my opinion contrary to the purpose and function of national parks in that they promote over-development
of the KNP instead of conservation of the KNP.
The current plans are designed to increase commercial access to and use of the KNP, which is again contrary to the purpose of
national parks.
The Plan of Management (POM) amendment does not include a detailed assessment of the capacity of the KNP to sustain the
developments. Also the POM would result in transfer of responsibility for development to the Department of Planning and the
Department for Regional NSW, which is not appropriate for such a sensitive area.
The 40% increase in beds proposed has not been environmentally assessed, and should be. It appears to focus on providing beds
during the peak snow season, which is a dying industry due to climate change. Such expansion should not be inflicted on the KNP
for such short term goals. Excessive damage would be caused to highly biodiverse areas.
The specific proposals to drive and helicopter tourists around and to the Summit Track will be excessively disturbing to the
tranquility of the KNP.
The proposal for bath houses is repulsive to the heritage of the area, particularly as they would require the installation of massive
gas heaters, which would also worsen climate change effects.
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The expanded parking facilities would interfere with the conservation values of the KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please see attached objection to the proposed Snowy Mountains SAPP
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Objection to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Master plan and proposed
amendments to the Kosciusko National Park Plan of Management.
I am writing to object to the proposed changes outlined and the suggestion that the park be
coordinated by Department of Regional NSW whose mission is the growth and economic
development and tourism of the State.
In the last two years The Kosiosko park been through drought, bushfires, floods and a
pandemic brought on by increases in temperatures caused by climate change. The
suggestion that this area be managed by the Department that is key to supporting regional
growth and the suggestion that there is a 40% increase in overnight accommodation,
allowing helicopters to land in the park, expanding car parks and allowing vehicles access to
some of the walks to be seems reckless and irresponsible.
I access the park 2-3 times a year to go skiing and walking and am in awe of its’ delicate and
fragile ecosystem. In the last 10 years I have seen the impact of regional growth on the park
and nearby towns and seen first-hand the massive increase in human traffic entering these
delicate areas.
The National Park’s focus is on providing experiences that support local communities and
conservation of our cultural and national heritage allows them to manage the balance
between the growth of the region and the protection of the environment. To change
oversight to focus on growth would be catastrophic.
Yours sincerely,
Freya Elliott
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To whom it may concern
Re: Objection to redevelopment and commercialisation of Island Bend Campground
As a user of the Kosciuszko National Park I am writing to express my strong objection to the proposed re-development and commercialisation of the
Island Bend Campground. My objections relate in particular to the proposal to introduce a structured camping environment including powered sites and
cabins and the leasing of the facilities for commercial benefit.
The items of most concern are:
1. Draft Master Plan
a. “A central camp kitchen and hot showers”
b. “Cabin style accommoda ion wi hin a ‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping area towards Guthega Road”
2. Draft NP Plan
a. “a campground at Island Bend to be operated under lease” (page 17)
b. “Powered sites at Island Bend supported by camping facilities such as camp kitchens, hot showers and flushing toilets, to meet the growing demand
for such facili ies” (page 20)
c. Bed numbers of up to 100 to be permitted at Island Bend (page 33)
d. Locations can be “leased for accommodation and other commercial purposes” (page 41)
Island Bend’s appeal is due to he lack of structured and commercial facilities, ensuring that campers can enjoy the natural surrounds with lit le formal
intervention. There is an enormous range of existing accommodation available within the Kosciuszko Na ional Park and surrounding Jindabyne region
for people who are looking for he type of accommodation proposed in he Draft Master Plan, ie. Cabins, hot showers and camp kitchens.
Island Bend provides a much-need option for campers who do not want to access these facilities, people who ra her than ‘glamping’ actually enjoy
camping without electricity and the associated light and noise pollution. This should be maintained.
There are very few op ions of this sort available in this region, and this one should be protected. According to the NPWS’ website National Parks play a
key role in health and wellbeing and it is incumbent on the NPWS to maintain areas which continue to provide ‘sanctuaries’ where people can take
time out and enjoy nature in its most basic form.
Island Bend also provides an affordable option for people to stay in the NP and enjoy he snow season, giving access to this sport for people who may
not otherwise be able to afford accommodation on top of the already expensive tickets. It is crucial hat his remains an option to ensure equity across
our society.
The ‘lack of formalised site markings’ is one of the attractive features of this campground. The large amount of area ensures campers can spread out,
finding their own space to enjoy the natural surrounds. Once commercialised, this campground will go the way of so many other campgrounds and
become a place where campers are packed into formally marked sites, crammed toge her with no privacy – all for the sake of profits.
I also oppose the proposal to lease the Island Bend campsite. The Draft Plan indicates that the entire campground will be leased to third parties who
can operate it for commercial, profit-making purposes. The current, free, and natural campground must be maintained wi h management by NPWS.

The proposed plans would also have a detrimental impact on the Guthega snow fields. Even in COVID restricted times, there are large numbers of
people accessing this area. The introduction of cabins and ‘glamping’ will only add further pressure to this area, which does not have the facilities to
meet the extra demand.
In conclusion, I strongly oppose any commercialisa ion of leasing of this part of the Kosciuszko National Park and urge the Department of Planning,
Industry and Environment to ensure this campground retains its natural character wi h minimal amenities.
Yours sincerely
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I am writing to express my extreme concern for proposals contained in the Master Plan and the Plan of Management for Kosciusko National Park
(KNP).
I visited KNP 12 months ago for a cycling trip in he Yarangobilly region. Claims that the KNP are in pristine condition and herefore have potential for
expansion are ludicrous in my view. In the region I visited and drove through, the bushfire damage was horrendous. This, combined with the large
numbers of feral horses which are ruining the trails and destroying vegetation especially around waterways, had a very negative impact on my
enjoyment of the current recreational facilities in the area.
I am also aware of the current impact of existing KNP infrastructure on the diversity of wildlife in this alpine region, including on small mammals such
as the Mountain Pygmy Possum, and of threats to flora biodiversity from feral horses. Some of the particular issues I am opposed to in the Master Plan
and the Plan of Management are as follows.
1. I am strongly opposed to transfer of responsibility for KNP to the Department for Regional NSW. I understand that it is this department which is
responsible for the irresponsible legislation protecting feral horses in NSW. I am a horse lover, but I care about the sustainable future of our wild places
more.
2. I am strongly opposed to a massive expansion in visitor accommodation. This beautiful national park is already suffering enough impacts by humans
through climate change. This is a unique wilderness park in Australia and more accomodation in he park will have a nega ive impact on visitor
experiences.
3. I am strongly opposed to the proposal for increased helicopter transport and he idea that visitors can access the summit by car is heart breaking , I
am amazed that this idea has got this far!
4. Heating natural springs with gas! Another outrageous proposal. This is a National Park not a tourist development site, and is another example of the
dangerous outcomes that are likely to be achieved under management of the Department for Regional NSW.
In conclusion, I would like to praise the fantastic work that has been done by our National Park rangers and management staff in KNP over the last 40
years. As Australians we have a responsibility to ensure KNP is managed to preserve both ecosystems and wilderness visitor experiences. Addressing
current threats to either of those should be the main goals of master plans for the region.
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Document regarding changes to East Jindabyne.
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Garth Bush

17/08/21
Dear Sap Committee,
RE: Special Activation Precinct (SAP) Draft Master Plan June 2021
When I started looking at the SAP, I thought this would be great for Jindabyne and surrounding
areas. As with most large projects there will always be a for and against and I have noted in this
document some areas of concern that I believe will affect the community and me personally.
Twenty years ago, I moved from Sydney to Jindabyne to take up a position in the ski industry and
like many people have never left. The main reason for staying was to get away from the hustle and
bustle of city life and have the room and quietness to raise my children. This lifestyle is starting to
quickly deteriorate with development of areas which in my opinion have not been carefully planned
and is destroying the main purpose for many people living here. That being a country lifestyle.
As you would be aware the increase in tourism to the area in both summer and winter is starting to
show with resorts at capacity in winter (I know because I work at one) and summer as shown in
recent years with the amount of people at Thredbo. The SAP (Item 4) has investigated the need for
more accommodation, but will this increase the demand on the resorts even more and if so where
will they all go? We currently need to turn people away at busy times. SAP mentions that there is
room for expansion of ski areas. Have plans been developed with the National parks to open other
areas to deal with the increased capacity and if so, are they available.? Has there been discussions
with Snowy Hydro to keep lake levels at Jindabyne to a certain percentage to keep the appeal of the
place, like the Great Lake in Tasmania? I have seen when the lake is at low levels and it’s not very
appealing and limits water sport activities. All these areas need to be investigated seriously which
I’m sure they have, and environmental impact studies modelled on future growth need to be
undertaken if they haven’t already. If we are to continue with the SAP, are we risking the chance of
damaging this pristine area?

Saying that the SAP also has some good ideas and making use of the lake foreshore is one of them.
If done correctly with height restrictions kept to 2 storeys on buildings, this would greatly enhance
the appeal of Jindabyne. As mentioned previously this would need high water levels to be
maintained to keep the attraction of this improvement.

The mountain bike park is another good idea, to open new areas to ride outside of the National Park
which would limit the damage to the park’s environment.
As a resident of East Jindabyne, I’m concerned with the proposed re classification of land use
particularly adjacent to the Old Kosciuszko Road East Jindabyne. East Jindabyne is pretty much
classified as a small village with approx. 90 % occupancy year‐round by full time residents. This
small village (East Jindabyne) enables most of us to get away from the ever‐increasing tourist
population of Jindabyne and snow resorts to have some quality time with family and reset for the
next day. I believe if development goes ahead as planned for the area opposite Old Kosciuszko
Road, the village will soon be overpopulated and there will be no escape for the people who are
committing to live permanently in the town of Jindabyne.
In my view, the area should not be developed to the plans shown in the SAP. Yes, we do need more
housing, but we do not need to cram them in like shoeboxes and be living like we are in a major
city. It’s OK for the developers to destroy the village atmosphere and then go on their merry way
and leave it to the residents to deal with. This happens way too many times and already we have
seen snippets of this along Jerrara drive which has turned into a disaster with traffic in winter
creating a one lane street on the main road in and out. What will happen if the plan goes ahead as
proposed, to traffic flow? Major works would need to be done and more access roads leading out
onto Kosciuszko Road would need to be studied seriously for the safety of the residents in case of
fire etc.
East Jindabyne was designed for large residential blocks and that theme should be carried on. Do
we need the one size fits all approach? As mentioned in the draft master plan below there doesn’t
seem to be too much diversity happening.
“Achieving a balanced approach to housing is fundamental to the future prosperity of the Snowy
Mountains. By increasing the diversity and supply of housing in the precinct, there will be more
accommodation choices for residents, seasonal workers and visitors. Focussing residential
development in and around Jindabyne will support the local economy, improve active
connections, and foster a vibrant street life in the town centre.”
I personally would like to see residential blocks in East Jindabyne with at least a minimum size of
1000m2 and a section/area where units or town houses could be developed for the older folk or
people with less mobility. The plan mentions that multi story apartment blocks which to me seems
wrong as we could easily be promoting development, so all blocks have a view of the lakes and
mountains whilst keeping the look and feel of a village, not a tourist resort. We should look at it as
an opportunity to market this area for permanent residents to enjoy a much quieter and open
lifestyle.

Another area of concern is the schools and in the SAPS word’s
“Develop a best practice, future‐focused sport and education precinct that caters to the local community, elite athletes
and visitors.”

Are we referring to the public school here or is this a new education center focused for athletes?
Just concerned that education would be targeted for the athletes and attention to the kids outside
of sport would be less focused.
Finally, what is the rush to get this pushed through? The upcoming election? Surely over the years
we have seen so many of these developments take place and end up being a disaster. When will we
learn? Let’s look at similar areas around the world and see how they have done it and take away
some of the findings to better our decision making and make the SAP and the areas involved
something we can be proud off. Looking at it now we are coming up short in many areas to meet
this criteria.
Sincerely,

Garth Bush

Talia Walker
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Hi,
The town centre is a good idea but the current layout and plan will be a white elephant. There is nothing there to entice people to
use it. You have a toilet block and old building which is rarely used and no outlook. It will be the "dead" centre of town. Needs more
commercial operators to drive the use of this area. Can I make an unsolicited proposal to buy and develop the land for a better
outcome for the town and the local economy. Feel free to contact me
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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East Jindabyne

With regards to the East Jindabyne Development, I have concerns over the number of dwellings, height restrictions and lot sizes. We have already
seen the increase in dwellings on small block sizes that are crea ing traffic congestion, inability to access the lake, parking issues and road safety
issues. A more sensible approach to creating a rural-urban area that is dis inct from the town itself and caters to full-time residents ra her than
occasional tourists. Keeping building heights to a minimum, larger block sizes without he ability to subdivide if they cannot meet the minimum new
size, on-site parking for all residents. We don't want our village to simply be another dormitory for tourists and visitors. Instead, we see it as a place to
live for year-round residents who sustain the town and who are vital for its growth (i.e., will support he main objective of the SAP). We need to
distinguish its purpose from that of, say, central, west and sou h Jindabyne. It needs to therefore be designed for lifestyle and amenity for permanent
residents.
With the addi ion of 300 + dwellings, these issues are only going to increase.
Our Objective

Create a year-round residential village-like zone with high quality amenities and which is specifically designed to serve the needs of permanent
residents.
Note: The SAP and team appear, so far, to be hinking in terms of ‘one size fits all’ when it comes to new residential development in West, South and
East Jindabyne. We feel hat we need to position the East Jindabyne plan as a unique opportunity to provide housing for the business owners and
operators hat are going to sustain and grow the town and, in so doing, meet the SAP’s primary objec ive. We believe there is a real need for a place
where hose investing and committing to the future of our town are able to ‘get away from it all at the end of he day. We do not see ourselves as just
ano her housing area hat provides beds for tourists and visitors.
Why? To cater for he stable popula ion of business owners that are needed for the SAP process to deliver the growth outcomes it is aiming for. This
entails:
a. Large, single-dwelling blocks
b. Incorporating lifestyle features
c. Disconnecting work life from leisure time.
d. Family-centred village design
e. To build and maintain a stable and cohesive community, including both old and young.
We are aiming for a village designed for permanent residents that accommodates a quality of life with some intermittent commercial nodes and areas
for more dense living as required by, for example, our most senior or those seeking quiet, smaller dwelling spaces out of town.’
How to achieve it?
a. Larger lots, lower density,
b. Height limits

c. Protection of lake views
d. Maximise lake access
e. Contiguous green space
f. Road (Jerrara Drive and highway) infrastructure to support
g. Set aside area and housing for senior long-term residents
Benefits to the investors and the community
a. High-value real estate for developers to maximise profit
b. A stable and happy community that sustains the town’s growth
c. Distinct niche in the residential market for permanent residents
Proposed changes to he current proposed plan (Plan A or B)
● Layout
o Replace rabbit warren street layout, fragmented green space and building-interrupted views of mountains and lake with a broad ridge-top parkland
that is contiguous with a lakeside park (see Plan C)
o Ring Road on the edge of the development
o Restrict new residences to the flanks of the ridge to north and south but not at the front
● Road access
o Intersection with highway will need a major upgrade
o Internal link road through to Rainbow Drive needed to cater for extra traffic and fire safety
● A mixture of housing types
o Single dwelling, family homes on larger lots in Area 4A
o Townhouses in higher areas (4B), on smaller lots and perhaps under Strata title, e.g., to allow larger setbacks and shared green spaces, parking etc.
Set aside an area near foreshore and park with lake views and close to hub facilities as an over 70’s retirement housing.
● Sports field with community centre in lakeside park and he provision of a boat ramp is very much needed and ideally to locate a ramp opposite
Siesta Villa because it is more central, doesn't send all he traffic to Buronga Point and has large areas to include organised car/trailer parking and
include picnic and toilet facilities etc. and spreads demand for foreshore access over a greater area of East Jindabyne.

● Strong DCP with requirements for height limits, scenic protection, setbacks, off-road parking, low impact lighting, building codes, etc.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:25:35 PM
img 3902 docx

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Dr Gary
Last name
Grant
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
img 3902.docx

Submission
In order to be a sustainable destination appropriate research of what is feasible, what can make us unique and what can make us stand out is
required. The development of ' sameness' is a major issue in mountain developments worldwide as planners do not have the understanding and
developers/resort owners are after a quick return ra her than the long term return and benefits hat should accrue to he communities.
Given our loca ion, winter sports are an obvious choice but we need to focus wider and look at the opportunities for other sports and a wider range of
students at our schools given the opportunity for higher al itude training and he special attributes of the region that can be u ilised. It has to be more
than just 'Olympic' training. A sports /environment high school/ hospitality college etc all can be of greater benefit and have the 'elite' training facilities
as the aspiration rather than the prime focus.
This has to be a focus and needs to underpin decision making but cannot be he prime focus. In this region so much has been stifled in the name of
environment yet the alterna ives provided (if at all) and the management of the area has not always reflected this focus. Trying to be carbon neutral, by
appropriate planning and approvals. Not by allowing developments with the offsetting of them with actions outside of the region. Such allowances do
nothing for the region other than provide a 'feel good' factor to some.
Appropriate planning and the management and enforcement of planning guidelines and principles are most important. Unfortunately, we (local and
Australian developers/planners) lack a good understanding of mountain region urban design and building and we need to look towards good examples
(and seek advice) elsewhere. Too many builders and developers are exploiting he region by their poor design and lack of understanding of what
should be and can be achieved in mountain towns. Jindabyne and the resorts are a good example of allowing developers (including builders/owners
etc) to take control and take away from what could have been an important and desirable des ination. New guidelines need to be implemented and the
approval process strengthened and adhered to. Red tape by inefficient bureaucracy needs to be removed and needs to become efficient in their
practices alongside hat of the developers. The character and the functionality of the town, its region and amenities need to be planned in conjunc ion
with the community but managed by those with the knowledge. A management group of those wi h experience beyond the local region and definitely
internationally needs to oversee the process. Those who can gain financially from this development of our region need to be considered whether they
should be permitted in such a group. We have seen too often advantages being given or taken when this happens.
The improvement of the infrastructure, amenities via urban design requires an understanding and knowledge of mountain design principles that are
lacking domestically (via councils and developers in Jindabyne and Australia) as is evident by the current and past development and as such requires
appropriate thought and selection in the approval process for future development. Transport, movement of people and freight etc all have taken
second place to the understanding of the meaning of "Place" and to the understanding of what people want in a tourist destination. Look at he
attached video of East Jindabyne’s latest development allowed by council and government planning laws taken at 6 a m. on a weekday in the middle
of a lockdown. Access is most important, but understanding what this means and what is desired and what is practicable is needed. Ad hoc decisions
have not assisted this in the past. Resorts and NPWS need to consider he benefits they gain currently and from an enhanced region that attracts
more people, and they contribute appropriately. The current rhetoric from ski resort management and others needs to be tempered with an
understanding of their previous views and their lack of contributions. They have in the past well demonstrated saying one thing and doing another
through their various connections etc.
There have been past studies completed regarding the expectations of people (including local residents)when they visit the region, Studies of an

alternate to the current airport etc and these need to be consulted in order to not waste a good resource and not to waste funding by repeating all that
has been done. This is a large mistake of previous administrations in wanting to redo, rather than revisit hat which has been undertaken. Parochial
and self-serving opinions from developers and resorts hat are being expressed and need to be carefully appraised as many are now putting forward
views they have not expressed previously which stood in the way of earlier opportunities in the regions development. Such people /organisations need
to be held accountable in the future if they do not adhere to the planning requirements.
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Example of poor planning approvals that results in access and safety issues due to a lack of
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I fully support the Snowy Mountains SAP. It will create a world class adventure playground and make everything that is great about the region even
better.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
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I object to the proposal to increase accommodation numbers and increasing the intensity of use in KNP. The focus of management
of KNP should be conservation of natural values and low-impact recreation. The intensity of existing uses threatens these values
and increasing accommodation the intensity of activity within KNP is contrary to those values.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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My submission is attached.
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Executive Director

I am making a submission about the proposed Kosciuszko National Park Master
Plan.
I do not want my personal details published.
Background
The vision of the Master Plan states that:
The Snowy Mountains is the rooftop of Australia where an unspoiled alpine
landscape meets a dramatic climate that is unfound elsewhere on the continent.
The video on the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally
resilient’.
The document states:
The Deputy Premier announced the Snowy Mountains as a Special Activation
Precinct in November 2019. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
investigation area covers over 70,000 hectares, focusing on the Jindabyne town
centre and areas of high tourism interest within Kosciuszko National Park,
including Thredbo, Perisher and Charlotte Pass.
The precinct will leverage the region’s unique cultural and environmental attributes
to establish a resilient year-round tourism destination as Australia’s alpine capital.
It will focus on improving transport connectivity within the precinct, conserving and
enhancing important environmental and heritage values, and supporting
Jindabyne’s growth as Australia’s national centre for elite sports.
In the key drivers for change the document uses phrases such as:








new housing and accommodation options, including new land releases;
enhancing the visitor experience through high quality developments;
the appropriate provision of infrastructure to support growth;
resilience and preparedness for climate change so that the region can thrive;
focus on year-round tourism activities;
resident population in the Jindabyne - Berridale area will increase; and
annual visitor numbers will increase from around 700,000 in 2019 to 1.35
million by 2060 resulting in $470 million more expenditure per year.

It noted that the Monero Ngarigo people were forcibly removed from the area and
there are still Traditional Owners living on Country. All Monero Ngarigo people
continue their Cultural connection to Country, and their obligation as Custodians of
the land within the Special Activation Precinct.

It also has a comment that it has “respect for Monero Ngarigo people’s rights,
obligations, roles and connections to Country as Traditional Custodians of the land
and waterways by embedding Aboriginal cultural knowledge in project delivery”.
The document appears to be only wishing to tell the Monero Ngarigo story rather
than include those people in decision making. It states that conversations with the
people are just beginning. If it was a proper consultative process those
conversations would have been conducted before this proposal was put forward.
Commentary
The park is not pristine as it:
 was subject to grazing and clearing until 1958 when the Snow Leases for summer
grazing for the area above 1,350 metres were terminated. The Soil Conservation
Service re-established vegetation cover for native species. The National Parks
Association reported that illegal grazing continued for years afterwards due to lack
of sufficient park staff to manage the large area. The Kosciuszko Huts Association
list, on its website, the history of a number of huts with grazing commencing in the
1830’s. The Australian Alps Education Kit on Grazing and the Australian Alps fact
sheet also reports on grazing and burning of the country to promote grass for
stock;
 has weeds which may have been introduced by cattle (The Australian Alps
Education Kit on Grazing and the Australian Alps fact sheet);
 soil erosion, as set out in the Australian Alps Education Kit on Grazing and the
Australian Alps fact sheet, as follows:
The high country is highly vulnerable to severe soil erosion. Soils exposed by
overgrazing or burning, road or track construction, camping, walking off
designated tracks or vegetation slashing are quickly eroded by frost, wind or
water.
In an environment where plant growth is restricted to a short season, rehabilitation
of damaged sites is extremely difficult. Damage is not just restricted to the local
area. Soil material eroded from the higher elevations is deposited in different
habitat zones further down the mountain, disrupting the fine balance of these
ecosystems and causing further problems. It is very important therefore that the
environment is managed to protect it from these kinds of effects;
 has been damaged by bulldozers after the recent bushfires where at least one
walking track has been turned into a vehicle track;
 still bears the scars of the Snowy Mountains Scheme and Snowy Hydro 2 is
adding to that damage. Snowy Hydro is allowed to dispose of dirt and rock
produced by the construction of the Snowy 2.0 project in the Kosciuszko National
Park. The University of NSW is of the view that this could cause fish extinction;
and

 the damage caused by the brumbies and other feral animals which include those
that have been introduced, to the Alps - such as dogs, cats, pigs, the House
Mouse, the European Rabbit, the Black Rat and the Red Fox (The Australian Alps
Education Kit - Fauna and the Australian Alps factsheet).
In June 2021, the Commonwealth Environment Minister advised the NSW
Government that the Commonwealth planned to introduce Commonwealth
environmental regulations designed to protect the Park. This was due to NSW failing
to properly protect the Park.
Ngarigo descendant Aunty Rhonda Casey, a member of the Community Advisory
Panel, stated.
"Do we really want to bear the shame of inaction in the future? What are we going
to tell our kids, that the feral animals were regarded as more important than
Indigenous culture and the natural environment?"
Part of this plan is to transfer the control of the Kosciuszko National Park from the
NSW Department of Energy and Environment to the Minister for Regional NSW.
Conclusion
There has been a short time given for people to consider these proposals. As a
result I have had to hurry my submissions. Therefore I want to have both of my
submissions considered as responding to both the Master Plan and the Kosciuszko
National Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management: Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Precinct.
The key drivers for change are all about doubling the visitor numbers and so making
more money out of using the Park. Where will that money go? Will it be to
entrepreneurs? If some of it goes to the public purse where will it go – Sydney or
Kosciuszko?
The NSW Department of Planning, Industry and Environment is much better suited
to overseeing the Kosciuszko National Park. It is based on preserving areas rather
than developing and destroying them. The Deputy Premier is only interested in
development at any cost. This is demonstrated by this Master Plan and his previous
statements regarding brumbies, koalas and in regard to the Murray-Darling Basin
Plan. In his own words the environment comes second.
Climate change is only a consideration, in this proposal, as to how it affects the snow
season and this plan wants to replace that with all year round use. The Plan does
not address how Climate Change will affect usage during the other seasons. They
will be affected by extreme temperatures and intense bush fires. Australia
experienced those conditions in 2019 which are expected to become more common.
This is happening in the US, Canada and Greece as well.
The Master Plan’s vision is that the Snowy Mountains is the rooftop of Australia
where an unspoiled alpine landscape meets a dramatic climate that is unfound

elsewhere on the continent. That is not currently the case. Currently this environment
is teetering on the edge of destruction and this proposal will tip it over the edge.
How can any rational decision maker decide to further spoil this area by increasing
its usage. The money should be spent on setting the Kosciuszko National Park up to
fight Climate Change and rehabilitating the Kosciuszko National Park before it is too
late. Science is the way forward not greed. Future generations will not thank the
people who created this proposal.
This is not a Master Plan. Instead it is a plan driven by greed by a few people
becoming richer through the resultant revenue from increased usage and more
development. This plan needs to be reconsidered and rewritten.

Geoff Mcveigh

Manager
NPWS Planning Evaluation and Assessment

I am making a submission about the proposed Kosciuszko National Park Draft
Amendment to the Plan of Management: Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct.
I do not want my personal details published.
Background
National Parks are mostly created to protect/maintain such things as rare flora,
exotic wildlife, biodiversity, sensitive ecosystems, geologic features, or combinations
of any/all of these features.
The Kosciuszko National Park (the Park) is run by the NSW National Parks and
Wildlife Service, formerly part of the Department of Environment and Climate
Change, but is now the Department of Planning, Industry and Environment. Climate
Change is the most serious threat to the Earth.
In the Foreword of the New South Wales National Parks Establishment Plan 2008
the Minister wrote:
DECC’s parks and reserves protect a diversity of native flora and fauna and water
catchment areas. They are vital in tackling the decline of biodiversity, mitigating
the effects of climate change on our natural environment and protecting the health
of whole landscapes. Indeed, a securely protected and well-managed public
reserve system is an essential component of the infrastructure needed by
societies to ensure their long-term sustainability.
On its website the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service states that:
National parks are areas of land protected because of their unspoilt landscapes,
outstanding or representative ecosystems, Australian native plants and animals,
and places of natural or cultural significance. In addition to their role in
conservation, national parks provide opportunities for public nature appreciation,
well-being, enjoyment, and as valuable scientific research.
The NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service have a blog titled “What’s a National
Park and why does it matter?” It sets out the core of the NSW National Parks and
Wildlife Act in the following principles (which can be found in Section 2A of the Act:



the conservation of nature, biodiversity, natural ecosystems, landforms of
significance and geological processes;
the conservation of objects, places or features and landscapes of cultural value;




fostering public appreciation, understanding and enjoyment of nature and
cultural heritage and their conservation;
providing for the management of land reserved under this Act in accordance with
the management principles for each type of reservation.

There is nine percent of land in NSW set aside for environmental protection. This is
minimal.
Australia is suffering from the effects of Climate Change as witnessed by the
terrifying and devastating summer fires in 2019/20. I evacuated from my house at the
South Coast due to those fires.
The US, Canada and Greece are going through that same issue. Canada has had
amazingly hot temperatures which would be bad if occurring in Australia. Germany
has had severe flooding and the list goes on.
South American Rainforests are being destroyed. Australia has used and is using
too much fossil fuel. The World is trying to overcome Climate Change and to do this
we need to change the way we gather energy, protect the environment from further
destruction and quickly improve the environment.
The Park
In 1906 the National Chase Snowy Mountains Park was set up. In April 1944, the
Kosciusko State Park was proclaimed. In 1967 it was the Kosciuszko National Park.
On 7 November 2008, the Park was added to the Australian National Heritage List
as part of the Australian Alps National Parks and Reserves. The Department of
Agriculture, Water and the Environment’s Australian Heritage Database contains the
following:
In the 1970s there was heightened public consciousness about the impacts of
human activity on the natural environment. This concern contributed to the
declaration of a number of national parks across the AANP. These reserves were
declared after much historical research and conservation efforts; many were set
aside to conserve water catchments. The declaration dates of these national
parks and reserves span almost a century. Mount Buffalo National Park was
declared in 1898 and the National Chase Snowy Mountains was declared in 1906
and later extended to 10,518 hectares in 1908, before the area was formally
gazetted as Kosciusko State Park in 1944 covering 528,646 hectares (Mosley
1991). Tidbinbilla Nature Reserve was established in 1962, Snowy River National
Park and Baw National Park in 1979, Scabby Range in 1982, Namadgi National
Park in 1984, Bimberi Nature Reserve in 1985, Avon Wilderness Park in 1987 and
in 1989 the Cobberas, Tingaringy, Wonanngatta-Moroka and Bogong national
parks were extended and combined to create the Alpine National Park (CameronSmith 1999).

In 1986 the Federal, Australian Capital Territory, New South Wales and Victorian
governments agreed to a cooperative management program for the AANP. A
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) was signed to protect the landscape,
water catchments, plants, animals and cultural heritage of the Australian Alps as a
whole ecosystem while providing opportunities for public appreciation and
sustainable enjoyment. This MoU spans more than 20 years and is acknowledged
internationally as an example of best practice cross-jurisdictional and trans-border
protected area management.
The Park is an alpine area made up of mountains, rivers, streams, unique flora and
fauna. Rivers have their source in the Park. These areas of the Park provide filtration
of our water catchment. Those areas must be kept clean and not be degraded in any
way. Maintenance of these areas should mean that we have a good quality of water
for drinking and agriculture.
Both the Corroboree Frog and the Mountain Pygmy Possum are endangered
animals in the Park.
Frogs in Australia are under threat and anything that affects the water, bogs, mud
and leaf litter and other areas used by frogs affects the water quality.
The Park also has ski areas and other commercial activities. The alpine climate is
uncommon in the mainland of Australia. Bushwalking occurs in the park. Australia's
highest peak, Mount Kosciuszko, is one of the drawcards for visitors especially in
summer. It is not difficult for people to access the summit.
The Park has an Aboriginal history for thousands of years. The Europeans who took
the land have degraded it since. The Strategic Plan 2019-2022 for the Australian
Alps National Parks co-operative management program includes a Core Value of
Cultural Heritage which is to:
Collaborate with Traditional Owners to integrate their interests, aspirations and
cultural knowledge into all facets of the program; and
Conserving the physical heritage, pioneering skills and stories of the Australian
Alps.
I note that this states that the arrangements of engagement with Traditional Owners
are managed locally.
There are large populations of feral animals in the park. One of the worst are the
brumbies. In June 2021, the Commonwealth Environment Minister advised the NSW
Government that the Commonwealth planned to introduce Commonwealth
environmental regulations designed to protect the Park. This was due to NSW failing
to properly protect the Park.

A National Park is declared to protect the natural heritage for all people including
those in the future. It does not mean overuse of an area by the current population. In
a National Park some areas may not be used at all and others used minimally.

The Proposal
The proposal includes:
 increasing the alpine resort accommodation building numbers and increasing the
maximum occupancy permitted in that accommodation;
 allowing additional accommodation at non-resort accommodation nodes within the
park; and
 allowing additional camping places in the Park.
The proponents of the plan also use the arguments:
 that visitation has more than doubled since the plan was adopted in 2006 and
there is demand for an increase in the diversity of visitor experiences;
 an increase in year-round offerings in the park would also counterbalance the
anticipated medium-term decline in snow-based recreation due to climate change.
[This acknowledges that Climate Change exists];
 existing policies no longer reflect current visitation levels, visitor expectations and
the needs of park management.
There are a number of specific changes to current protections as an example I quote
the following:
Currently
So too is the size and undeveloped nature of the park, which offers many
opportunities for solitude and self-reliant and adventurous recreation.
Replace with:
So too is the size and undeveloped nature of the park, which offers many
opportunities for group activities as well as solitude and self-reliant and
adventurous recreation.

I understand that the proposals include:
 allowing vehicles to drive on walking tracks;
 allowing helicopters to fly into the ski fields;
 artificially heating the waters at Yarrangobilly thermal pools.
The addition of “for group activities”, I quoted in the above example, is opening up
the Park as a playground for the rich and businesses to misuse and overuse the
Park. This proposal is based on greed and not on any basis of improving the Park.
The totality of these proposals are designed to increase usage of the Park and so
will harm the Park. This means a greater damage to areas because of that use,
greater amount of sewage and a greater water use. These are a threat to natural and
cultural values. This does not just affect the Park. Those downstream from the Park
are also affected.
The Perisher Sewage Treatment Plant, operated by the National Parks and Wildlife
Service, treats sewage collected from Perisher Valley, Blue Cow, Smiggin Holes and
Guthega. The ABC reported in January 2017 that Perisher's Sewage Treatment
Plant breached its Environment Protection Licence eight times during the ski season
and 13 times in 2015-16. In addition the Land and Environment Court found that the
Office of Environment and Heritage polluted the waters of Perisher Creek by
discharging partially treated sewage effluent between June 2017 and September
2017. An increase in use as mandated under this plan will increase the sewage and
may cause worse pollution.
The experience of visiting a National Park is the reason many people visit. The old
adage take only photographs and leave only footprints is the statement of what
should happen in National Parks. National Parks are declared to protect not destroy.
Visitors have expectations but the impact of the visitor on a National Park, including
on the natural flora and fauna that the park is meant to protect, can be detrimental.
This can occur from simply having too many people who impact because you are in
a crowd and you are not experiencing the solitude. The traffic of people can have a
negative impact on the flora and fauna by either destroying the habitat, introducing
weeds and other pests or frightening animals from the area.
Such arguments used to support these changes are specious and self serving. They
are not in accordance with the design/meaning of a National Park. In particular the
argument that visitation has more than doubled is not a valid reason to justify further
increasing the number of visitors.

The Australian Alps National Parks website states:
Every summer for thousands of years, Aboriginal people crossed tribal boundaries
and travelled hundreds of kilometres to meet on the highest peaks of the alpine
region. They came from as far as the coast and the southwest slopes of the
mountains for intertribal corroborees, settling of disputes, trading, marriages and
the initiation of young men.
The Mountains are very old and an ongoing life force that strengthens the
ancestral link of our people.
We have a living, spiritual connection with the mountains.
We retain family stories and memories of the mountains, which makes them
spiritually and culturally significant to us.
Our traditional knowledge and cultural practices still exist and need to be
maintained
– Kosciuszko Aboriginal Working Group
Where is the Partnership with Traditional Owners?
I would also submit that non indigenous people can also have a connection with the
bush, the animals and the solitude. We can all enjoy the flowers in spring, a snake or
skink sunbaking, a wallaby mooching around, an eagle circling, insects flying and
landing, frogs calling, a clear cool stream, snow gently falling, a rainstorm, thunder,
clouds, a rainbow, the wind, the rocks, the ants, birds singing, a clear sky at night, a
view of the moon but not brumbies and pigs destroying the land. Worse is man made
destruction. We need natural places.
The Brumbies
The 2019 Australian Alps feral horse aerial survey results were:
Combining estimates for each of the three blocks surveyed, the population across
the surveyed Australian Alps area increased from an estimated 9,190 in 2014 to
25,318 in 2019. This is an increase of 23% per annum.
The Park is damaged by the brumbies and other feral animals which include:
Those that have been introduced, to the Alps - such as dogs, cats, pigs, the
House Mouse, the European Rabbit, the Black Rat and the Red Fox (The
Australian Alps Education Kit - Fauna and the Australian Alps factsheet).

On 25 May 2018 Deakin University Ecology Professor Don Driscoll said:
To keep horses in the national park is to essentially compromise the
environmental values of the park, and
There is no effective way of managing them if they are not allowed to cull them,”
he said. “If we enter a dry period or there is a large fire, thousands of horses are
going to starve to death.
On 26 Oct 2018 the Guardian reported starving and dead brumbies. On 10 October
2018, About Regional reported that a Dalgety man on a whitewater expedition “didn’t
expect to see was such a stressed and damaged environment and I didn’t expect to
see so many dead brumbies.”
Dr Graeme Worboys, (Honorary) Associate Professor of the Fenner School for
Environment and Society, Australian National University wrote:
For the first time a feral animal, the wild horse, a species identified in NSW as a
future “threatening process” will be granted management priority over the
conservation of Australia’s globally unique subalpine and alpine animals and the
protection of alpine wetlands and water catchments in Kosciuszko National Park.
Sixty-four years of evidenced based science has identified the severe damage
stock animals, including wild horses, have on Kosciuszko’s catchments and this
has been flagrantly ignored in developing this legislation.
On January 25, 2020 aerial footage and eyewitness accounts from Kosciuszko
National Park reveals horrific fire damage and the survival of huge numbers of
feral horses now pushing threatened species closer to extinction.
Australian National University Professor Jamie Pittock said.
The picture is becoming clearer as photos and video emerge from Kosciuszko
National Park showing threatened species habitat hit hard while the 20,000 strong
population of feral horses has largely been unscathed,
Australian National University researcher Renee Hartley said:
We have a solid body of evidence that’s all pointing towards if we let the horse
populations continue to increase, we will see severe and sustained impacts and
loss on threatened species populations in these areas.
There are plenty of scientists, myself included, who love horses. It’s not about
being anti-horse. It’s about being pro-native species and ecosystem health.
On 24 September 2020 a media release by the NSW Department of Planning,
Industry and Environment, about feral animals other than horses, included:
The National Parks and Wildlife Service acted quickly to remove over 2000 pest
animals including pigs, deer and goats from Kosciuszko National Park and other

nearby parks to give threatened native wildlife the best chance of recovery after
last summer’s fires.
This is part of a state-wide program to protect the remaining animal and plant
populations and help them recover from the fires which impacted about a third of
the Kosciuszko National Park alone.
The programs did not target horses, which continue to be removed by trapping
and rehoming.
Removing these pests has benefits on many different levels including helping
mitigate the damage to the delicate alpine stream catchments caused by these
animals and improving water quality.
Based on the scientific advice and evidence the removal of horses/brumbies would
have the same beneficial effect on the environment. In fact to leave them there is a
nonsense.
On 4 December 2020 Federal environment Minister Sussan Ley visited Kosciuszko
National Park to see the damage caused by feral horses. She said the pressure
being put on Kosciuszko National Park by growing numbers of feral horses is a clear
call to action.
Ngarigo descendant Aunty Rhonda Casey, a member of the Community Advisory
Panel, stated.
Do we really want to bear the shame of inaction in the future? What are we going
to tell our kids, that the feral animals were regarded as more important than
Indigenous culture and the natural environment?
On 21 June 2021 The Sydney Morning Herald published an article about the Deputy
Premier in regard to the Kosciuszko National Park. The article entitled, Barilaro’s
‘brumby bill’ has been a catastrophe for the high country, started off with:
Sometimes sheer bloody-minded politics overrules hard science. A good example
is Deputy Premier John Barilaro’s “brumby bill”, passed by the NSW Parliament
three years ago.
On 20 May 2018 the ABC reported the Deputy Premier as saying:
Wild brumbies have been roaming the Australian alps for almost 200 years and
are part of the cultural fabric and folklore of the high country; and
Kosciuszko National Park exists to protect the unique environment of the Snowy
Mountains, and that unique environment includes wild brumbies.

Further examples of the environmental views/values of the NSW Deputy Premier
are:
 in regards to the protection of an iconic Australian animal, the Koala, the
Deputy Premier threatened to leave the NSW Government. The ABC reported,
on 8 March 2021, that:
The Liberals have now struck an agreement with the Nationals which will see
rural areas removed from the new State Environmental Planning Policies
(SEPP) and come under a new code that is yet to be developed. It means land
zoned for farming or forestry will not be subject to the land clearing rules that
are designed to protect koala habitat.
 on 31 October 2019 the Sydney Morning Herald quoted the NSW Deputy
Premier as saying he would be prepared to "rip up" the Murray-Darling Basin
Plan and asked for legal advice on whether the state government can "walk
away" from it. He said the state should be "pausing all water sharing plans"
while the drought continued, saying "we need to put people before the
environment".
What he fails to realise is that a healthy environment protects people and the earth.
Climate Change
Climate change is wreaking havoc on the world as I have already mentioned. A
proposal such as this must be measured against the danger of those changes. This
proposal has not been measured in this way.
I do not intend to delve deeply into Climate Change but will give one example.
As an example of Climate change I refer to the effect on frogs. It may appear to be a
joke but it is not. When something destroys species it has an effect on the whole
environment. Frogs clean the waterways keeping alive other life and provide food for
some predators. I refer to an article in the Conversation on 23 August 2021 which
states:
Another major emerging threat is climate change, which heats and dries out
moist habitats. It’s affecting 19 of the imperilled species we identified, such as
the white-bellied frog in Western Australia, which develops tadpoles in little
depressions in waterlogged soil.
Climate change is also increasing the frequency, extent and intensity of fires,
which have impacted half (13) of the identified species in recent years. The
Black Summer fires ravaged swathes of habitat where fires should rarely occur,
such as mossy alpine wetlands inhabited by the northern corroboree frog.

Summary
There has been a short time given for people to consider these proposals. As a
result I have had to hurry my submissions. Therefore I want to have both of my
submissions considered as responding to both the Master Plan and the Kosciuszko
National Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management: Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Precinct.
No logical or rational argument has been put forward which supports the transfer of
responsibility, for the Park, from the Environment portfolio to the Department for
Regional NSW. The only reasons appear to be that the brumbies can run free and
the proposals, in this plan, will be put in place quickly and perhaps without proper
environmental oversight. There may be a case for this to be investigated by ICAC.
A Minister must consider the environment fully in relation to a national park. Indeed it
is becoming more so that all ministers must take the environment into consideration
in their decision making. The current incumbent of the Regional NSW portfolio could
not, as a decision maker, represent the environmental needs of the Park.
By being placed on the Australian National Heritage List, the Park is covered by the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. Therefore the NSW
Government should not be opening the Park up for increased use as set out in this
proposal. All parties should be involved including the Traditional Owners.
The Park exists for the protection of the native flora and fauna so that it can be
enjoyed for solitude and self-reliant adventurous recreation. It is not for the present
generations to misuse the Park. It must be there for all future generations to enjoy as
well. This is the principle behind all national parks.
A proposal such as this, which at the least does not improve the environment but
most likely is detrimental to the environment, does not help NSW or Australia or the
world. This generation of decision makers must be positive in regard to the
environment and must not base decisions on greed or outdated views of the world.
The world is in a climate crisis and this proposal fails to address that issue.
This proposal does not measure up to the standard that a National Park is “vital in
tackling the decline of biodiversity, mitigating the effects of climate change on our
natural environment and protecting the health of whole landscapes”. Nor does it
meet the principles set out in the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Act.
Leave the Park alone but fix the real issues such as climate change, rehabilitation,
pests including weeds and the brumbies. Science should be the driver not making
money.

Therefore I am opposed to the proposed Kosciuszko National Park Draft
Amendment to the Plan of Management: Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct. It is the opposite to an environmental management strategy.

Geoff McVeigh
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The primary purpose of Kosciuszko National Park is to protect the unique and fragile alpine ecosystem, not allow for huge
developments with a massive impact on the environment.
Surely the Minister for Energy and Environment The Hon. Matthew John KEAN CANNOT approve something like this?????????
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
objection-to-sap.pdf

Submission
I object to the SAP Draft Master Plan, in particular to the plans for development of the East Jindabyne sub-precinct, both Plan A and the subsequent
alternative Plan B.
The basis for my objection is set out in the file I have uploaded "Objection to SAP".
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission
Name: (Dr) George Mohay
Background: Permanent resident of East Jindabyne
Submission relates to: Special Activation Precinct Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan June 2021,
development of the East Jindabyne sub-precinct












I object to the SAP Draft Master Plan, in particular to the plans for development of the East
Jindabyne sub-precinct, both Plan A and the subsequent alternative Plan B.
Instead, I support the plan put forward by the Jindabyne East Residents Committee (JERC).
It is evident to all that East Jindabyne has a village ambience which is quite different to
Jindabyne which is the natural gateway to the region for tourists and the natural location for
accommodation for tourists and seasonal workers. Development of East Jindabyne should
leverage this difference and build upon East Jindabyne’s attractive alpine village character
instead of diminishing it.
The Draft Master Plan proposes that the East Jindabyne land recently released by Snowy Hydro
be used for medium and high density housing. I object to this and submit that the land be used
only for large lots and detached homes in keeping with the current character of East Jindabyne.
There is also an economic justification for this - the significant overall expansion of commerce
and business envisaged by the SAP plan will give rise to demand for such homes for
permanently-resident medium and high income families.
I submit that the development identified in the draft SAP East Jindabyne plans as 4A should have
minimum lot sizes that are larger than at present e.g., at least 1000 sq meters. In addition, in
keeping with the village character of the sub-precinct, there should be more public access ways
to the Lake. These lots would then no doubt be highly valued and thus provide reasonable
returns to their developers.
There should be height restrictions on buildings on these sites, two storeys maximum. The larger
lot sizes and height restrictions, together with better Lake access, would ensure that Lake views
from elsewhere would not be obstructed.
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It should stay the way it is! It's such a beautiful part of the country and should not be ruined by greedy people who will only end up destroying another
part of this beautiful land!
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We bought at Jindabyne 6 years ago to escape the constantly spreading urban sprawl, traffic, pollution, noise, habitat destruction,
and over-population on the NSW Central Coast. Now its coming to Jindabyne to ruin the ambient relaxed atmosphere of this lovely
town.
we are NOT supportive of any development.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It is vital to protect our natural resources. Our national parks were set aside to protect nature from the negative impacts modern
lifestyles have on what remains of the natural world, in perpetuity.
Yet the little that remains is still under threat by this new policy.
Our national parks are under great pressure: invasive pests and weeds, increased bushfires and climate change impacts, and
rapidly growing visitor numbers.
We must help Kosciuszko survive development threat!
The ‘Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan’ would commercialise Kosciuszko National Park in contravention of
best practice conservation principles, and comes on top of the park’s feral horse problems and the industrial Snowy Hydro 2
development.
If this particular proposal goes ahead it will set a poor national precedent.
Please consider Victoria's approach. Currently the Victorian Government’s policy is:
1

“Rather than encouraging developments inside national parks, tourism development will be encouraged to be sited on private or
other public land outside parks, in locations that are more likely to provide economic benefits directly to regional towns. This is
consistent with the worldwide trend for resorts and large scale tourism developments to be located outside national parks.”

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Talia Walker
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I'm generally supportive of the plans laid out in the Master Plan and is a unique opportunity to enhance the Snowy Mountains.
In addition to the plans laid out, I also offer these suggestions to further enhance the great work undertaken by the Department:
- The ski resorts are currently quite busy and will continue to be so with the proposed addition of accommodation/beds.
Consideration should therefore be given on possible PPP arrangements between the NSW Government and resorts to expand
their current snow/ski offering, including but not limited to additional ski runs, chair lifts and associated amenities.
- With an increase in demand comes increase in traffic. As the ski tube was originally designed to go all the way to Jindabyne,
consideration should be given for a fixed public transport option from the resort areas to Jindabyne through a transport access
feasibility study. An example could be a gondola-style service that departs from the Station accommodation area in Jindabyne and
stops at Bullocks Flat, then continues through to Thredbo. Whilst costly, this would result in less cars on the road and lower
maintenance costs. Gondolas are used for functions like this all over the world - an example is in La Paz, Bolivia where gondolas
are used to get commuters to and from their origin and destination. This could also include revamping Bullocks Flat into a
interchange station with additional amenities and even car parking options.
1

- It is also great to see accommodation options being presented. However, many of these options at present are expensive and not
self-contained, meaning only a certain percentage of the population can enjoy the wonders that the Snowy Mountains presents,
especially in winter. I also did not see they types of accommodation options that were proposed to be introduced in the master
plan. I therefore suggest consideration should be given for outlining how expanded accommodation services could cater for a wider
range of demographics, including more hostels, cheaper options and self-contained options. This is applicable for both the ski
resorts and Jindabyne at large.
These are the only points I wanted to raise. Thank you for considering my feedback.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission
Gordon Jenkinson
I am a local who has lived in the Snowy Mountains all my life after my parents immigrated from Ireland to work on the original Snowy Scheme back in
1949. I currently own and operate Kosciusko First National Real Estate & the Jindabyne Accommodation Centre and before that I owned and operated
Jenkinson’s Mountain Meats a wholesale/retail supplier to the Snowy Mountains.
I built my current home
back in 1990 and this submission relates to the draft plan for Public Space in and around
Lake Jindabyne - in general, I am supportive of the proposed plan as;
• It will help in transitioning the Snowy Mountains in general and Jindabyne in particular from a winter only destination to a true 12 mon h of the year
tourist destination thus negating some of he pressure’s seasonality imposes on our major economic driver ‘tourism’ – ie he availability & affordability
of seasonal accommodation, spread income more evenly over the year.
• The lake is our ‘jewel in the crown’ that has been neglected over many years, the proposed spending on the 16km linear park, he central lakeside
harbour and upgrades to Banjo Paterson Park has he capacity to provide amenity to a wide and diverse user group - locals & visitors alike.
Comments;
* Great to see deciduous trees considered for the foreshore – I would like to the eventual removal of all the Radiata Pines in urban areas as well as
most of the conifers that were planted on the lake foreshore.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission
Gordon Jenkinson
I am a local who has lived in the Snowy Mountains all my life after my parents immigrated
from Ireland to work on the original Snowy Scheme back in 1949. I currently own and
operate Kosciusko First National Real Estate & the Jindabyne Accommodation Centre and
before that I owned and operated Jenkinson’s Mountain Meats a wholesale/retail supplier to
the Snowy Mountains.
I built my current home in Tyrolean Village East Jindabyne back in 1990 and this submission
relates to the draft plan for Public Space in and around Lake Jindabyne - in general, I am
supportive of the proposed plan as;
•

•

It will help in transitioning the Snowy Mountains in general and Jindabyne in
particular from a winter only destination to a true 12 month of the year tourist
destination thus negating some of the pressure’s seasonality imposes on our major
economic driver ‘tourism’ – ie the availability & affordability of seasonal
accommodation, spread income more evenly over the year.
The lake is our ‘jewel in the crown’ that has been neglected over many years, the
proposed spending on the 16km linear park, the central lakeside harbour and
upgrades to Banjo Paterson Park has the capacity to provide amenity to a wide and
diverse user group - locals & visitors alike.

Comments;
* Great to see deciduous trees considered for the foreshore – I would like to the eventual
removal of all the Radiata Pines in urban areas as well as most of the conifers that were
planted on the lake foreshore.
Mob 0427100915 / email gordon@kfn.com.au

Talia Walker
From:
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Submission Type
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
Email
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
In following the key principles of the planning guidelines, the master plan needs to improve the access for locals and tourists to
lake Jindabyne.
With the northern lake location of Kalkite, it is a primary water front access point for visitors travelling from Cooma, canberra and
beyond. It saves significant time in reduced distance and traffic of traveling through Jindabyne to a boat launching and prime
fishing and water sports area. However, the lack of just 2km of sealed from the Kalkite village to the snowy hydro boat ramp and
facilities makes the location untenable for many boats to access. This also causes issues for Kalkite residents who find tourists
launching boats in Kalkite rather than travelling the poorly maintained gravel roads with their boats.
The sealing of the 2km stretch of road from Kalkite to the snowy hydro boat ramp would improve the lake access and lifestyle for
both locals and tourists alike and be in alignment with the principals set out for the master plan to improve local key infrastructure,
year round tourism and access to the lake.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Talia Walker
From:
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Name
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Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the Snowy Mountain SAP on the following points:
-An increase in accomodation in the National Park is not consistent with protecting biodiversity,or natural heritage. The alpine area
is already degraded by feral species and human activity and needs more, not less protection, and better management of the
existing commercial infrastructure. If increased economic activity in a place suited to year round tourism is the objective, then
increasing accomodation in Jindabyne is more appropriate. A rail link to Thredbo and the Ski Tube from Jindabyne would eliminate
the need for increased carparking and roadbuilding in alpine areas. There are plenty of successful overseas examples to model.
-The concept of increasing airport access to the area is inconsistent with planning for the future when we are trying to reduce CO2
emissions. Surely rail access would allow mass transit in and out of the area with a minimum of environmental impact.
-Similarly, proposing gas fired "exclusive " bath houses at Yarrangobilly Caves is inconsistent with reducing our CO2 emissions. I
would hope that the NSW Government would propose inclusive, low cost access, rather than exclusive access to public assets.
-The idea of putting the Kosciuszko National Park under the control of the Department for Regional NSW which has a charter for
economic development, is intrinsically in conflict with the objectives of National Parks, which are to maintain biodiversity, natural
and cultural heritage. This should not occur.

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Graeme
Last name
Bishop
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
The good expansion of the jindabyne area with bike park ,expanded facilities etc is essential in allowing greater economic growth and public access to
the mountain region. Expansion of car parking in the alpine resort areas is required to allow greater day access both summer and winter.
Less red tape in improvement of the existing facilities in established areas is much needed .
The allowance of some controlled helicopter access to remote areas to allow high end users and utilise jindabyne airport has economic sense with
minimal impact.
The bad aspects of the proposal are large increased accommoda ion in the snow fields resorts where redevelopment should allow more day visit
access and compact staff accomadation.
Environmental action on issues such as brumby removal should be basic in any development plan .
Control should be a separate trust with stakeholder representation e.g .,environment , resorts, hydro, tourism, jindabyne etc. .
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:05:06 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
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Name
First name
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Last name
Lit le
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dear Sir/Madam,
I am a regular user of Kosciuszko National Park, in both summer and winter. I would like to convey my following comments on the draft amendment to
the POM of KNP.
It is very disturbing how many of the amendments are geared towards simply extracting more money from the park users, at the expense of he main
purpose of the park - biodiversity conserva ion.
More specifically, I have strong objections to the following proposals:
Use of helicopters for customer transport. These have a huge, wide ranging impact on the user experience in he park. Clearly they would only
advantage he rich.
Leasing all of the Island Bend camping area to private development, which presumably would be somewhat similar to the camping area currently at
Sawpit creek. This could see prices of $100 per night for a campsite. This would only be acceptable to me if there continued to be a cheap camping
option as at present. Note that the proposal to replace the cheap camping at Island Bend with a campsite at Guthega is absurd. The described area for
this 'ecotourism' at Guthega is completely exposed, totally unsuitable for camping in winter. In summer it would also be a miserable camp site. Frankly,
the suggestion is an insult.
Allowing private operators to use the Summit road to Rawsons Pass is another abhorrent suggestion, again favoring the rich. If people want to go for a
walk in the park then they should walk - not be driven.
The viewing platform proposal at Porcupine Rocks described in the SAP is a desecration of a naturally beautiful area. I strongly oppose it.
-Graeme Lit le

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Graeme
Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
Email
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
sap-submission.docx

Submission
Please refer to attached submission.

East Jindabyne
- (Figure 2 – Proposed land use zoning: East Jindabyne Sub-Precinct)
the lots situated around the Private recreation zoning should have 2 story height restrictions in place and should also sit on 1000 square meter larger
blocks.
- Commercial zoning and potential 3 story residences should be in line wi h the main road as they will be mostly tucked into the hill line.

23/08/2021

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Graham
Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
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Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission
I object to the concept of private businesses being given national park realestate for commercial purposes. I support more camping facilities run and
operated by NSW National Parks, like River Bend and Tom Groggin Camp. More hiking routes. Planning that puts humans into the national park at low
impact and not for commercial gain. Allow the Australian Community who own the park, low impact access, in an affordable manner, and not to use
the park as a money grab for government.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 17:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
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Graham
Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission-snowy-mountains-special-ac ivation-precinct.docx

Submission
Submission attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Submission by Graham Holland, August 9 2021
I lodge an objection to the proposed Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct and its
Masterplan and Plan of Management.
The Australian alpine habitats are 0.15% of the continent. The unique habitats and beautiful
wild mountain landscapes should be enjoyed by as many people as possible who want to get
out into the open air and enjoy them. A national park experience is supposed to be about
understanding and enjoying nature; quiet places with dark, star-filled skies are becoming rare
except in national parks.
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’
and ‘environmentally resilient’.
But the Park has serious problems with feral animals. Feral horses number over 14,000 and
there are problems with deer, pigs, and rabbits. There are also historic and continuing
environmental impacts from the resorts; massive scale clearance and construction works by the
Snowy 2 project; and unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the
park.
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the
POM defining the limits of future development and activities after careful analysis of the values
and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly designed to increase
commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.
Kosciuszko National Park certainly needs a better range of low-key facilities to cater for people
who may not be prepared or able to camp or caravan – cabins, glamping etc are acceptable
options in the right places. But sitting in a 4-star hotel and stepping out into “a night and day
economy. With bars, cafes and restaurants” …as described in the SMSAP for Perisher is hardly
the relevant experience expected inside a national park.
Of course, there can be little objection, from a planning perspective to high end resorts catering
for those who can afford them, but the appropriate location is outside the national park where
infrastructure and servicing can be delivered efficiently and effectively with all the controls
that are afforded by local government and other agencies. Resorts belong close to or in nearby
service towns such as Jindabyne where they can deliver maximum economic benefit.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through
the inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan and POM.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:43:39 PM
graham-morrison-draft-master-plan-submission.docx

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:41
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Object
Submission file
graham-morrison-draft-master-plan-submission.docx

Submission
Draft Master Plan submission
I agree with many of he suggested changes to the Snowy region in the Draft Mater Plan.
3.1 Jindabyne and surrounds
a) The southern road connector is a great idea taking through traffic away from the centre of Jindabyne
b) Jindabyne needs designated growth precincts, west of Jindabyne and the Barry Way would work well.
3.2 Alpine-Resorts: My objections are.
a) Using “infill” sites is a euphemistic word. Infill sites can be rehabilitated. The word is used as if they are vacant, degraded land with no possible hope
for rehabilitation. That is not so. Often infill sites act as a buffer between untouched flora and the built environment. Building on these sites does away
with these buffer sites creating more disturbance as built sites often now face directly onto untouched flora sites.
b) Perisher parking is almost always at a premium. Taking away the existing carpark and relocating it to Pipers Gap and clearing more of KNP for
roadside parking is not only an eyesore for entry into Perisher but fur her devastation of he Park by clearing he fragile environment.

c) Transport from distant carparks will need to be by bus which will be create the need for an overtaking lane and add to he “black” snow created by
diesel fumes. Hardly environmentally sound for both the air and water runoff. Hardly environmentally sound to increase he Kosciuszko Road to three
lanes of traffic.
d) The proposi ion that development of a village to create more accommodation at Perisher, will reduce traffic is a fallacy. Note Thredbo parking is
often full and often closed. Sustainable, mass transport is the only answer.

e) I note that the ski tube lease expires in 2030. I also note the, blue sky, possible vision for a gondola to connect Jindabyne to Bullocks Flat. The issue
of mass transport is the biggest problem any draft master plan can face. It is the “elephant” in the room. Mass transport is he only viable answer for
entry into the fragile environment of KNP. I cannot envisage any owner of the Perisher lease in 2030 will want to buy the ski tube lease again. The
draft master plan needs to foster a joint private/public development to extend the ski tube into Jindabyne or to build a light rail. The opportunity to make
Perisher and Smiggin Holes car free resorts much like Zermatt is a very attractive, environmentally sensitive option but one that needs government
initiative to get started.
f) Helicopters in KNP. There must not be commercial flights over KNP. National Parks have been established for recreation and to protect wildlife.
Noise is an ana hema to he fundamental reason parks exist. They do not exist so that commercial interests and wealthy individuals can exploit them.

In conclusion; a question? Where exactly is the “back of Smiggin Holes” where the current workshop could be relocated?
Thanks again for your work on this vision generally. You asked for submissions and I am sure that there are plenty for you to work through. Remember
though, the legacy that we will leave after we are all gone!
Graham Morrison
Snowy Chaplain

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Draft Master Plan submission
I agree with many of the suggested changes to the Snowy region in the Draft Mater Plan.
3.1 Jindabyne and surrounds
a) The southern road connector is a great idea taking through traffic away from the
centre of Jindabyne
b) Jindabyne needs designated growth precincts, west of Jindabyne and the Barry Way
would work well.
3.2 Alpine-Resorts: My objections are.
a) Using “infill” sites is a euphemistic word. Infill sites can be rehabilitated. The word is
used as if they are vacant, degraded land with no possible hope for rehabilitation. That
is not so. Often infill sites act as a buffer between untouched flora and the built
environment. Building on these sites does away with these buffer sites creating more
disturbance as built sites often now face directly onto untouched flora sites.
b) Perisher parking is almost always at a premium. Taking away the existing carpark and
relocating it to Pipers Gap and clearing more of KNP for roadside parking is not only
an eyesore for entry into Perisher but further devastation of the Park by clearing the
fragile environment.
c) Transport from distant carparks will need to be by bus which will be create the need
for an overtaking lane and add to the “black” snow created by diesel fumes. Hardly
environmentally sound for both the air and water runoff. Hardly environmentally
sound to increase the Kosciuszko Road to three lanes of traffic.
d) The proposition that development of a village to create more accommodation at
Perisher, will reduce traffic is a fallacy. Note Thredbo parking is often full and often
closed. Sustainable, mass transport is the only answer.
e)

I note that the ski tube lease expires in 2030. I also note the, blue sky, possible vision
for a gondola to connect Jindabyne to Bullocks Flat. The issue of mass transport is
the biggest problem any draft master plan can face. It is the “elephant” in the
room. Mass transport is the only viable answer for entry into the fragile environment
of KNP. I cannot envisage any owner of the Perisher lease in 2030 will want to buy
the ski tube lease again. The draft master plan needs to foster a joint private/public
development to extend the ski tube into Jindabyne or to build a light rail. The
opportunity to make Perisher and Smiggin Holes car free resorts much like
Zermatt is a very attractive, environmentally sensitive option but one that needs
government initiative to get started.

f) Helicopters in KNP. There must not be commercial flights over KNP. National Parks
have been established for recreation and to protect wildlife. Noise is an anathema to

the fundamental reason parks exist. They do not exist so that commercial interests and
wealthy individuals can exploit them.
In conclusion; a question? Where exactly is the “back of Smiggin Holes” where the current
workshop could be relocated?
Thanks again for your work on this vision generally. You asked for submissions and I am
sure that there are plenty for you to work through. Remember though, the legacy that we will
leave after we are all gone!
Graham Morrison
Snowy Chaplain
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Object
Submission
You will destroy this beautiful area, leave it alone to Mother Nature instead.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Utterly object to the thrust of commercialisation inherent in this proposal. This is a national park and any development should be
undertaken with the impact on the natural values of the park as the priority. Responsibility should rest with NPWS. This plan is an
utter disgrace to the concept of national parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Leave it the way it is
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I am most concerned that proposed changes do not reduce camping opportunities at Island Bend or deprioritise camping in favour of expensive
glamming/commercial arrangements. I think bo h can coexist but it’s essential that camping opportunities are also equally expanded in line with the
new commercial developments. Camping is so valuable to many who would otherwise be unable to afford to bring their families and children to stay at
the beau iful Island Bend.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission

Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessments
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022
Parramatta New Sou h Wales 2124 16 August 2021

Submission on Special Activation Precinct Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan
Dear Madam/Sir,
In general, I do not support the Special Activa ion Precinct Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan.
Whilst here are some proposals in it hat are worthwhile—particularly in relation to the future planning of Jindabyne (more tree cover, increased
access to he lake and the proposed Southern Connector Road in particular)—its negatives outweigh its posi ives. It simply makes no sense to
acknowledge the environmental sensitivity of the Kosciuszko National Park area, and to say hat future planning should ‘protect environmentally
sensitive areas’ (p. 25), hen say in the next breath that planning should allow for increased bed capacities in the park to meet short to medium term
demand (p. 28), and hat helicopter access to the park from Jindabyne should be allowed for (p. 131), wi hout any assessment of the environmental
impact of such developments. It also makes no sense to acknowledge hat ‘the reliance on snow-based tourism is also threatened through the effects
of climate change’ (p. 11), and to acknowledge that ‘climate change is expected to reduce winter activi ies on the mountain beyond 2040’ (p. 133), hen
to advocate increased to increase bed-to-skier ra ios (p. 98), and the possibility of opening up new ski slopes (p. 133), which will increase reliance on
snow-based tourism. In short, the master plan is riddled with too many inconsistencies to be credible.
At the moment, within the Alpine Precinct, there is some summer/autumn ac ivity at Thredbo—driven by mountain biking, walking and fishing—and at
Charlotte Pass and Guthega, mainly driven by walking. However, there is no activity at Perisher Valley and Smiggin Holes: when one visits these
areas outside of winter everything is shut. This appears to be because there are no major outdoor non-winter activities available in those areas. The
master plan does not address his beyond he championing of the new long-distance recreation trails being developed in the SAP. These trails are
unlikely to create new opportuni ies at Perisher Valley and Smiggin Holes: they are most likely to only create more visitor demand in Jindabyne where
most of the tourist pressure should be concentrated. The environment of Jindabyne is far more resilient than the fragile environment of the Alpine
Precinct and if the master plan was serious about protecting the environmentally sensitive areas of Kosciuszko National Park, it would be advocating
the transfer of accommodation from the Alpine Precinct to the Jindabyne area. If this were to happen, the appeal of the Alpine Precinct would be
enhanced, and it would likely become more attractive to year-round visitors, but spoiling the Alpine Precinct through more needless accommodation,

which is likely to become redundant as global warming increases, will only diminish the reputation and appeal of the magnificent Kosciuszko Na ional
Park.
I would urge you to reconsider and redraft the Special Activation Precinct Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan.
Yours sincerely,

Dr Greg Buckman

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessments
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022
Parramatta New South Wales 2124

16 August 2021

Submission on Special Activation Precinct Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan
Dear Madam/Sir,
In general, I do not support the Special Activation Precinct Snowy Mountains Draft Master
Plan.
Whilst there are some proposals in it that are worthwhile—particularly in relation to the
future planning of Jindabyne (more tree cover, increased access to the lake and the
proposed Southern Connector Road in particular)—its negatives outweigh its positives. It
simply makes no sense to acknowledge the environmental sensitivity of the Kosciuszko
National Park area, and to say that future planning should ‘protect environmentally
sensitive areas’ (p. 25), then say in the next breath that planning should allow for increased
bed capacities in the park to meet short to medium term demand (p. 28), and that
helicopter access to the park from Jindabyne should be allowed for (p. 131), without any
assessment of the environmental impact of such developments. It also makes no sense to
acknowledge that ‘the reliance on snow-based tourism is also threatened through the
effects of climate change’ (p. 11), and to acknowledge that ‘climate change is expected to
reduce winter activities on the mountain beyond 2040’ (p. 133), then to advocate increased
to increase bed-to-skier ratios (p. 98), and the possibility of opening up new ski slopes (p.
133), which will increase reliance on snow-based tourism. In short, the master plan is
riddled with too many inconsistencies to be credible.
At the moment, within the Alpine Precinct, there is some summer/autumn activity at
Thredbo—driven by mountain biking, walking and fishing—and at Charlotte Pass and
Guthega, mainly driven by walking. However, there is no activity at Perisher Valley and
Smiggin Holes: when one visits these areas outside of winter everything is shut. This appears
to be because there are no major outdoor non-winter activities available in those areas. The
master plan does not address this beyond the championing of the new long-distance
recreation trails being developed in the SAP. These trails are unlikely to create new
opportunities at Perisher Valley and Smiggin Holes: they are most likely to only create more
visitor demand in Jindabyne where most of the tourist pressure should be concentrated.
The environment of Jindabyne is far more resilient than the fragile environment of the
Alpine Precinct and if the master plan was serious about protecting the environmentally
sensitive areas of Kosciuszko National Park, it would be advocating the transfer of

accommodation from the Alpine Precinct to the Jindabyne area. If this were to happen, the
appeal of the Alpine Precinct would be enhanced, and it would likely become more
attractive to year-round visitors, but spoiling the Alpine Precinct through more needless
accommodation, which is likely to become redundant as global warming increases, will only
diminish the reputation and appeal of the magnificent Kosciuszko National Park.
I would urge you to reconsider and redraft the Special Activation Precinct Snowy Mountains
Draft Master Plan.
Yours sincerely,

Dr Greg Buckman
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Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:59:51 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 08:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Greg
Last name
McKinley
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I'll keep this brief.
There is absolutely no justifiable reason to develop this area.
It needs to remain in it's pris ine natural state forever.
Please stop developing and deforesting his beautiful part of our country.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 13 August 2021 10:12 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 13/08/2021 - 10:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Gregg
Last name
Quinn
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I support the Snowy Alpine Heritage Association’s proposed Experiential Centre. the stories of the snowies are extremely important
to preserve and educate. This facility is an important link to this heritage of the area and can grow into the future.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 2 August 2021 5:12 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 02/08/2021 - 17:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Greg
Last name
Terrill
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I oppose the planned developments.
I am not, however, opposed to development in KNP. But I consider these proposals to be excessive, and to be based on untruths.
In my view:
- development of the sort planned will cause immense damage to KNP
- the proposed development would diminish the values for which people love the park, it would not enhance them
- the proposed developed would be combined with other immensely damaging activities such as caused by brumbies, Snowy 2, as
well as climate change and resultant bushfires etc
By contrast, through the increasing in cycling, music festivals and other non or low damage but high economic return activities, it is
clear that there are other pathways to development which protect the KNP.
I also oppose changing the plan of management.

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:16:18 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Greg
Last name
Turner
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I Strongly oppose this development. I wish for the site to remain as is for car based camping wi h free in obstructed river access
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:15:34 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Gregory
Last name
Esteve
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I oppose the introduction of motorized vehicles within this ecosystem. Thank you.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 4:29:29 PM
submission-in-relation-to-the-special-activation-precinct-group-20-8-2021 docx

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 16:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Greta
Last name
Jones
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission-in-relation-to- he-special-activation-precinct-group-20-8-2021.docx

Submission
attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

The Special Activation Precinct Group.
Submission.
I am Greta Jones born and bred local, I have seen many changes some good
some not so good. I’m dealing with eye problems at this time so find it difficult
to read and study
My submission will come from my heart with Historical background which I’m
passionate about. I’ll make dot points of issues I’m not happy or sure about
then state my reasoning.
(1) Tourism is Jindabyne’s primary industry?
Formerly it was a thriving Rural area extending into the mountain leases
where Cattlemen and Stockmen created a lifestyle and history by
opening up the Mountains then came the National Parks, SMHEA,
Tourism, Ski fields others can do that debate
(2) Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore Sub‐Precinct.
Query? is the Town Centre not Heritage listed if not why not? Other
buildings happening at the same time are listed.
Far too much upheaval in the Town Centre and for what gain, our dear
Country Town is being made into a City set up, update is needed please
consider what is there and how it could be improved retaining the
Stonework and the amazing vista of the Lake.
Aged Care doesn’t seem to be an item a small square at the bottom of a
page. The area between Thredbo Terrace and Snowy River Avenue is
mooted, why? There needs to be space for Roads in and out, wheelchair
access safe
Foreshore development is a no‐no with me,
PARKING must be at the forefront of all works intended, It’s a problem
as it is, future Development needs to centre around parking in every
aspect of the Town Centre and all Sub‐precincts.
Leave Accommodation/Housing to outer Town areas,
An update of Banjo Paterson Park yes please but in the manner of how
it was created to begin with.
(3) Southern Connector Road.

I believe this is likely a good thing; Eastern approach yes Western
approach yes .Access to Sub‐Precincts handy. Northern/Southern
approach needs to be looked at seriously, dangerous placement
accidents waiting to happen. In this area where the connector Road is
passing is a sensitive Historical section on the Sport and Rec side of Lees
Creek, I’m feel a little assured because it is Fenced in, I can supply the
History whys and wherefores if needed. Now I’ll divert for a short
interval.
(4) Beautification
Driving from the Eastern side of Jindabyne past Snowy Valley is
spectacular the sunsets, Lake, Mountains an open vista of beauty and
Landscape until you cross the Dam Wall. I have spoken out on many
occasions of the ugliness of the road from the Dam Wall into Jindabyne
proper, the sign is in a gutter with a Real Estate sign behind it, why is that
allowed, at different stages a dead Kangaroo was also in place.
(5) Leesville and Aerodrome.
Every aspect of Leesville and Leesville Lane is Historical for many reasons
so therefore rather sensitive. The Stone House is one of the oldest homes
still actually being lived in, Leesville was a Bar, Ballroom and shop, I’m
aware there is an idea in play for the House. Leesville Lane was the
Gateway to the Gippsland area, stock came across the Jindabyne Bridge
from corners of Monaro were driven up Leesville Lane to Ingebyra and on
for Stock sales at Bairnsdale Victoria, this was lifestyle before Banjo
Paterson or SMHEA many stories, Ditties and newsworthy events took
place. The Police Station was near where the entrance to Sport and Rec is
now. Uncertain when this was put in place.
(6) My suggestions for Leesville.
I live at 7984 The Snowy River way the congestion of Traffic onto Barry
Way in Winter is scary to say the least, really unsure if the Southern
connector Road will help, I’ve been advocating for a Supermarket and
Newsagent at Leesville maybe in the area between Leesville House and
the Entrance to the Industrial area to pick up our needs and a Paper, this
would help we out of Towners take pressure of the Roundabout at the
junction of Kosciusko Road and Barry way.

My story I like to go to Church on Sunday I will not go to the Roundabout
as I could sit for ever therefore I turn into Gippsland Street, that’s
dangerous with Cars Parked down both sides of the Street now there is a
Bus route on trial. We out of Towners need care and rights too, PARKING
and Roads are a big issue in whatever part is on query.
(7) Aerodrome.
All I can say here is a few people did so much to put it in place, I’ll leave it
to those who know far more than me about the Aerodrome.
Thank you for the opportunity to put forward my thoughts on the SAP
I am happy to be contacted if you wish to discuss any of the above.
Kind Regards
Greta Jones

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 9:37 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 09:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Guy
Last name
Reeve
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
- I object strongly to the proposal for commercial helicopter transit between Jindabyne and areas in KNP.
- I am neutral on remaining development proposals, on the understanding that increasing population will drive demand for
recreation and will inevitably have a greater impact on the national park - KNP should learn from the experiences overseas
especially in eg the English Lake District to ensure that walking track planning is undertaken appropriately and the scarring/erosion
of hillsides subject to increased foot traffic is avoided.
- Commercial activities within KNP must be managed carefully, with carefu policy controls and appropriate compliance monitoriing
and resourcing allocated to ensure NPWS is able to monitor and control activities to ensure they occur within the remit.
- Development of the Island Bend campground must be managed carefully. There is a major risk of spoiling a beautiful, natural
campground on the Snowy River by overdevelopment.
- The Island Bend (and other) campgrounds should be managed and monitored by NPWS, maintaining control in the interests of
the public, not private enterprise.
- It is essential that flexible, free, public access to the river is maintained for whitewater paddlers, with appropriate parking at put in
(Munyang) and take out (Island Bend) points- it is impractical for kayakers to use shuttle buses, and uneconomic to provide a
shuttle service with trailer for the small number of kayakers likely to need it.
- Development of Creel Bay should include a pontoon/jetty at the boatramp to allow easy launching of trailer sailer yachts, along
the lines of other facilities provided by RMS elsewhere in NSW.
1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 2:50:32 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 14:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Hamish
Last name
Serpell
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Already half of the area is closed off. Do not ruin what is arguably the most pristine remaining bush in Australia
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:50:57 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Harry
Last name
Fisher
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is a massive threat to an otherwise pristine environment purely for profit.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:50:24 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Harry
Last name
Yates
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to ruining the natural beauty of the area with more infrastructure that is not needed just to support the wealthy.
We should be looking after hese amazing parts of our country and not building hem out.
Think about our future! Our kids futures for generations to come.
Keep Kosciusko beautiful and wild
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:15:02 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Hayden
Last name
Clift
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a director of Hus-Ski Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for decades. I strongly endorse the
Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way
that provides for improved use and enjoyment of he Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:41:37 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Heath
Last name
Davies
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a member of Kalymaro Lodge (Co-operative) Limited, trading as Kalymaro Alpine Sports Club, I strongly endorse my club's submission to the
Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan and Kosciuszko National Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management in objection to these proposals.
The draft plans contain many positive suggestions, but require greater considera ion of communities, transport, and activities.
The draft plans should also remove the proposals to increase development and to introduce high impact commercial activities into the na ional park
before they can be supported.
I request that the SAP team is mindful of the detailed comments in the Kalymaro submission.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Thursday, 19 August 2021 2:38:02 PM
submission-ej-(1.pdf

Submitted on Thu, 19/08/2021 - 14:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Heather
Last name
Mohay
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission-ej-(1 pdf

Submission
I have uploaded a file (Submission EJ(1) pdf) which comments on the proposed development in East Jindabyne.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission
Name: (Dr) Heather Mohay

Background: Permanent resident in East Jindabyne.
Submission as it relates to: Development of sub-precinct East Jindabyne. Special Activation
Precinct Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan June 2021


The area scheduled for housing development in East Jindabyne (Plan A and subsequent
Plan B) provides an opportunity to create a unique, innovative, world class residential
development in a beautiful environment which could be a show piece for NSW.



The proposed development (Plan A and later Plan B) is no more than a standard high
density suburban housing estate, which has been attached to the existing, attractive
village of East Jindabyne, and which in no way complements the current village
ambiance.



East Jindabyne is currently predominantly a residential area for permanent residents.
The new development should support this by providing housing for the new influx of
permanent residents who will provide the year round services to support the expansion
of Jindabyne and nearby resorts. To achieve this, the block size will need to be increased
to say 1000sq metres and height limits will need to be imposed on buildings so views of
the lake and mountains are not obscured.



It is inappropriate to have short term tourist accommodation in East Jindabyne as
there is no easy access from East Jindabyne to the business centre of Jindabyne or to
the resort areas except by car. Hence there would be an increase in traffic and in the
need for parking in both East Jindabyne and the surrounding areas.



Currently there is almost no suitable accommodation for the elderly in the entire SAP
area. Hence older, long term residents frequently have to move out of the area. East
Jindabyne could be a suitable area for a small courtyard type development (such as
those in some areas of Canberra eg Isabella Plains) which could accommodate older
residents who remain independent but wish to downsize and not have the responsibility
of a large garden.



Any increase in the population of East Jindabyne will put further pressure on the
junction of Jerrara Drive and Kosciuszko Road. This is already a dangerous intersection
and there are no provisions in the current plans to improve this or to cater for the
increased traffic. This intersection is the sole route in and out of East Jindabyne, which
is a major concern in emergencies eg bushfire evacuations.



The provision of recreation areas eg parks, BBQ areas, a children’s playground, walking
and cycling paths, public toilets etc and local facilities such as a shop and a cafe have
long been advocated for by local residents and would be welcomed.

Heather Mohay (Dr)
19/08/2021

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:35 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Heidi
Last name
Ploeg
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission
I do not really support the new bypass road. Jindabyne is a destination town and driving past the lake and the shopping precinct
gives a sense of arrival from both the ski fields direction and from the dam wall.
Majority of people plan to stop in jindabyne and diverting traffic would have a negative impact on those businesses that rely on the
traffic.
I feel the new road will cause congestion at both ends.
some thing that would actually be of a real benefit would be a Cooma bypass.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:25 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
heidi
Last name
ploeg
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I support the improved public transport options, but feel it could be extended further
It should be extended beyond Jindabyne to surrounding suburbs such as Berridale and Cooma. This would improve access for
workers, locals and visitors to the resorts with out having to rely on private transport.
There is a need to improve public transport between Jindabyne and Cooma all year.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:18 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Heidi
Last name
Ploeg
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Island Bend development
I object the development of Island bend beyond a primitive campsite
The reason that people like to camp there is because of it's remoteness and lack of facilities and commercialisation.
There are plenty of other opportunities for camping in places that provide facilities.
I do support the removal/cleanup of the terraced area's from asbestos to re-open that section to camping again. This allows more
people to camp in the area and not be so on top of each other.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:03 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Heidi
Last name
Ploeg
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission
Lake Jindabyne Foreshore Park
I
I object the redevelopment of the NRMA caravan park. The location of this park to the centre of Jindabyne makes it attractive to
families to stay there all year round. You can enjoy the local restaurants and clubs with out having to drive any were
It should also be noted that in Winter the foreshore is not always very pleasant with very cold winds.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:48 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Heidi
Last name
Ploeg
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Overall I don't support the SAP.
It would appear that compulsory acquisition of property would be required to execute which I do not support
The current look and feel of Jindabyne will be lost with overdevelopment with medium density. There is a strong need for family
housing with appropriate parking and land size.
there is no consideration for free/low cost camping opportunities
There is a strong focus on better use of the lake - however considering the lake is alpine and extremely cold and inclement
weather makes the lake front very unpleasant I dont think this has really been considered in the SAP - its all about outdoors etc but
doesn't factor in the winter (and autumn) impacts on Jindabyne

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:16 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Henry
Last name
Davis
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please leave the camping areas of saw pit creek and island bend largely unchanged. I support the remediation of asbestos
contamination but object to the addition of accommodation to these sites.
There are significant accommodation options around the snowy region that cater to groups looking for cabins and eco tourism.
Alternatively I would support more facilities inline with the current standard of facilities at island bend, largely additional toilets and
more camping areas with vegetation to segregate sites, similar to the camping areas of Freycinet National Park in Tasmania.
These camping sites are used by people looking for a more remote options while exploring the mountains and a vast majority of
people I have camped besides at these sites enjoy the lack of development and the groups it attracts.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 3:44:27 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 03:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Henry
Last name
Dinn
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I’d like to keep the national park quiet and a hidden gem just out of canberra for camping and not commercialise it into a for profit tourist destination
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 9 August 2021 2:42 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 14:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Henry
Last name
Turczynowicz
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It is outrageous that in this modern era, it is still considerable for such plans to go ahead. The natural environment is only ever
becoming more delicate and that which can be preserved, must be preserved. Not utilised for mere tourism/theme parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 7 August 2021 9:39 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 07/08/2021 - 21:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Horst
Last name
Thiele
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dear Madam/Sir,
I object to the Snowy Mountain SAP.
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more
environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that damage include:
- historic clearing, grazing and mining;
- the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
- destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
- un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
- historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
- massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
- unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
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KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing
significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are
gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial
activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing
so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so
many environmental issues, let’s not add over development of KNP those failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future
development and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly
designed to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would
be protected by future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual
developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife
Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly
sensitive, extremely significant protected area.
The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally
sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 40% to a new cap of 14,000. All associated
services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to
support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is
that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP
for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow
season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current resorts. The
escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic.
The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a
single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those
beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict
so much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not
for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be
cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful
management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour
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operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely
detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and
International significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their
significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of
Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to
create a new tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using
large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a national
park setting is entirely at odds with community expectations.
Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional
accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short
term. One is that the potential sites for expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species
and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their
development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened
ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred
hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in the particular areas proposed for
development such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly
abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the
case of KNP demands better mass transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance ‘the high ambition
coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea
in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30%
target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land
clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park.
At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to
diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
I support the position of the National Parks Association of NSW in opposing this draft plan.
Kind regards,
Horst Thiele

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:30:05 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Hunter
Last name
Howard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I don’t agree with what is said and planed it will ruin what a great and special place it is down here.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:14:47 AM
ik-pasalich-submission-on-sm-sap-draft-master-plan---21.8.2021.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
I&K
Last name
Pasalich
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
ik-pasalich-submission-on-sm-sap-draft-master-plan---21.8 2021.pdf

Submission
Please find attached submission on behalf of I&K Pasalich.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 28 June 2021 7:58 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 28/06/2021 - 19:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ian
Last name
Boxsell
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
In general I am impressed with and agree with the SAP.
1/ However IMO tourism which receives the most attention (squeaky wheels??) is growing naturally anyway. The lost opportunity
for the future of the area is failing to use the one off fiscal injection to adequately diversify the local economy. For example higher
education and scaleable over 50s/retirement development are both clean and capable of bedding down recurring non tourism
based income in the community.
2/ My next biggest issue is the poor bypass routing? This uphill downhill stuff is car centric - so last century - what about bike
compatible on the contour? Instead of chewing up more lakeview land and accessing nothing new should the road not finish on the
Alpine way at the top of the hill with a top carpark for the bikin'?
The Barry way roundabout/junction should be designated for servos, Bunnings and maccas and all the stuff no one wants in town
but eventually sneaks in - designate a home for it?
And i'd particularly appreciate it if NO TRAFFIC lights ever ever ever ever appear.
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Many thanks for listening
Ian
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:41:59 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ian
Last name
Burnett
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I wish to object to the proposed changes for Kosciuszko National Park ("KNP"), which seem little more than the commercialisation of what is, and
should remain, a National Park for he use of all visitors.
Whilst increasing the year-round use of the park may make sense, the way being proposed does not. To describe this fragile Alpine environment as
"resilient" is disingenuous at best, and deliberately misleading at worst. KNP is already under significant and possibly irreversible threat from climate
change (obviously a world issue, but efforts to ameliorate this are significantly hampered by our Federal Government) and the continued presence of
feral horses, some hing which is entirely the fault of the State Government. The fact that this proposal would also give development authority to the
Deputy Premier, given his anti-science and anti-environment posi ion on he "Brumby" would be laughable if the consequences weren't so great.
Any increase in bed numbers should be restricted to areas outside the Park, particularly to Jindabyne, which would be streng hened by this. Helicopter
access would massively detract from the natural mountain amenity hrough the significant noise intrusion it would bring. It is only designed to benefit
wealthy visitors to the detriment of any and all of the other Park visitors.
I don't believe the proposal is in any way environmentally defendable. Alpine environments are shrinking and incredibly fragile. When the NSW
Government should be doing significantly more to protect his unique place, it is instead proposing changes to worsen the situa ion. The fact that this
proposal closes whilst the news is dominated by the disaster that is the NSW daily Covid situation is probably coincidental, but certainly has a "never
let a good crisis go to waste" look about it. Once again, the NSW state Government is demonstrating its enthusiasm for the privatisation or prodeveloper changes to the public assets of NSW.
For all these reasons, I wish to record my absolute rejection of this cynical, pro-development and an i-environment proposal.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 9 August 2021 6:33 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 18:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
IAN
Last name
MILLIGAN
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission
Together with my wife I am an occasional visitor to the Snowy Mountains region and participate in walking and both cross-country
and downhill skiing. Given that the area will see an inevitable increase in both visitor and resident number over the coming years I
acknowledge that there is a need for this Master Plan for the Snowy Mountains area to act as a basis for good development. I fear
though that, despite all the 'good feel' eco-speak, many aspects of the proposed Master Plan will simply facilitate tourist
development in the area. This will have an inevitable deleterious impact on the fragile natural environment which is already
stressed by development and climate change.
To me as a non-resident, many of the proposals for the Jindabyne area look reasonable. The main things I find concerning relate
to proposals for the Alpine Precinct particularly those relating to increased accommodation. The "Objectives" and "Strategic
Indicators" for infrastructure and services (p33) espouse environmentally sensitive solutions to wastewater, green infrastructure
and energy, minimising pollution and visual impact etc. (I note that there is no mention of refuse disposal or supply chains to
resorts, nor control of feral animals and weeds.) I find it difficult to envisage how these objectives are compatible with an increase
in accommodation as proposed for Thredbo and Perisher.
• Thredbo - Proposals for increased accommodation in both East and West Thredbo (p90-92).
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• Perisher Range - As noted in the Document, the Perisher-Smiggins-Blue Cow-Guthega precinct is already the largest ski resort in
the southern hemisphere but "Growth...will focus on increasing accommodation provision" plus an "uplift in day visitation" (p97).
Other points I find disturbing are:
The proposed 'cantilevered, elevated' viewing deck near Porcupine Rocks (p129) to "maximise the potential for a thrilling walking
experience". Whilst viewing platforms are desirable at some locations both for safety and to minimise environmental damage, such
decks should be constructed with a view to minimising visual impact. The proposed deck sounds like it is designed for the
'spectacular, experience' rather than minimising impact on an already spectacular view.
Helicopter transit (P131) - A small paragraph on page 131 relates to helicopter use for visitor transit but with potential for a large
impact on the 'alpine experience'. This notes that helicopter transit has "strong growth potential". Helicopter use should be limited
to essential use (e.g. facilitating maintenance, surveys etc) and emergency situations. I have been to too many locations both in
Australia and in the wider world, where incessant helicopter noise ruins the experience.
Gondola transport - (under Prospective development - p132) I see some benefit in providing gondola transport from sites near the
current lower station of the SkiTube to augment the SkiTube capacity to transport people to the already developed facilities at
Perisher or some intermediate mass transport site for further bus shuttle. Also a gondola duplication of the Kosciuszko Express
chairlift at Thredbo may have benefits, but in no way should any gondola or similar development occur beyond there or elsewhere.
Expanding ski terrain (under Prospective development - p132) - Such proposals should not be considered. Expansion of
commercial ski development to new areas will inevitably lead to significant environmental impact on very fragile areas. The
anticipated reduction of snowfall due to climate change will lead to a 'stranded' resort but the damage will be done.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:36:44 PM
submission-snowy-mtns-draft-sap-master-plan-final.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ian
Last name
Pulsford
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission-snowy-mtns-draft-sap-master-plan-final pdf

Submission
Please see my attached 11 page submission in response to the draft Snowy Mountains Activation Precinct Plan
I agree to the above statement
Yes

22 August 2021
Submission on the Special Activation Precinct Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan

Executive Summary
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft master plan. To do so is almost an
impossible task. The public is faced with reviewing and providing comments in an extremely
short time frame during the stresses of the Covid 19 pandemic of a very large set of highly
complex and confusing documents. The scheme of operation of this draft master plan is
extremely complex and convoluted. These include a 140 page draft master plan, 53 pages of
proposed amendments to the 350 page Kosciuszko Plan of Management, 60 page
Yarrangobilly draft Precinct Plan and over over 4000 pages of supplementary technical
reports. This is nothing less than a cynical attempt to swamp those who care about
Kosciuszko National Park to be taken over by the stealth process guided by mega
departments lead by the Deputy Premier and Minister for Planning.
Scientific significance of Kosciuszko National Park
The stated aim of the draft Master Plan “is to streamline development approvals within
Special Activation Precinct areas of the National Park”. This statement and the subsequent
details outlined in the draft master plan sets back decades of careful conservation planning
and management by the NPWS based on the best available science and community
consultation. Nature’s precious and unique gifts are being eroded by the glib view that they
are simply assets to be developed, just like any other greenfields site. Any recognition that
the master plan gives to the “sensitive alpine environment” are simply platitudes and
tokenistic and not reflected in the proposals. The draft master plan fails to adequately
recognise the outstanding natural, cultural and scientific values of this unique property that
is listed on the register of the National Estate. This fact is not even noted in the draft SAP.
There is a risk that the proposed development activities may trigger provisions of the
Environmental Planning and Biodiversity Conservation Act.
Whole of government pressure on the NPWS
The draft SAP Master Plan states that the Development of these sites will be facilitated by
Regional Growth NSW Development Corporation through the master plan, delivery plan and
amended Activation Precinct SEPP. The master plan was developed by a mega department
(DPIE) clearly under direction from the Deputy Premier and Dept of Regional Development
and Minister for Planning and Public Spaces which has forced the NPWS (which has been
swallowed by DPIE) to accede to pressure to allow further inappropriate development of
the park.
Amendment of the SEPP (Activation Precincts)
The Minister for Planning and Public Spaces (The Hon. Robert Stokes MP) can declare any
land in NSW to be an “Activation Precinct” by adding it to Schedule 1 of the SEPP,
presumably as an amendment to the SEPP. There are no exclusions.
I strongly object to the inappropriate use of these powers to include protected areas such as
Kosciuszko National Park in the Special Activation Precinct. This is a highly sensitive
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protected area of national and international environmental significance, not simply another
a greenfield site ripe for “activation” and development. Therefore:
1. The SEPP (Activation Precincts) must be amended to excludes all protected areas (i.e.,
land gazetted under the National Parks and Wildlife Act as national parks, nature
reserves etc) from any activation precinct, and exclude all lands subject to
international obligations such as World Heritage, Ramsar wetlands etc.
2. An amendment to the National Parks and Wildlife Act must be made which ensures
that “activation precincts” cannot be declared for any part of protected areas
dedicated under the NPW Act.
3. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct must not be declared over any part
of Kosciuszko National Park. (I note that it does not appear to have been declared
under the Activation Precincts SEPP yet). This proposal is overreach of planning
powers and dangerously precedential.
Alpine SEPP
The proposal that the State Environmental Planning Policy (Kosciuszko National Park –
Alpine Resorts) 2007 (Alpine SEPP) – zoning and development controls is amended
to enable streamlined planning pathways to apply to the Alpine Precinct is repugnant and
must be rejected.
The Alpine SEPP applies to the resorts and associated developments. The Minister for
Planning is the Consent Authority with DPIE (Planning and Assessment) responsible for
planning and development control. The proposed amendments add Island Bend, Ngarigo,
Thredbo Diggings, Thredbo Ranger Station and Creel Bay, Waste Point. This means that
planning and development control for relatively small-scale park facilities will be vested in
the control of DPIE (Minister for Planning). If approved, these sites would then form nodes
for increasing intensification and scale of development of resort accommodation and
infrastructure in the future. The addition of these areas to the SEPP should be rejected as a
dangerous precedent and unnecessary over reach.
Alpine Activation Precinct
Page 88 of the draft master plan is simply extraordinary and unacceptable land grab and
must be withdrawn. The draft plan states that The Alpine Precinct includes the alpine resorts
of Perisher, Thredbo and Charlotte Pass, and much of the surrounding alpine destinations
within the southern region of Kosciuszko National Park, the state’s largest national park.
Figure 27 page 88 map titled “Alpine Precinct Structure Plan” is deceptive by:
1) failing to include Ngarigo, Thredbo Diggings and Guthega camp grounds as proposed for
inclusion under the proposed amendments to the Alpine SEPP included on page 10 of the
draft amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management.
2) the statement above and map also vaguely includes a huge area of the park that includes
part of the adjacent wilderness area as well as the alpine area and summit of Mt Kosciuszko.
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Guthega
I object to creation of a camp site at Guthega. There is no obvious site suitable for a camp
site, the area being mostly steep slopes or areas highly exposed to extremely strong winds,
storms and snow.
Waste Point Creel Bay
I have great concerns about the establishment of camping as well as additional
accommodation at Waste Point Creel Bay. Tertiary treatment of sewerage is critical at this
site due to its close proximity to Lake Jindabyne. This will be very expensive and create
additional clearance of woodland vegetation. The Environment Protection Authority can
attest to failures on a number of sewerage plants in the park to avoid breaches of their
pollution licences.
The same issue of sewerage treatment applies to Thredbo Rangers station precinct. The
precinct area is excessively large extending as a long thin corridor along the river bank. High
levels of fishing related activities will cause disturbance of high-quality riparian faunal
habitat along the river bank unless very well managed. Camping should not be permitted
within 50 metres of the river.
Special Activation Plan
The special activation plan and proposed amendment to the Alpine SEPP extend the State
Environmental Planning Policy (Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Resorts) 2007 (Alpine
SEPP) eliminating the primacy of the Minister for Environment and NPWS’ former statutory
role for the care, control and management of even some smaller recreation precincts in
Kosciuszko NP. It is another unacceptable step in commercialisation and urbanising the
Park. The Kosciuszko NP Plan of Management must be reinstated as the principal plan for
guiding the care control and management of all areas in the park and the proposal for
establishment of a special alpine activation precinct and proposed amendments to the
Alpine SEP rejected.
Environmental impacts
There has been no proper examination of the potential environmental impact of the
proposals, which must be taken as a package and not just separate developments. We are
told that this will come later. This creates the expectation that development will occur in
spite of the outcome of any environmental assessment and compromises proper processes
and outcomes.
A comprehensive environmental impact review process must occur prior to revision of this
Masterplan for approved.
Biodiversity offsets
It is not possible purchase biodiversity offsets for the loss of precious sub alpine habitat for
the construction of proposed new commercial development because all equivalent habitats
in NSW are already included within the Park. No nett loss of habitat is NSW government
policy which is unachievable if these proposals are implemented.
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Climate Change and other catastrophic pressures on ecosystems and species in Kosciuszko
National Park
The assumptions about climate change made in the 2006 Kosciuszko National Park Plan of
Management have unfortunately become reality. These assumptions were powerful drivers
for planning decisions about the acceptable limits to tourism development in an
extraordinarily important natural environment that is clearly showing the impacts of rapid
climate change. It is truly shocking that climate change has been at best vaguely considered
in this proposal. The Master Plan does not take into account other huge pressures on the
park that are increasing daily.
• The Park is overrun by over 14,000 feral horses as well as large numbers of other
deer and other invasive species that are destroying massive areas of sensitive
habitats;
• Snowy Hydro is constructing the massive Snowy 2.0 power station and associated
transmission lines development destroying more forest and riparian habitat and
allowing ingress by weeds and feral animals into areas containing rare and
endangered species;
• historic and ongoing impacts continue from existing resorts; massive wild fires are,
as predicted, increasing in intensity and frequency burning more than 60% of the
park during the last decade;
• insect attack is causing widespread die-back of sub alpine snow gum woodlands,
potential transforming landscapes in and around the tourist resorts and throughout
large areas of the park.
• fungal diseases are spreading killing alpine plants and frogs such as the iconic
Corroboree frog, which is near extinction due to Chitrid fungus. The unique
Mountain Pygmy Possum is struggling under significant threats from resort
development, feral predators and climate change.
Kosciuszko National Park is not in a “pristine” condition as assumed in this SAP. In fact, it is
under siege, yet this draft master plan makes no mention of these increasingly catastrophic
factors which must be considered as a part of a major planning process. Further proposed
development of resort accommodation as proposed in the park will add significantly to this
pressure. Increasing resort accommodation by 4000 beds (40%) which will be mainly used in
winter, risks the creation of stranded commercial assets as the snow retreats as climate
change rapidly advances in this landscape.
Casting aside 40 years of public policy on the management of the alpine precinct
The assumptions of the draft SAP that the Park is pristine and can cope with additional
development are wrong. Conservation planning principles and policy that were once
considered immutable, protected and sacrosanct are now being ignored and in some cases
dumped. Prior Government policy is being cast aside without consideration or consultation
other than through this extremely rushed and complex process. Sustainability principles are
being ignored or tokenistic.
Water and effluent.
The capacity of catchments in the resorts to provide sufficient water for consumption and
dispose of treated effluent is extremely limited.
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These proposals are largely about increasing accommodation and access in winter, just
when the Park is under maximum stress, at the expense of the environment and natural and
cultural values. A planner who spoke at public information session about the draft SAP
blithely dismissed these concerns by saying these problems would be solved by spending
more money on infrastructure such as water supply dams, sewerage plants, carparks etc.
This belies the fact that the EPA has on multiple occasions fined the NPWS for breach its
licence to discharge effluent into Perisher creek licence on several occasions. Preparing and
operating the plant for the sudden massive influx of visitors for the snow season provides
unique challenges for managing such facilities that does not seem to be understood.
Alpine precinct
I strongly object to:
1. Inclusion of any area of Kosciuszko NP as a Special Activation Precinct. It is unclear
just how much of the Park is included within the Alpine precinct. The document
states on page 88 that The Alpine Precinct includes the alpine resorts of Perisher,
Thredbo and Charlotte Pass, and much of the surrounding alpine destinations within
the southern region of Kosciuszko National Park, the state’s largest national park.
This area is vaguely defined on figure 27 an appears to include part of the Pilot
wilderness area. This is complete overreach takeover of the NPWS responsibilities
for the care control and management of the Park. Surely this is a mistake on the map
and text.
2. I especially object to inclusion of the true alpine area on the main Range between
Charlotte Pass and Thredbo and adjacent wilderness area. This area is unique, tiny
and of national significance. It deserves maximum protection from the impact of
recreation through extremely careful management. The SAP should be confined to
resort areas outside the park such as Jindabyne.
3. Bed limits. The proposed 40% (4000 beds) increase in bed numbers in resorts. This is
simply impossible to undertake and avoid significant impacts on natural habitat in
the resort precincts. Sustainability is used ambiguously throughout the SAP to
suggest ESD, which is simply not credible. The draft SAP is really referring to
commercial sustainability about which no credible data has been presented. No
visitor data or analysis is provided to support the claims about increases in visitor
numbers doubling.
4. Access by commercial operators to the summit road. The development of glamping
on the Main Range and approval for commercial operators to drive clients on the
summit walking track to service clients on the Iconic Walk. The extreme weather
conditions here will blast away any tent-based facilities. Closure of the summit road
from visitor transport has a long history. It was extremely hard fought for policy, and
has had ongoing significant environmental benefits for this fragile and unique area.
Closure of the summit road to commercial or visitor vehicles has been policy since
1976 and must continue to be the policy (see Slattery and Worboys 2020 –
Kosciuszko - a great national park).
5. Helicopter access to resorts: The proposal for helicopter access to transport visitors
to and from resorts is totally unacceptable. Helicopters are very noisy and highly
intrusive so that this would be at the expense of the majority people who visit the
park to enjoy its scenery, amenity and serenity. The intrusion of helicopters has
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ruined the experience of visitors many in other national parks in Australia and
around the world, though it is a benefit to a small number of people and commercial
operators.
6. Yarrangobilly Caves:
a. the proposed heating of onsen pools and bath houses at Yarrangobilly Caves,
is a bizarre and unnecessary cultural appropriation inconsistent with the
historic cultural and scientific values of Yarrangobilly caves and karst system.
These may cause pollution to the karst landscape and are also unacceptable
in terms of increase in greenhouse gas emissions.
b. Cabins: The proposed construction of additional “eco cabins” in this highly
enclosed valley and bushland setting will require the destruction of
unacceptable amounts of forest habitat around them to meet requirements
of the Bush Fires Act to create asset protection zones (APZs) around any
facilities.
c. Camping area: Creation of a camping area within the valley will be located
with the valley and on the karst area. This presents an unacceptable risk of
pollution from fuel spills, chemicals, detergents, nutrients and bacteria
entering the karst system and impacting on cave chemistry and fauna.
Camping should be located outside the valley.
d. Wild fires: The complete failure of the draft plan to consider the increased
risk of landscape wide catastrophic fires which are now a reality caused by
climate change. The Bushfire Code asset protection zone provisions are likely
to require even more clearing of habitat to protect life and property in the
resorts. This requires much more detailed investigation.
Jindabyne
I support the proposal for focusing tourism and accommodation development in and around
Jindabyne. This has been a key component of planning policy for the last 40 years and
should continue. Jindabyne is at a lower elevation and outside the Park in a location which is
suitable to further residential, resort and recreational development.
Public school
Moving the public school away from its current location near the town centre is not
supported. This central location enables children to walk to school and provides a vibrant
living dynamic and convenient focal area for the community.
Kosciuszko Visitor Centre
The proposal to move the NPWs from this significant building in the centre of town is highly
offensive. A visit any tourist town in New Zealand demonstrates they are proud to have the
Parks office in a prominent location near the centre of town because national parks are the
key driver for their tourism driven economy in many areas.
Conclusion.
The draft Master Plan needs to be rejected in its current form and recast to exclude the
Alpine Special Activation Zone, and a new process of consultation with the NPWS and
stakeholders be commenced.
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Comments on key sections of the draft SAP Master Plan
Context
The context setting in draft Master Plan is appallingly inadequate. Its starting point is to
simply acknowledge that Kosciuszko NP is “a sensitive natural environment”. It fails to
acknowledge its outstanding National Heritage values for which KNP is listed on the
Australian Heritage list. It fails to describe to the community the nationally and
internationally recognised outstanding nature conservation values of the Park and what is at
risk from these commercial development proposals. The alpine and subalpine areas are
extremely small in the Australian context and contain many rare species and endangered
ecological communities that are threatened by a range of factors including climate change,
increased resort and recreational development, invasive species, spread of snow gum die
back cause by insects and changed fire regimes. The true alpine area (above the tree line)
represents less that 0.015% of the Australian mainland.
Cleary the planners have drawn little from the vast wealth of published knowledge of the
scientific values of this unique and nationally and internationally significant park. See
Kosciuszko – a great national park by D Slattery and G Worboys 2020; Good R.B. 1992
Kosciuszko Heritage; Good R.B (ed) 1989, The scientific significance of the Australian Alps.
Climate change is not just going to threaten winter tourism, it will threaten and change the
very sensitive alpine ecosystems. Increased tourism development will only add to this
pressure on this unique environment. The draft SAP process is all about developing world
class tourism attractions without adequate recognition of investment needed to maintain
world class conservation management and with little, if any, evident regard for the
outstanding natural, cultural and scientific values of the park.
Page 16- 17 map. There is no area in the Park that is more sensitive, unique and deserving
of world class protection than the alpine and summit area. This area must not be subject to
“activation”. A long history of advocacy and decisions based on the best available science
for the protection of the summit area by generations of conservationists, scientists,
governments, Kosciusko State Park Trust and the NPWS has protected the alpine area by
minimising impacts of human activities whilst allowing non-vehicle based recreational
access. See Kosciuszko – a great national park by D Slattery and G Worboys 2020. The true
alpine area must remain prioritised for protection as an extremely special and irreplaceable
conservation asset.
Jindabyne
The draft master plan’s focus on development outside the Park, especially in and around the
township area of Jindabyne, is appropriate and is supported. This planning concept has been
a key strategy which the NPWS has supported since at least the 1990s.
1.1 Population and visitor growth projections by 2060
The plan’s population growth and visitor growth projections are extremely speculative and
doubtful given the rate and degree of change that will be caused by the impacts of climate
change. It is simply impossible to project 40 years ahead.
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2 Place and Landscape
Objectives
The objectives should also include requirement for architectural designs that promote
environmental sustainability, energy efficiency and carbon neutrality.
2.1 Strategic indicators
One of the draft strategic indicators is “Deliver a carbon negative precinct prior to 2061
through offsetting 100% of development-related emissions”. This should be reworded to
reflect changing State and internationally agreed targets.
The target date of 2061 is far too late given the known cumulative impacts of carbon
emissions on our climate – which is already affecting the Park. 2030 would be a meaningful
target.
3 Connections to Country
Objectives
I support the objectives for connection to Country including the objective that makes
provision to use this Plan to provide opportunities for reconciliation. This should include text
that seeks to use this opportunity to promote reconciliation with Monero-Ngarigo people.
4 Carrying capacity
I oppose in the strongest possible terms the Master Plan’s proposal to increase the bed
limit in KNP. Instead, there should be strict bed limits imposed that are maintained in the
long term in recognition that the environment in KNP is a strictly limited and unique
resource. Bed numbers can be increased in Jindabyne as needed and not in the Park, with
efficient transport arrangements to resort areas.
Helicopter transit p 66 and 131
This is an utterly objectionable proposal. Under no circumstances should commercial
transport using helicopters be permitted to ferry passenger between Jindabyne and any
resort or any other commercial or recreational uses from any resort. This will provide
special privilege to an affluent few at the expense of the enjoyment of the majority of
visitors who come to experience the supreme scenery a quiet in this protected natural
landscape. The experience of being away from human made noises in many parts of the
Park is an critical experience which must be preserved.
Helicopters have been excluded from the Park after many such proposals in the past as this
contravene the principles of best practice management of an outstanding natural area. If
this proposal is approved, it will provide a powerful precedent and driver for further
proposals for flights over the alpine area Main Range and wilderness areas. There is no
justification for this environmental cost to this great national park – the crown jewel in our
national heritage.
Bed numbers
The proposal is to increase bed numbers whenever there is an increase in demand and not
focussing on the protection of the outstanding natural values of the park will be at the
expense of the nature conservation values of the Park and makes a mockery of the
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principles of sustainability. There is no data provided that I was able to find to support the
SAPs statements about increased demand. We are simply expected to believe this
unsubstantiated conjecture. There should be no increase in bed numbers.
3.2 Alpine Precinct
This precinct is misnamed as the majority of the land including the ski resorts located within
it are in the sub alpine woodland and montane forest zones and contains only a small part
of the true alpine area. The resorts are widely known as ski resorts not alpine resorts. The
use of the term “alpine” is inappropriate in this context.
It is utterly objectionable and unprecedented that an external planning instrument is being
used to impose and designate a commercial tourism development zone over part of this
national heritage listed national park. I especially object to the inclusion of true alpine zone.
This approach subverts the usual statutory plan of management process and primacy by
forcing the POM and the NPWS to comply with the Deputy Premier and Dept of Regional
Development. In addition, there has been no real assessment of environmental impact of
the proposal as a whole. Extension of the special activation precinct over the park must be
abandoned and the primacy of the KNP POM restored. The SAP is appropriate for the
Jindabyne precinct.
Thredbo Village East
Increasing parking capacity by building multistorey car parks will only increase traffic on the
Alpine Way, which is already beyond capacity, especially at intersections. Next there will be
a demand to duplicate the Alpine Way by adding another lane at massive environmental
cost, further urbanising the Park. This is not acceptable.
Thredbo Rangers Station.
Fishing Lodge and glamping
The SAPM boldly states this site “provides a strong development opportunity” as if it is a
greenfield site that simply must be developed. This takes no account of the outstanding
natural values of the Thredbo Valley and the ever-increasing impact footprint of successive
planning decisions over the last 30 years that is gradually urbanising this highly biodiverse
and fragile ecosystem. The valley is gradually being subject to death by a thousand cuts,
each new development initiative being justified by the last. A key limitation of these
proposed developments is sewerage treatment and risk of pollution of the Thredbo River
and the fragile nature of the riverine natural communities.
Creel Bay
The proposed adaptive re-use of the existing buildings for visitor accommodation that
respects the sites history is supported.
However, the notion that the area requires a sculpture trail for visitors to enjoy is
inappropriate in a national park which abounds with unlimited numbers of natural
sculptural elements and wonders as if the works of man can improve on nature.
Alpine camping
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Most of the camping proposed is in the montane and subalpine zones, with the exception of
proposed glamping associated with the Iconic Walk. The draft master plan should rename
this heading simply as “camping”.
Island Bend
I support the proposal for expansion of the existing camping area at this already highly
disturbed site. Management of effluent is a key risk that will need to be managed effectively
to avoid pollution of the Snowy River.
Visitor Access
There is a large number of parking upgrades proposed. My concerns are mainly for
proposed parking and visitor shelters at Pipers Gap for snow play. This is highly unsuitable
as it is in an extremely exposed site that experiences high winds and is a highly visible site
that will create ugly visual and environmental impacts to the scenic amenity of the Perisher
landscape. This proposal should be abandoned. A designated section for snow play parking
should be dedicated within the existing Perisher car park.
Charlotte Pass Turning circle
It simply impossible and unacceptable to expand the turning circle parking at Charlotte Pass
This is a key destination and is an extremely scenic and fragile site. Expansion of parking
should be limited to the road verge.
I support the proposal for parking at Charlotte Pass with a shuttle bus to the turning circle.
Porcupine Rocks viewing deck
This proposal represents an unnecessary intrusion into the natural landscape. There are
wonderful natural viewing points from the magnificent boulders at this site that require no
“enhancement” to enjoy the magnificent view of the Thredbo Valley and beyond. A viewing
platform is unnecessary.
Helicopter transit
This is one of the most objectionable proposals floated by the masterplan. The proposal for
Helicopter access to transport “high end” visitors to and from resorts is totally
unacceptable. This will be at the expense of people who visit the park to enjoy its scenery,
amenity and serenity. The intrusion of helicopters has ruined the experience of visitors
many in other national parks around the world.
It is also not consistent with the Master Plan’s aspirations of carbon neutrality and the
proposed “zero emissions transport and infrastructure framework”.
Future attractions
This section contains speculations about the future, including the potential of gondolas as a
means to provide transport form Jindabyne to alpine areas and is just totally inappropriate.
This kind of wishful thinking fails to respect anything about the purpose of this national
heritage national park and simply continues the grand assumption that Kosciuszko National
Park is a green-fields site that can be exploited at a whim because of the emergence of new
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more powerful technology. A responsible revision of the masterplan must exclude and
discourage such inappropriate and unacceptable speculation.
3.5 Prospective development
Future ski terrain
The daft Master plan (p132) states:
At this stage, no additional ski terrain has been identified within the master plan however
should winter activities continue to increase over the next five to ten years there may be
enough commercial benefit in considering the expansion of skiable terrain in proximity to
Thredbo or Perisher Valley.
AND
… to make informed recommendations for the location and design of additional skiable
terrain within the alpine resorts, additional investigations are required.
These statements are outrageous and completely unacceptable and should be removed.
This is all about commercial benefit. Forget about the natural values for which the park was
created to protect. They make the grand assumption that any skiable terrain is there for the
picking if there is sufficient demand and there is a commercial gain to be made. It assumes
the Park is a green-field site merely waiting for demand to increase sufficiently to justify
commercial development. And clearly and inappropriately puts commercial considerations
ahead of the conservation objectives of this national park.
These statements demonstrate ignorance of the intensive investigations of areas such as
Bogong Creek and Twin Valleys on either side of Thredbo that were undertaken in the early
1980s and 1987-88 and earlier. Extensive similar scientific investigations have been
undertaken around Perisher Blue and Guthega and resulted in the identification and
designation of the new Blue Cow ski area which was formalised in the 1988 amendment to
the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management. These investigations rejected any
expansion of resorts in the Thredbo Valley based on the outstanding natural and cultural
values of these landscapes and the primary role of national park to protect and conserve
natural and cultural values. These investigations resulted in the removal of these areas from
further consideration in the 1988 amendments to the Plan of Management. The above
statement must be removed from this and future planning documents as this hard-fought
decision has already been made.
Ian Pulsford
Protected Area and Linking Landscape Specialist
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:18 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ian
Last name
Skinner
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
There appears to be an underlying objective to many of these initiatives that run counter to the basic premise of national parks and
protection of the national estate.
At its core the Australian high country, including the alps, has been retrieved from the degradations of grazing and exploitative
practice. The removal of grazing, and the removal of road access to the high country have all been hard, yet albeit small, wins to
push back the industrial conquest, and celebrate an untamed land in which we can rejoice – either directly or in spirit.
Please. No road to the summit. Please. No helicopters pleasing to the fleeting indulgence of the few who can afford the indulgence.
The Summit of Australia is a rare jewel that NSW has the privilege to protect and honour. Please don't (once again) demure to the
fleeting and vacuous dollar.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 12 August 2021 2:24 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 12/08/2021 - 14:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Imogen
Last name
Smith
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The plans are reckless, shortsighted, and run in opposition to the plans along which the park has been successfully managed for
over 40 years. By allowing helicopters onto ski-fields and cars on to walking tracks, the plan erodes the ability to engage with the
park on a personal level.
Prioritising development and profits over preservation of a fragile and unique ecosystem is a mistake that will be impossible to
undo. There are ways to pursue the goal of rural development without turning the snowy mountains into a theme park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 9:00 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 08:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Indigo
Last name
Crabbmor
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Island Bend is such a beautiful free campsite. It is integral to the culture or the Kosciusko National Park and should remain in the
hands of Parks New South Wales.
It is an absolutely stunning location that provides access for white water paddling, hiking, skiing and much more. It is a place where
many families and friends get together to be away from the hustle and bustle of Jindabyne and the ski resorts.
Development of this area into privately run cabins etc will exclude the people who have loved and enjoyed the area for years. It will
further develop these mountain environments as being an exclusive place only for the rich. No one should miss out on
experiencing the wonder of the Kosciusko National Park purely because money could be made.
Choose to support these connections. Connections that have developed for years and moving forwards, should continue to be
supported.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
1

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 2:19:12 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 14:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
ingrid
Last name
jenkins
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National Park should remain as it is, untouched.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 9 August 2021 11:30 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 11:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Isaac
Last name
Kerr
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly oppose this destructive, misguided and greedy development. The over-arching purpose, of National Parks, which
supersedes all other uses they may be put to, is to protect and conserve Australia's unique flora and fauna. The Government is
charged with that protection, and should not, in my opinion, be instead using the publicly owned and nationally protected lands of
the Kosciuszko National Park to make money for its donors and push its so-called 'development' agenda. Not only is there a global
biodiversity collapse, there is also a global climate breakdown driven in part by degradation and clearing of ecosystems. It is a
ridiculous, profit-hungry, short-sighted and destructive proposition, and I oppose it with all faculties.
This money should be instead spent on rewilding and preserving the area, and hiring more ecological and ranger staff to clear
invasive plants and animals.
That is my submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:47:52 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Isabel
Last name
Manzano
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Object. It is a beautiful natural space and should be left as it is
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:13:51 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ivy
Last name
Woolnough
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please do not ruin this beautiful part of Australia! It’s for the campers and 4wdrivers hat really appreciate he land to explore it for themselves!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:19:43 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jacinta
Last name
Watson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object as the national park should be left as is and not damaged.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 7:22:02 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 19:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jack
Last name
Cresswell
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is completely against the purpose of national Park.
It limits access to the general population, skirts around all environment laws and is not for the benefit of nsw and Australian now and into the future.
Take care of our na ional Natural resources and don't lock Australians out of our parks.
Let people pay their parks pass and continue to use free camping areas in the snowy region.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:54:06 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jack
Last name
Salkild
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is a disgrace
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:38:23 PM
submission-opposing-changes-to-island-bend.docx

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jack
Last name
Veale
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission-opposing-changes-to-island-bend docx

Submission
see attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Jack Veale

22/8/21
To whom it may concern
Formal Objection to redevelopment and commercialisation of Island Bend Campground
As a consistent visitor and user of the Kosciuszko Nation Park I am writing to express my strong
objection to the proposed re‐development and commercialisation of the Island Bend Campground.
In particular I am opposing the development of structured accommodation, powered facilities and
the money driven commercial use of this unique area,
The items of most concern are:
1. Draft Master Plan
a. “A central camp kitchen and hot showers”
b. “Cabin style accommodation within a ‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping area towards
Guthega Road”
2. Draft NP Plan
a. “a campground at Island Bend to be operated under lease” (page 17)
b. “Powered sites at Island Bend supported by camping facilities such as camp kitchens, hot showers
and flushing toilets, to meet the growing demand for such facilities” (page 20)
c. Bed numbers of up to 100 to be permitted at Island Bend (page 33)
d. Locations can be “leased for accommodation and other commercial purposes” (page 41)
Island Bend campground offers a truly unique opportunity to experience the snowy mountains in
their true form, no other location in the region offers the ability to camp freely in such proximity to
the heart of the national park, the snowy river and the Perisher snow fields. As well as its
accessibility the campground is exceptionally beautiful, a quality that is amplified by the complete
lack of development, light and noise pollution and excessive traffic.
The needs for “Glamping facilities”, powered sites and conventional facilities such as hot showers
are more than adequately met throughout Jindabyne and the Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct. As stated in the first line of the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master
Plan the area is largely untouched “The Snowy Mountains is the rooftop of Australia where an
unspoiled alpine landscape meets a dramatic climate that is unfound elsewhere on the continent.”
Development of fixed accommodation and facilities at Island Bend would completely undermine the
National Parks goals in the area and destroy one of the last places people can come to truly
experience unspoiled alpine landscape.
Island Bend provides a much‐need option for campers who do not want to access these facilities,
people who rather than ‘glamping’ actually enjoy camping without electricity and the associated
light and noise pollution. This should be maintained.

The Campground currently offers informal, natural camping allowing the environment to remain as
natural as possible. The isolation and undeveloped nature of the campground attracts an abundance
of wildlife that can enjoy are largely natural landscape. The addition of cabins, shower facilities and
camp kitchens would be accompanied by a large increase in human and vehicle traffic which is
would not only deter wildlife but lead to far more animal casualties on Guthega Road and nearby
Kosciusko Road.
I also oppose the proposal to lease the Island Bend campsite. The Draft Plan indicates that the entire
campground will be leased to third parties who can operate it for commercial, profit‐making
purposes. The current, free, and natural campground must be maintained with management by
NPWS.
In conclusion, I strongly oppose any commercialisation of leasing of this part of the Kosciuszko
National Park and urge the Department of Planning, Industry and Environment to ensure this
campground retains its natural character with minimal amenities. Island bend is an incredibly unique
and valuable asset to the Kosciuszko national park and the Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct, the prosed development of the site would be a great loss for visitors, the local community
and the surrounding environment.
Yours sincerely

Jack Veale

OPENING LINE ‐ The Snowy Mountains is the rooftop of Australia where an unspoiled alpine
landscape meets a dramatic climate that is unfound elsewhere on the continent. T
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DO NOT TOUCH THE NATIONAL PARK YOU SLIMY SCUM!!!
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I do not believe the National Park should be used as a resort in any further capacity.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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My key interests in Kosciuszko National Park include conservation, protection of biodiversity, Aboriginal Culture, and low-impact
passive recreation.
I am a senior environmental planner in NSW, with over ten years experience in planning and environmental impact assessment,
and have been a long-term resident and user of NSW national parks.
I accept reasonable and well-resolved positive change and sustainable development that has merit and is environmentally
responsible. I support improvements in and around Jindabyne, including better/more passive recreation facilities, improved
transport links/facilities, and housing/accommodation opportunities in non-sensitive areas. I also support, within reason, the
provision of quality passive recreation and nature based ecotourism with the park and limited growth/improvements within the
existing villages. However I have concerns regarding a number of aspects and associated changes to the Kosciuszko National
Park Plan of Management, particularly for the main alpine area and environment. I object to the following:
· Prioritisation of private and ‘high-end’ tourism development, facilities and experiences over common/public passive facilities and
recreation.
1

· Intensification of privatised facilities and services at the expense of public facilities and passive/low-impact recreation
· Excessive development of carparks
· helicopter transport into the resorts and alpine area
· allowing tourist vehicle access to walking tracks and key alpine areas.
· Artificial heating the waters of Yarrangobilly.
Kosciuszko National Park is of significant ecological and Aboriginal Cultural Heritage value. The pristine, scenic, ecological and
cultural values would be undermined by the above proposals and detract from the nature based experiences that many visitors
seek from Kosciuszko National Park.
The park is already under ecological pressures due to introduced invasive species (including wild horses which should be
managed and reduced) and climate change. Tourism and visitation growth needs to be effectively managed, and adequate
environmentally responsible facilities and low-impact recreation opportunities provided. However the primary purpose should be
park conservation, for ecological and cultural heritage purposes. The pristine nature based and low-impact experiences (e.g.
camping, walking/hiking, cycling, skiing) is what attracts people to such parks in the first place, in the absence of ‘high-end’, more
intensive, and higher impact facilities and privatised experiences.
Introducing any such activities and facilities (as listed above) to the main alpine area of the park is contrary to the principles of
ecological sustainable development and the Objects of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 and the National
Parks and Wildlife Act 1974. The natural alpine areas of the park should remain pristine and not be subject to change or
intensification. Modest growth/change should only be allowable in existing disturbed/developed areas and brown field sites, with
limited green-field development in low-impact, preferably off park, areas. I ask that the SAP be revised to prioritise environmental
protection and enhance conservation of the alpine area, ensure there are clear controls that govern any development opportunities
and environmental protection/assessment requirements, and specifically that the above mentioned issues are reviewed and
removed from any proposal.
I also object to any control or management of the park and associated development decisions being connected to the Department
for Regional NSW. Park management and development should continue to be effectively managed and rigorously assessed by the
National Parks and Wildlife Service and the Department of Industry, Planning and the Environment.
Regards,
Jacob Sickinger

23/08/2021
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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absolutely garbage
I agree to the above statement
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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Submission
The Snowy Mountain SAP contains some great ideas to enable a planned expansion and year round tourism for our area. However I have concern
over 2 points and believe one issue has been completely neglected.
Firs ly, any additional development on the 'Western Lake Jindabyne' area I believe is a mistake. The view from town & east jindabyne towards he
western foreshore is iconic, at most there should only be trails and revegetation. There is plenty of space for development elsewhere that won't impact
this iconic vista.
Secondly, allowing buses and hen potentially public vehicles to operate through the Sports field (dissecting the two existing fields) would generate
considerable issues. It defies logic to open this up and would be quite frankly unacceptable in terms of safety. Any community member that uses the
sporting fields or even the pathways to travel from Gipplsand St, Reedy Cutting Rd, etc into town through he fields would recognise hat increasing
vehicular thoroughfare through here is a recipe for disaster. I can't imagine this proposed route would save that much ime to merit the inherit safety
risks.
Finally, he pet industry in Australia is a $13 billion industry and only growing. Jindabyne is an incredibly dog friendly town despite being at the foot of a
national park. Taking into account growing town numbers and hence dog owners plus the amount of people that now choose to travel with their dog,
there will need to be more dog friendly off leash areas - perhaps a lake trail or similar would be attractive to the emerging 'pet tourism' sector.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Southern Connector page 56
SNOWY MOUNTAINS SPECIAL ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft plan page 56
Southern Connector Road Jacqui Neijens 9/08/2021
I welcome this new road and think it will be very useful particularly for traffic which wishes to bypass Jindabyne town and for those living in Highview
Estate and new developments out of town.
I have concerns about the Southern Connector being only one lane each way and prefer it would be two lanes from the beginning rather than adapt
later. By making Kosciuszko road one lane each way there is not much improvement for extra traffic flow including regular buses so roads will be
struggling with extra visitor numbers from added tourist accommodation and housing developments and traffic to West Jindabyne.
It would be a very short period before one lane on Sou hern Connector with pedestrian and cycle lane is inadequate, hen there would be need to
extended road works, holdups, and congestion when it needs to broaden. We have previously seen the road upgrade for extra lanes on Kosciuszko
Road take over 18 months to complete. As Kosciuszko Road will be one lane each way it will not be able to absorb the extra traffic when upgrade work
is required and will lead to delays, gridlock, and accidents.
The intersection of Barry Way and Southern Connector will need more than one lane anyway for entering and exi ing traffic so as not to inhibit and
interrupt traffic flow par icularly if anticipated commercial opportuni ies happen on each corner as well as traffic access from Sports and Education Sub
-Precinct site and Park & Ride facilities
The verges with trees are an unsafe idea, we get black ice on shaded roads in winter with some drivers not travelling very safely on this and slide off
the road also very big winds which often lead to branches or trees falling on roads with both events occurring this winter 2021. If there is an accident
on the road which blocks one whole direction he incident will not be able to be bypassed as verges will have trees and emergency services will have
more difficulty getting to the accident and traffic will be halted, better to leave clear areas and sufficient lanes. It is nice to have landscaped areas and
tree canopies but not very practical and limits the Southern Connectors fit for purpose.
I have lived in Jindabyne for 20 years and have seen a steady increase in traffic, witnessed many gridlocks and experienced delays at peak periods
we need more lanes in total not the same carrying capacity in two locations
Spend the money once, bring all the large road making equipment to Jindabyne once, do it properly, safely the first time and not have to redo the
Southern Connector.
Yours sincerely
Jacqui Neijens

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft plan page 56
Southern Connector Road

Jacqui Neijens

9/08/2021

I welcome this new road and think it will be very useful particularly for traffic which wishes
to bypass Jindabyne town and for those living in Highview Estate and new developments out
of town.
I have concerns about the Southern Connector being only one lane each way and prefer it
would be two lanes from the beginning rather than adapt later. By making Kosciuszko road
one lane each way there is not much improvement for extra traffic flow including regular
buses so roads will be struggling with extra visitor numbers from added tourist
accommodation and housing developments and traffic to West Jindabyne.
It would be a very short period before one lane on Southern Connector with pedestrian and
cycle lane is inadequate, then there would be need to extended road works, holdups, and
congestion when it needs to broaden. We have previously seen the road upgrade for extra
lanes on Kosciuszko Road take over 18 months to complete. As Kosciuszko Road will be one
lane each way it will not be able to absorb the extra traffic when upgrade work is required
and will lead to delays, gridlock, and accidents.
The intersection of Barry Way and Southern Connector will need more than one lane
anyway for entering and exiting traffic so as not to inhibit and interrupt traffic flow
particularly if anticipated commercial opportunities happen on each corner as well as traffic
access from Sports and Education Sub ‐Precinct site and Park & Ride facilities
The verges with trees are an unsafe idea, we get black ice on shaded roads in winter with
some drivers not travelling very safely on this and slide off the road also very big winds
which often lead to branches or trees falling on roads with both events occurring this winter
2021. If there is an accident on the road which blocks one whole direction the incident will
not be able to be bypassed as verges will have trees and emergency services will have more
difficulty getting to the accident and traffic will be halted, better to leave clear areas and
sufficient lanes. It is nice to have landscaped areas and tree canopies but not very practical
and limits the Southern Connectors fit for purpose.
I have lived in Jindabyne for 20 years and have seen a steady increase in traffic, witnessed
many gridlocks and experienced delays at peak periods we need more lanes in total not the
same carrying capacity in two locations
Spend the money once, bring all the large road making equipment to Jindabyne once, do it
properly, safely the first time and not have to redo the Southern Connector.
Yours sincerely
Jacqui Neijens
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Page 60 allowing buses to drive through a connected Park road and Reedy’s cut ing
My main objec ion to this plan is the need to keep this area as a permanent protected green space for use of local children who can walk to and get to
J J Connors Oval safely and they can run all over the area without danger of traffic. There is a playground for them and as town gets infilled and busier
it is a great space for children to burn up their excess energy in school holidays and weekends and play toge her in groups.
The local pre-schools all use this area for games wi h the children and can do so safely with he road restricted as well as elderly people who don’t
drive often walk to shopping centre this way without having to rush to crossroads and avoid vehicles.

Thanks Jacqui
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Page 60 allowing buses to drive through a connected Park road and Reedy’s cutting
My main objection to this plan is the need to keep this area as a green space for use of local
children who can get to J J Connors Oval safely and can run all over the area without danger
of traffic. There is a playground for them and as town gets infilled and busier it is a great
space for children to burn up their excess energy in school holidays and weekends and play
together in groups.
The local pre‐schools all use this area for games with the children and can do so safely with
the road restricted as well as elderly people who don’t drive often walk to shopping centre
this way without having to rush to crossroads and avoid vehicles.











I also agree with the submission made by concerned residents and sporting teams
Allowing buses to drive through the middle of the town’s main sporting facility is
unacceptable in regards to safety and amenity for users of the sports field, which include but
is not limited to:
 Cricket, Rugby, Rugby League, Soccer, Touch Football, Physical Training, Rodeo,
Community Garden, School use, Passive recreation (i.e. walking, playing, etc) and the
like.
The access road between the oval and soccer/training field is a 40km/hr high pedestrian
activity zone. Many sports are undertaken simultaneously on both fields where players
(mostly kids) constantly cross over between (i.e. touch footballs on both fields, Summer
soccer on both fields, football codes train and warm up on one field and then play on main
field, cricket nets on one side of the road with the cricket oval on the other side). Allowing
buses to drive through a pedestrian activity zone is unsafe and contrary to the communities
aspirations for the use and enjoyment of this facility.
The difference in time for a bus to travel on Park Rd between Kalkite St via Kosciuszko Road
then the Barry Way (to the intersection of Reedy Cutting Lane) is 30 seconds longer than by
travelling from the same point on Park Rd (at Kalkite St) through the middle of the sports
facility through to Reedy Cutting Lane and onto the Barry Way. Our Communities (inc
players and kids) safety is not worth jeopardising for a 30 second longer bus trip.
The internal road and footpath that connects Candlebark Cct, Caldwell Pl, Kirwan Pl and
Reedy Cutting Ln (inc Gippsland St) is a main pedestrian and cycle thoroughfare through
town. This key active transport corridor is recognised in the SAP Master Plan, however it will
be completely undermined and made unsafe by allowing buses to access this corridor.
As outlined in the WSP Transport Study, the opening of this section of road for buses will
provide further opportunity to open this corridor up as a public road for all vehicles. This
would then become a main road corridor through the middle of the towns sports field and
active transport corridor.



The cost of upgrading the existing road (from Park Rd intersection with Bogong St to Reedy
Cutting Lane) and constructing a new public road at a minimum width of 12m over a length
of approx. 360m would be in excess of a million dollars. This money would be much better
spent on the necessary upgrades to the JJ Connors sports facilities.



It is nice to have landscaped areas and tree canopies but not very practical and limits
the Southern Connectors fit for purpose particularly as it will make the road less safe

with wildlife such as deer, possums, wombats, and kangaroos being obscured and
perhaps even encouraged to these trees leading to carnage on the road.
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
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I am against the commercialization and further degradation of the Snowy Mountains and the Kosciusko National Park. I am a regular user of the
wilderness (camping snow shoeing etc) and see first hand the pressure this precious wilderness area is facing. There is not enough wilderness in
Australia, and particularly this highly sensitive and heavily used area. Much more must be done to preserve and protect this increadibly valuable place.
I am also strongly in favor of culling ALL of the feral pests particularly horses that are doing so much damage.
Jacquie
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please see attached document.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

23 August 2021

Submission into Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) Masterplan and Draft
Amendment to the Kosciuszko Park Plan of Management (PoM).
Overview
Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP).
I have observed the proposals in the SAP with great interest, both as a regular visitor to Jindabyne and the
Kosciusko National Park (KNP), and someone who cares deeply about protecting our fragile alpine
environments.
In summary, I am strongly opposed to the elements of the plan that relate to the Kosciusko National Park and
the proposed amendments to the park Plan of Management (PoM).
I have not had time to view in detail the plans relating to Jindabyne, although in general I am in favor of more
accommodation in Jindabyne – not within the KNP. I note with concern the local residents’ concerns about
lack of affordable housing, and I am concerned about the removal of Jindabyne Caravan Park, which is a low‐
cost, low‐impact accommodation location. The proposal for a southern bypass of Jindabyne and foreshore
developments are laudable, given adequate environmental offsets are provides.

The KNP is not pristine ‐ it is an ongoing conservation rehabilitation effort
The planning materials claim KNP is pristine. How I wish this were so, unfortunately, it is not. KNP has suffered
from decades of degradation. It is still recovering from high country grazing many decades ago, was greatly
impacted by the construction of the Snowy Scheme, construction of large‐scale ski resorts, and now the
construction of Snowy 2.0, and ongoing issues of invasive species.
Alpine environments are fragile, and can be resilient, yet this recovery requires long time periods. Climate
change will make this more difficult. Further development in KNP will preventing recovery and resilience.

Conservation is the aim, not accommodating additional development
Bed Numbers in KNP
The plan begins from a fundamentally flawed premise. It aims to accommodate more development in the
park. The KNP is a National Park. It should not be managed to accommodate development; it must be
managed to conserve ecosystems and provide for low‐impact recreation above all other priorities.
The proposal to increase bed numbers by 60% is absurd. There has been no modelling or detailed planning of
the environmental impacts of this proposal. The Plan of Management should not be amended to
accommodate large numbers of beds without detailed consideration of the impacts.
The Alpine resorts (particularly Perisher and Thredbo) already exceed sewerage discharge limits and quality
standards dozens of times per year during peak season, which is released into local waterways within the KNP.
If anything, there should be less beds allocated within the KNP, not more.
Ski field restoration
The plan seeks to increase year‐round visitation, noting that winter sports are likely to decline as climate
change reduces winter snowfall and season duration.
As the existing ski resort lease areas become less usable for winter sports, they should not be converted to
high‐impact summer sports playgrounds. No additional mountain biking trails should be created within the
KNP. Existing developments at Thredbo should be carefully managed and Perisher should not become another
mountain biking facility. The plan to create additional mountain biking facilities in Jindabyne is a sound
proposal.

As climate change reduces the days and areas that ski fields can be used for winter activities, a plan should
be developed for their restoration and rehabilitation. If resorts will not invest in snowmaking to ensure the
viability of an area as a ski field, their historic use as a ski run should not be used to justify high‐impact summer
developments – instead they must be rehabilitated.
Additional ski terrain for the alpine resorts is difficult to justify given the long‐term climatic trends, and the
ecological destruction this would case. Areas outside the resorts can continue to be accessed by backcountry
skiers, which is significantly growing in popularity.

Camping sites must remain low‐impact and NPWS Managed
Low impact, low‐facility campaign grounds provide a unique remote camping experience in the KNP. They
should be preserved. ‘Glamping’ and lodge proposals are not in keeping with this character and will destroy
the serenity of these experiences.
‐
‐

The proposals for a fishing lodge and ‘glamping’ at Thredbo Ranger Station and/or Ngarigo
Campgrounds are absurd and should be rejected.
There are opportunities to restore and rehabilitate the Island Bend camp ground. Asbestos should be
removed, and the provision of more low‐impact facilities such as toilets and fire pits is reasonable.
Again, the construction of cabins and ‘glamping’ at Island Bend is not in keeping with the surrounding
area and should be rejected. Un‐used areas should be rehabilitated.

These sites must remain as NPWS Sites. They must not be privatized and managed by the private sector as the
Kosciusko Tourist Park at Sawpit creek has been. These sites should remain accessible to all at low or no‐cost.

Unsustainable and Incompatible Tourism Experiences
High‐end visitors are given priority in the SAP. This sentiment is highly objectionable, and against the principals
that National Parks should be open for all to enjoy. Human modifications to the natural environment for
tourism should be limited.
‐

‐

‐

‐

The proposal to artificially heat the Yarrangobilly thermal pool is absurd. As a previous visitor to this
site I enjoyed contrasting the relative heat of our unique hot spring to similar hot springs overseas.
We should not be artificially heating the spring in an attempt to match an overseas experience – we
should be marveling at the unique geographic process as it is. Development of Bath houses around
this sensitive Khast environment and the construction of gas‐powered water heating facilities are not
in keeping with the values and sustainability principals a National Park should model.
Helicopter flights into the resorts are absolutely not in keeping with the scenic values of the park. As
a backcountry user the last thing that is wanted is regular helicopter flights overhead. Comparisons to
existing medical evacuations and NPWS operations are not equivalent, and it was absurd for planning
officials to suggest this during the consultations.
The proposal for an artificial viewing deck at Porcupine Rocks is also not in keeping with preserving
the natural environment as‐is. Natural viewpoints should be retained in as close to natural form as
possible. This development is inappropriate.
Vehicle movements along the Old Kosciusko Road to Rawson Pass is potentially highly destructive to
the alpine flora, and not in keeping with the visitation experience. This proposal should be rejected.

Mass Transit
Where possible, car movements into the park should be limited. The current levels of car movements into the
park the during peak winter season are known to all park users to be highly unsustainable with rampant
congestion and parking issues. The construction of more car parking within the park would be inappropriate
for the environment, except for perhaps at Bullocks Flat where it is done to complement mass‐transit
solutions.
The recent trial of a public bus service from Jindabyne is a significant positive development and is to be
commended. I urge the government and NPWS to consider further additional mass‐transit proposals including
an increase to the capacity of the Ski Tube, and the extension of bus services to Cooma.

Roadkill
The current levels of roadkill within the KNP are tragic reminder of toll human recreation places on this
environment. Current roadkill prevention measures are clearly inadequate for current visitation levels. Any
proposal for increased visitation into the park must include a plan, and increase in funding to provide more
roadkill prevention fencing, underpasses and overpasses at known hot spots ‐ particularly along the Alpine
Way and Kosciusko Road. Roadkill outside the park around Jindabyne is also all too common, and a significant
safety hazard. Mitigation measures should also be included in the development of the southern connector
road and Barry Way developments.

Other Recreation Opportunities
Supporting Safe Backcountry Travel
Low‐impact enjoyment of the backcountry should be promoted in a safe and sustainable way. Backcountry
skiing has surged in popularity in recent years, particularly during COVID. NSW currently lacks any Avalanche
Training Centre (ATC) facility and beacon check station1 at trailheads in the KNP. Common overseas, these
facilities and stations can help prevent backcountry tragedy.
The Mountain Safety Collective, a backcountry user group is currently crowdfunding 2for an ATC in NSW. This
should be facilitated and supported as a part of the SAP.
Beacon Check stations could be installed at common trailheads at Guthega Dam, Dead Horse Gap, Thredbo
Top Station, Perisher and Charlottes Pass.

1
2

See: https://areyoubeeping.org/
See: https://mountainsafetycollective.org/atc‐crowd‐fund
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This national park does not require a special activation precinct. The pristine environment should be protected at all costs
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Keep it natural the beau iful place it is deserves to stay as it is. There has already been to many stuff ups in the past by government can’t see why it
continues to be destroyed and degraded leave the environment alone
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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I object too one of he most unique, special areas in Australia and the world become a overdeveloped broken ecosystem.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Such a beautiful place, and yet you want to disturb this amazing untouched land. You already locked nsw out of at least half of his national park for no
valid reason then you’s have the stupidity to propose some hing like this! Pathe ic
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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Current urban zone is sufficiently sized to support the activities within he region if better utilized. This is a very small and unique area of Australian
Alpine environment which should be left as is, with with no further expiation. If it must be "advanced or expanded" for whatever motivation hen
consider improved access by transport from other hubs which would improved the economy in he feeding towns already in existence.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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The camping spot is great as it is and should not be touched, leave what little we have left in this country alone.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I strongly object Barilaro and his governments plan to destroy and build over one of Australia's most beautiful national parks. We must support and
care for Kosciuszko so future generations can enjoy its bounties as we do today. This land belongs to nature and is to be enjoyed by all in its natural
state, not as some concrete playground for the rich.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please leave the beautiful mountains free for us all. There is already so much of it we can’t access.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Please refer to uploaded PDF.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

OBJECTION TO SMSAP











-

-



-

I object to the SMSAP proposal in the strongest terms for the following reasons which I believe are
damaging and/or represent an unacceptable risk to KNP:
60% increase in on-park accommodation,
Clearing habitat for carparks
Helicopter access into the resorts
Commercial vehicles on walking tracks
Insensitive changes to nationally significant historic sites
Misleadingly describe Kosciuszko National Park as ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’
KNP is under severe stress from climate change, megafires, feral pests, habitat loss, water and
electricity infrastructure and the continuing effects of historic damage from mining, grazing, the
Snowy Mountains Scheme and resorts.
All additional accommodation should be constructed outside Kosciuszko National Park, where it
would create regional economic benefits without damaging the environmental values of the Park.
Perisher Range Resorts Joint Submission to SMSAP Consultation claims to represent 55,000
members of 88 ski clubs - presumably through SLOPES.
Has SLOPES surveyed its 88 member ski clubs for their position regarding SMSAP?
Waste, water supply and sewerage treatment capacity would be pushed beyond capacity:
The Snowy River at Illawong bridge 2Km upstream from Guthega is carrying the treated sewage
from Charlotte Pass (currently 611 beds).
So in its 400Km journey from North Rams Head to the coast at Marlo (near Orbost VIC) the Snowy
River managed to travel just 12Km before
receiving its first dose of treated sewag via Spencers Creek.
It then enjoys another 10Km before receiving the contribution from Perisher Creek from the
Perisher sewage plant at North Perisher just below Barrakee Lodge.
Perisher sewage plant treats effluent from Perisher, Smiggin Holes, Blue Cow and Guthega – (4700
beds).
The total 0f 5300 beds of course does not include day visitors to the resorts!
So the proposal is to increase beds by about 40% to about 7500 (Perisher Range Resorts).
All the treated sewerage of which must be handled by the Snowy River 22Km from its source.
Does it carry enough water at that point to handle that? – water is retained by Guthega Dam
(above Perisher Creek) for Munyang power station – which re-enters the river about 700M below
Perisher Creek
Thredbo sewage plant discharges the treated effluent into the Thredbo River 15Km below its
source.
Thredbo River empties into The Snowy at the Creel just before it becomes Lake Jindabyne.
The environmental envelope is being pushed too far.
What would be the impact of a failure of Perisher sewage plant? - environmentally and on
Jindabyne?
Who/what would benefit from SMSAP? – Jindabyne locals are not convinced it seems.
KNP has taken a hiding over the years:
Drought;
2003 bush fires - including Canberra homes;
2019-20 bushfires – Mt Selwyn resort destroyed;
and now the Longiicorn beetle killing the snow-gums.
SMSAP is not worth the risk.
Jim Holder
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Submission
Please see the attached for my comments on the draft.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Dear Department of Planning, Industry and Environment,
I am writing to comment on Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan 2021.
The proposals as outlined represent a massive increase in development within the area. There are
some elements of the plan to be commended, like the proposed Park‐and‐Ride operations, and the
expanded mountain bike trail network around Jindabyne. However, these are more than
outweighed by a number of unambiguously terrible proposals.
Firstly, and most egregiously, the proposal (outlined on Page 66) to allow helicopter transit flights to
Thredbo, Perisher and Charlottes Pass is terrible. It is impossible for these flights to occur without
significantly impacting other Kosciuszko national Park users. One of the most valuable things about
being in a national park is the natural soundscape, and to escape from the human‐produced noise
that pervades our lives elsewhere. This quietness, however, would be shattered if the proposal
proceeds. The sound footprint of a single helicopter flight covers tens of thousands of hectares, let
alone if the flights were conducted with the regularity necessary to make the service commercially
viable. On that point, were this proposal agreed to, it seems hard to imagine that helicopter
operators wouldn’t then press to make their operations more profitable by pushing to expand their
services to include tourist and/or charter flights of other areas of the national park. What’s more,
commuter helicopter flights, even if relatively frequent (which would destroy the park’s ambience)
make little impact in effectively transporting large amounts of people to the resorts. What, then, is
the real purpose of these flights?
Secondly, Island Bend should not be redeveloped to allow for cabins and glamping and commercial
services (as proposed in Page 120 of the draft). This is a peaceful area, much‐treasured for its
quietness and remoteness, despite being accessible by 2WD vehicles. If this area is developed, this
ambience will be destroyed, and there will be no similarly remote‐but‐accessible camping‐only areas
nearby. If visitors want glamping or camping with hot showers and other facilities, or desire cabins,
surely the better option is to simply expand the operations at Sawpit Creek and the Kosciuszko
Mountain Retreat.
Thirdly, the proposed viewing platform at Porcupine Rocks is out‐of‐place and would constitute an
unnecessary visual impact on the landscape.
Fourthly, Pipers Gap should not be home to a new parking area. Increased use of the Ski Tube, and
future use of the proposed Park‐and‐Ride operations, should be encouraged to make this
development unnecessary and irrelevant.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft,
James McCormack
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a director and member of Waratah Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 60 years. I
strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of
interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please see the PDF Attached
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission
Name: James Moxon
Background: Local Resident
Submission as it relates to: the proposed plan A and B.1 development of East Jindabyne.
. Lack of parking facilities around the new east Jindabyne park item 1 in plan b.1. Once the housing is built the streets will fill cars and won’t be able to
park to access the lake or he park.
. Within the park it would be good to have an oval or ball play area.
. I oppose the development of a commercial facility within he park and as I feel this will create to much traffic with people hat want to use he lake for
recreation and people that want a coffee. As above not adequate parking. Please keep commercial facilities in he one area.
.Provide more walking access to the park and lake from Kunama drive side.
.Is there provisions for foot or bike pa hs as a parent of young children not to have to walk on he road would be good.
Needs to be major upgrades to the access off the main road and alternate route into and out of East Jindabyne. As additional houses and the
proposed commercial facility item 9 in plan b.1will add huge amounts of traffic at the 1 choke point.
It would be good to keep any proposed walkways around the lake far enough away as to not interfere with fishing from the shore line plan b.1 item 11.
As well as not to effect trail users view of the lake.
Lower density housing would suit he area better and would contribute to the existing community of local permanent residents looking to escape the
tourist hotspot of Jindabyne to centre and the resorts.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission
Name: James Moxon
Background: Local Resident
Submission as it relates to: the proposed plan A and B.1 development of East Jindabyne.
. Lack of parking facilities around the new east Jindabyne park item 1 in plan b.1. Once the
housing is built the streets will fill cars and won’t be able to park to access the lake or the
park.
. Within the park it would be good to have an oval or ball play area.
. I oppose the development of a commercial facility within the park and as I feel this will
create to much traffic with people that want to use the lake for recreation and people that
want a coffee. As above not adequate parking. Please keep commercial facilities in the one
area.
.Provide more walking access to the park and lake from Kunama drive side.
.Is there provisions for foot or bike paths as a parent of young children not to have to walk
on the road would be good.
Needs to be major upgrades to the access off the main road and alternate route into and
out of East Jindabyne. As additional houses and the proposed commercial facility item 9 in
plan b.1will add huge amounts of traffic at the 1 choke point.
It would be good to keep any proposed walkways around the lake far enough away as to
not interfere with fishing from the shore line plan b.1 item 11. As well as not to effect trail
users view of the lake.
Lower density housing would suit the area better and would contribute to the existing
community of local permanent residents looking to escape the tourist hotspot of Jindabyne
to centre and the resorts.
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Good morning,
As a seasonal visitor and member of a lodge in Perisher Valley I wanted to provide my perspective as a visitor with a personal interest in the future of
Perisher Valley.
Aspects of he plan I highly support are the plaza development at Perisher and he town centre of Jindabyne. Both would provide a more lively
atmosphere and engaging experience than he current Perisher Centre and Nuggets Crossing precincts. I would encourage the Council and National
Park to reduce red tape on businesses development in those areas - particularly nightlife and apres ski which hasn't been as strong as international
resorts. This, combined with the development of the foreshore and the moving of traffic to he Sou hern Connector Road will provide an atmosphere
that is more competitive with international ski destinations.
My main objec ion to the plan is the continued lack of development of the Perisher precinct into a year-round resort location. Whether his is due to red
tape, planning restric ions, environmental concerns or otherwise, he increasing pace of climate change in the few decades is likely to reduce the
duration of the winter season of the Perisher Valley. With reduced seasons and a lack of planning, his could see the attraction of Perisher Valley
reduce significantly. However, if mountain biking was permitted at Perisher Valley as it is at Thredbo, the flow-on effects for jobs, industry and the retail
sector would be considerable. If there are environmental concerns associated with this - I would ques ion why mountain biking is being considered
adjacent to the Alpine Way. If the only distinction is that one is within a National Park, then it is an arbitrary distinction. Having mountain biking at
Perisher would have a reduced environmental impact as all he required infrastructure is already in place. The elevation of the proposed Gondola
being only 300m above Lake Jindabyne indicates he terrain and views would not be comparable to those from Mount Perisher or Blue Cow.
Transforming Perisher into a year-round resort would also facilitate bush walking and sight seeing. Therefore, I suggest prior to any development of
mountain biking adjacent to the Alpine Way, hat mountain biking be established outside of winter season for Perisher Valley.
Fur her to this main objection, I would like to expand on sugges ions hat flow from establishing Perisher as a year-round resort. Firstly, that Guthega's
plan is very scant on detail beyond the establishment of a campground with basic amenities. Beyond its attraction for winter sports and bushwalking,
this location is an excellent kayaking location with legs from Charlotte's Pass to Guthega Pondage, and Guthega power station to Island Bend. To
further establish Guthega as a location for water sports, better access to kayak insertion and exit points could be established. Addi ionally, a small area
by Guthega Pondage could be cleared and roped off for swimming and paddle boarding. Such activities will increase the appeal of Guthega as a yearround destination, financially supporting the existing lodges and Guthega Inn into he future.
Beyond the scope of this submission should be a consideration for how Blue Cow should be incorporated into this year-round resort. Possibilities
beyond establishing mountain bike tracks could include ziplining or luging.
The Snowy Mountains SAP draft Master Plan is an otherwise excellent plan that neglects the development of he Perisher area in significant ways. To
further improve the plan, consultation with Mountain Biking community groups, the Perisher Ski Resort and business operators should be conducted.
The plan outlining the development of the Perisher Ski Resort areas should be reconsidered with a view for creating a sustainable and internationally
compe itive year-round resort.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
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To whom it may concern,
I am writing in relation to the consultation for the Draft Masterplan and Special Activation Precincts for the Snowy Mountains region
and the Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management for Kosciuszko National Park.
As someone who is passionate about the protection and conservation of Australia’s unique alpine environment and a frequent user
of the park, I find a number of the proposals put forward in the SAP and masterplan exceptionally concerning.
I am a former resident of Jindabyne and have previously spent many seasons in the resort as a professional ski patroller. I have
held government roles on the Australian Alps NRM Reference group. I now take my young family to Kosciuszko in both summer
and winter to encourage them to appreciate Australia’s rare and beautiful alpine landscapes. Whilst growing visitation to the region
is creating pressures on transport and infrastructure, many of the proposals put forward do not address these and appear to be put
forward to appease special interests (such as providing for privileged access to one resort owner to drive commercial vehicles on
the main range for private profit).
I strongly oppose the proposals for a number of the intensive developments proposed for the alpine zones. Many of the
1

developments flagged are not required, are not ecologically sound and will adversely impact the environmental, heritage and public
amenity values of the park.
I strongly oppose proposals in the new Alpine SEPP / Plan of Management, including:
-the development of Island Bend for cabins and/or ‘glamping’ infrastructure;
-the significant increase in bed capacity in the perisher precinct, when the majority of the village sits well below capacity outside of
ski season;
-proposal to allow any commercial motorised vehicles on the main range, including the Summit Trail, in either summer or winter;
- private (non-emergency/management) helicopter flights for the resorts;
- construction of any kind, including of a viewing platform, on or at Porcupine Rocks; and
For the Yarrangobilly Precinct, the proposal to artificially heat the water in the pool.
Lastly, as you would be aware, Kosciuszko National Park forms part of the Australian Alps National Parks National Heritage Place,
which is protected by federal law. Any intensive development within the park will require federal approval under the Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. There is no contemplation of the impacts of the masterplan on nationally
significant environmental matters, including nationally threatened species and the listed heritage values of the park.
Regards,
James Trezise
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission for he Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct and the amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management.
To whom it may concern,
I wish to make a submission regarding the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct and the amendment to he Kosciuszko National Park Plan of
Management. Although I am a resident of Victoria, pre-covid I have spent a substantial amount of time exploring the KNP and enjoying the wonderous
sights, as well as the beautiful flora and fauna.
I am deeply concerned about the impact of the development that is being proposed by the New South Wales State Government.
Firs ly, within the masterplan provided by he State, the KNP is discussed/described as a “pristine” and “environmentally resilient” environment. I find
this description to be very misleading, as the park has been suffering extensive scars over many years, including:
• The increasing impacts of anthropogenic climate change, including the most extensive wildfires in recorded history.
• Continued destruction of the delicate soils and microbioms due to the presence of feral brumbies, protected by the Deputy Premier’s legislative
intervention.
• The un-rehabilitated damage previously caused by former Snowy Hydro construc ion.
• Continued environmental damaged caused by current accommodation and resorts.
• Large scale vegetation clearance from the Snowy 2 project.
The KNP is already under stress from tourist visitation and the development that has come from this. The KNP is one of the most visited na ional parks
within the state and already contains close to 10,000 beds for overnight visitors. All these visitors require the area to be equipped with basic services
such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road and pavement maintenance, electricity and water access. These services are very hard to
implement as is in an sustainable manner within an Alpine environment and thus the area has already suffered due to their previous implementation.
Fur her development would require an expansion of these services and cause further environmental harm to the area.
Secondly, National Parks should be used for conservation and very low impact recreation. National Parks within the state of New South Wales are
gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. The master plan and POM provided by the New
South Wales Government appears to treat the KNP as land which is primed for higher economic and commercial purpose. I believe that recreational
and commercial ac ivities can be appropriate within National Parks, but only where they are in line with he core objec ives of the National Park
systems, namely conservation and preservation. The masterplan and POM put forth do not align with these core objectives and would intensify the
pre-existing stresses from visitation that are being put on the park. This intense development would fail our obligations as a state and nation to protect
our areas hat are placed under National Park status.
Thirdly, the documents provided by he State aim to overturn the planning system for National Parks. Instead of the POM determining the limits of
potential developments after comprehensive analysis of the values and hreats of a specific park, the current process is geared towards increasing
commercial access and development within the KNP. The POM has been downgraded to a mere enabling document for the overall masterplan. It
proposes that the environmental values of he KNP would be protected by future assessments under he Environmental Assessment and Planning Act
(EP&A Act). Such a legislative approach subverts the role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual
developments and are NOT designed for the overall strategic management of he wider ecosystem processes, conservation of flora and fauna and
overall heritage values of an entire National Park. I believe the master plan and the EP&A Act should not be used to protect the KNP – that is first and
foremost the role of the POM. The POM hat has been provided by he State should include a comprehensive assessment of the capacity of the park

to handle and sustain the proposed developments. It does not in its current form and should be withdrawn and these issues assessed in an amended
POM. These two plans would essentially transfer a large proportion of the responsibility for the development of the KNP from the National Parks and
Wildlife Service to he Department of Planning and the Deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. Such a transfer of power to a larger and more
generalised department is unacceptable, especially as it concerns a highly significant natural area.
Fourthly, the current POM for the KNP protects the values of the park by constraining commercial and recreational ventures within environmentally
sustainable limits. This is currently achieved by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000. The proposed masterplan and POM would
allow he number of beds to drama ically increase by approximately 60%. This would mean all services associated with visitors such as sewerage
treatment, waste management and parking would need to be increased to support this increase. Currently, there has been no environmental
assessment of the potential environmental implica ions of this increase. The only rationale that has been provided is commercially minded, namely
“there is a demand for additional accommodation”.
Additionally, the majority of current accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is already an immense surplus of accommodation for at least
9 months of the year, so essentially the new development only aims to service the visitation at the peak of the recreational snow season. Current
climatic forecasts put the future of the NSW snowfields as bleak. Wi h rising temperatures due to anthropogenic climate change already pushing snow
lines above the posi ion of current dwellings. The increasing cost of compensating for reduced snow fall by utilizing artificial snow are making the snow
season increasing uneconomical. The most optimistic modelling projects he end of the recreational snow sports era within the next two decades.
These proposals are potentially causing immense and irreversible environmental damage to increase the capacity of a dying industry. The proposed
new resorts are distributed across a significant area of the KNP and in order to execute these plans large areas of fragile, native vegetation will need to
be cleared. A central objective of the previous park management plans has been to reduce or limit the further loss of natural habitat by confining any
new development to already established areas. The proposed development areas are located in high biodiverse areas, which require careful
management to protect rare species and ecosystems.
Fifthly, these development plans propose major changes within the Yarrangobilly caves area. The karst caves system at Yarrangobilly is of National
and International significance. Karst areas are highly sensitive to human disturbance and need careful and planned management. Several of the
proposed changes including increased tourist numbers hrough these areas show little care or apprecia ion for the sensitivity of these areas.
Fur hermore, the plans to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs are deeply disturbing. The current waters around Yarrangobilly
are much too cold to utilise for he purposes of bath houses. This means that in order to construct functional bath houses at he site, large scale gas
heaters will be required. Such high emission infrastructure is counter to he environmental and community values of the area.
Lastly, both documents provided by he State include provisions to increase the volume of car parking in the resort precincts. If installed this addi ional
parking will join other infrastructure such as increased accommodation dwellings as unnecessary and unprofitable assets as the snow cover in the
area declines over the coming decades. Within the short term, the expansion of carparking has many potential adverse impacts, such as the removal
of more native vegetation that many rare native species call home.
When the NSW government is questioned about potential development within the KNP is generally responds saying that the park is immensely large
and the proposed development will only impact a small slither of the area. Such an argument is ill founded as many of the already threatened
ecological areas and species wi hin the KNP have restricted ranges and cannot simply get up and move. The total size of he park is an irrelevant
factor, the issue is that the park as a whole is a fragile area and any large-scale development will cause significant impacts to the environmental
integrity.
Recently the Commonwealth Government announced it has joined the international alliance “The High Ambition Coali ion”. This collective aims to halt
the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our lands and sea within conservation reserves. The current protected network within the State of NSW is
a poor 9% of the state. The state is nowhere close to he required 30% target and the current goal of preservation will be very much undermined if
existing conservation reserves such as KNP are not protected from further land clearance from commercial development that only has commercial
goals.
Currently the masterplan and POM do not assist in the protection of the KNP and instead endanger it. At a time where we should be aiming to increase
our ambi ions towards natural area protection he NSW government is proposing to further reduce the health and future value of one of our most
treasured natural assets. Please reconsider the proposed plans and take into consideration the points made by citizens such as myself and o her
community groups who hold the health of the park dear.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission for the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct and the amendment to the
Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management.

To whom it may concern,
I wish to make a submission regarding the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct and the
amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management. Although I am a resident of
Victoria, pre‐covid I have spent a substantial amount of time exploring the KNP and enjoying the
wonderous sights, as well as the beautiful flora and fauna.
I am deeply concerned about the impact of the development that is being proposed by the New
South Wales State Government.
Firstly, within the masterplan provided by the State, the KNP is discussed/described as a “pristine”
and “environmentally resilient” environment. I find this description to be very misleading, as the
park has been suffering extensive scars over many years, including:






The increasing impacts of anthropogenic climate change, including the most extensive
wildfires in recorded history.
Continued destruction of the delicate soils and microbioms due to the presence of feral
brumbies, protected by the Deputy Premier’s legislative intervention.
The un‐rehabilitated damage previously caused by former Snowy Hydro construction.
Continued environmental damaged caused by current accommodation and resorts.
Large scale vegetation clearance from the Snowy 2 project.

The KNP is already under stress from tourist visitation and the development that has come from this.
The KNP is one of the most visited national parks within the state and already contains close to
10,000 beds for overnight visitors. All these visitors require the area to be equipped with basic
services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road and pavement maintenance, electricity
and water access. These services are very hard to implement as is in an sustainable manner within
an Alpine environment and thus the area has already suffered due to their previous implementation.
Further development would require an expansion of these services and cause further environmental
harm to the area.
Secondly, National Parks should be used for conservation and very low impact recreation. National
Parks within the state of New South Wales are gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes,
ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. The master plan and POM provided by the New
South Wales Government appears to treat the KNP as land which is primed for higher economic and
commercial purpose. I believe that recreational and commercial activities can be appropriate within
National Parks, but only where they are in line with the core objectives of the National Park systems,
namely conservation and preservation. The masterplan and POM put forth do not align with these
core objectives and would intensify the pre‐existing stresses from visitation that are being put on the
park. This intense development would fail our obligations as a state and nation to protect our areas
that are placed under National Park status.
Thirdly, the documents provided by the State aim to overturn the planning system for National
Parks. Instead of the POM determining the limits of potential developments after comprehensive
analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is geared towards increasing
commercial access and development within the KNP. The POM has been downgraded to a mere
enabling document for the overall masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of the KNP

would be protected by future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act
(EP&A Act). Such a legislative approach subverts the role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are
designed for the assessment of individual developments and are NOT designed for the overall
strategic management of the wider ecosystem processes, conservation of flora and fauna and
overall heritage values of an entire National Park. I believe the master plan and the EP&A Act should
not be used to protect the KNP – that is first and foremost the role of the POM. The POM that has
been provided by the State should include a comprehensive assessment of the capacity of the park
to handle and sustain the proposed developments. It does not in its current form and should be
withdrawn and these issues assessed in an amended POM. These two plans would essentially
transfer a large proportion of the responsibility for the development of the KNP from the National
Parks and Wildlife Service to the Department of Planning and the Deputy Premier’s Department for
Regional NSW. Such a transfer of power to a larger and more generalised department is
unacceptable, especially as it concerns a highly significant natural area.
Fourthly, the current POM for the KNP protects the values of the park by constraining commercial
and recreational ventures within environmentally sustainable limits. This is currently achieved by
limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000. The proposed masterplan and POM
would allow the number of beds to dramatically increase by approximately 60%. This would mean all
services associated with visitors such as sewerage treatment, waste management and parking would
need to be increased to support this increase. Currently, there has been no environmental
assessment of the potential environmental implications of this increase. The only rationale that has
been provided is commercially minded, namely “there is a demand for additional accommodation”.
Additionally, the majority of current accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is already
an immense surplus of accommodation for at least 9 months of the year, so essentially the new
development only aims to service the visitation at the peak of the recreational snow season. Current
climatic forecasts put the future of the NSW snowfields as bleak. With rising temperatures due to
anthropogenic climate change already pushing snow lines above the position of current dwellings.
The increasing cost of compensating for reduced snow fall by utilizing artificial snow are making the
snow season increasing uneconomical. The most optimistic modelling projects the end of the
recreational snow sports era within the next two decades. These proposals are potentially causing
immense and irreversible environmental damage to increase the capacity of a dying industry. The
proposed new resorts are distributed across a significant area of the KNP and in order to execute
these plans large areas of fragile, native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central objective of the
previous park management plans has been to reduce or limit the further loss of natural habitat by
confining any new development to already established areas. The proposed development areas are
located in high biodiverse areas, which require careful management to protect rare species and
ecosystems.
Fifthly, these development plans propose major changes within the Yarrangobilly caves area. The
karst caves system at Yarrangobilly is of National and International significance. Karst areas are
highly sensitive to human disturbance and need careful and planned management. Several of the
proposed changes including increased tourist numbers through these areas show little care or
appreciation for the sensitivity of these areas. Furthermore, the plans to construct a series of bath
houses around the existing springs are deeply disturbing. The current waters around Yarrangobilly
are much too cold to utilise for the purposes of bath houses. This means that in order to construct
functional bath houses at the site, large scale gas heaters will be required. Such high emission
infrastructure is counter to the environmental and community values of the area.

Lastly, both documents provided by the State include provisions to increase the volume of car
parking in the resort precincts. If installed this additional parking will join other infrastructure such
as increased accommodation dwellings as unnecessary and unprofitable assets as the snow cover in
the area declines over the coming decades. Within the short term, the expansion of carparking has
many potential adverse impacts, such as the removal of more native vegetation that many rare
native species call home.
When the NSW government is questioned about potential development within the KNP is generally
responds saying that the park is immensely large and the proposed development will only impact a
small slither of the area. Such an argument is ill founded as many of the already threatened
ecological areas and species within the KNP have restricted ranges and cannot simply get up and
move. The total size of the park is an irrelevant factor, the issue is that the park as a whole is a fragile
area and any large‐scale development will cause significant impacts to the environmental integrity.
Recently the Commonwealth Government announced it has joined the international alliance “The
High Ambition Coalition”. This collective aims to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our
lands and sea within conservation reserves. The current protected network within the State of NSW
is a poor 9% of the state. The state is nowhere close to the required 30% target and the current goal
of preservation will be very much undermined if existing conservation reserves such as KNP are not
protected from further land clearance from commercial development that only has commercial
goals.
Currently the masterplan and POM do not assist in the protection of the KNP and instead endanger
it. At a time where we should be aiming to increase our ambitions towards natural area protection
the NSW government is proposing to further reduce the health and future value of one of our most
treasured natural assets. Please reconsider the proposed plans and take into consideration the
points made by citizens such as myself and other community groups who hold the health of the park
dear.
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Submission on proposed new master plan for Kosciuszko National Park

Dear Minister
I wish to strongly object to the proposed new master plan for Kosciuszko National Park Plan.
This is because, contrary to claims made about its resilience, this park is a highly vulnerable
environment, recently devasted and made even more vulnerable by the bushfires of 2019‐
20. It would be shockingly irresponsible for the new Master Plan, including large‐scale
commercial expansion, to proceed for the following reasons.
The introduction to the masterplan claiming that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and
‘environmentally resilient comes close to fantasy. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer,
more environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that
damage include:
 historic clearing, grazing and mining;
 the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most
intense wildfires in recorded history;
 destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the Deputy Premier’s
legislation protecting feral horses;
 un‐rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
 historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
 massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2.0 project; and
 unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is already under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development
and use. It is certainly one the most heavily visited national parks in NSW and contains far
more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds.
All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road
maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting,
and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental
damage. KNP cannot sustain any further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan. Instead, it needs better protection.
National Park not theme park
National Parks are gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their
natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in
national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation. The new Masterplan would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP,
putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal, national and
international obligations to protect national parks.
Proper processes subverted
The documents exhibited for this proposal overturn the planning hierarchy for national
parks. Instead of the Plan of Management (POM) defining the limits of future development
and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current
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process flips this in order to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities
within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that
the environmental values of KNP would be protected by future assessments under the
Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act). This approach subverts the
statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of
individual developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes,
conservation and heritage values of a national park. The Masterplan and EP&A Act are the
wrong tools to protect KNP: that is the role of the POM. The exhibited POM amendment
should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments. It does not. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a
revised POM.
Even more concerning is that the two plans would effectively transfer much of the
responsibility for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife Service to
the Department of Planning and the Deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is
unacceptable for such a highly sensitive, extremely significant protected area, and will lead
to inappropriate and destructive decisions.
Vital protections sacrificed for threatened resort operations
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and
recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits. This is achieved in large
part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000. The Masterplan and
POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 60%. All associated services,
from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking,
would also need to be enlarged to support this increase. However, there is no assessment of
the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds.
The only justification provided is that there is a demand for additional accommodation and
utility year‐round, but the vast majority of the existing accommodation in KNP is vacant for
most of the year – there is a large surplus of accommodation for at least 9 months per year.
In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of
the snow season.
And the future of the snowfields is grave. Rising temperatures are already pushing the
natural snowline above the current resorts. The escalating costs and excessive water and
power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic.
Optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades, however if
current inaction on the causes of global warming by governments (especially the Australian
government) continue, a single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the
infrastructure and services to support those beds, would only be required for a maximum of
two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict so much
damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be
managed for the long term, not for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
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The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large
areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central objective of previous
management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high
biodiversity value and require careful management – not high‐impact development – to
ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
The Masterplan actually prioritises ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP.
Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their clients on the Summit
Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely detract
from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
Unsustainable, costly and inappropriate Yarrangobilly plan
The master plan proposes major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst
system at Yarrangobilly is of national and international significance. Karst environments are
highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant
values. Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or
appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
Moreover, a Disney‐like proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing
springs. These would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located
around hot thermal springs. It is self‐evident that such structures are not part of the
heritage of Yarrangobilly and represent shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose
raising the water temperature using large‐scale gas heaters. National parks must model
sustainability principles, and installing a high emissions facility in a national park setting is
entirely at odds with community expectations.
Infrastructure and transport impacts
The master plan proposals make provision for increases in car parking in the resort
precincts. Additional parking will join additional accommodation as an unnecessary
‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short
term. One is that the potential sites for expanded carparks have significant conservation
values, particularly for threatened species and ecological communities.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces encourages a private
transport model that Australians are abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks
must promote environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands
better mass transport.
Conclusion
The argument that KNP is very large and that development proposals only impact on a small
percentage of the park is highly misleading: many of the threatened ecological communities
and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few
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hundred hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant; the issue is the significance
of impact in the particular areas proposed for development.
The Commonwealth recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance
‘the high ambition coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt
the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves. The
protected area network in NSW protects barely 9% of the state. That aim will be fatally
undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land
clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses. The Masterplan does
nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endangers the conservation values of
the park for all future generations.
We submit that the new Master Plan proposals must not proceed. As long term and regular
visitors to KNP (including as skiers), we have seen increased damage to the Park
environment by Snowy 2.0 and recently by the devastating bushfires, from which so much
of the Park is still recovering. There must not be further damage, especially avoidable
damage from our own hands, that could bring the Park’s environmental values to a tipping
point.

Dr James Vicars

.
20 August 2021
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission
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First name
Jamie
Last name
Drew
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No
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Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Parks are not for development. That is clear and it should be so.
Places that are accessible to the public should not be closed off for private business.
Australians deserve some protections to stay as protections for the future and to enjoy nature.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please don't follow your short sighted forebears and overdevelop a natural area like he KNP. If history has taught anyone anything it is that once you
increase he ease of access to an area of nature it soon becomes unrecognisable for the natural beauty hat you were trying to showcase in the first
place.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 12:39:07 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 12:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jamie
Last name
Mulcahy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Fur her to my last comment: Given control over something like this to a department run by John Barilaro is like given your 5 YO children the car keys
and expecting them not ruin it. For heavens sake the man is incoherent and ill-informed about the natural world.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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National parks act 1974 Sect (2A) (1) (a) & (b)
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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knp-master-plan-submission pdf

Submission
Please find my letter of objection attached to this submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION ON SNOWY MOUNTAINS DRAFT MASTER PLAN

Kosciuszko National Park is not ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’. This statement is
not accepted. KNP has suffered environmental damage over many years through historic
clearing and grazing and intense wildfire damage including the recent Black Summer
bushfires.
Feral horses roaming over large tracts of the park are doing extensive damage and they
are not being controlled. The impact of the resorts already existing in the snow fields
when the season is in full swing is already causing concern over the environment.
KNP is one of the most heavily visited parks in NSW and already contains far more
accommodation than any other of the parks throughout the state. All visitors need basic
services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and
water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably
sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental damage.
clearing, grazing and mining.
I believe that the increase in facilities for tourists and visitors that is being sought through
this Masterplan can be provided outside of the park in and around the Jindabyne area.
This development outside of the park can provide employment and business opportunities
which then do not impact on the sensitive environment of the high country.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage
through the inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan and POM.

Your sincerely
Jan Lynch

Talia Walker
From:
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National Park is a unique environment and it needs to be preserved for future generations. The proposed development
of this area will affect the delicate natural balance which is already under threat from wild horses, bush fires and climate change. It
need to be protected not developed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
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National Parks are treasured by Australians for their naturalness. Their purpose is to conserve Australia’s unique biodiversity and this can only be
achieved by minimal human interference in hese areas. Kosciusko National Park is already overdeveloped in terms of conservation, with ski resorts,
large car parks, dams, powerstations, high-voltage powerlines, roads and horseriding trails causing a reduction in natural values.
I have been a frequent visitor to Kosci since 1958, and have seen the naturalness of the Park degrade over this time, more rapidly in the last decade
or so, particularly wi h the increase in feral species, and poorer water quality in the streams and rivers.
Examples of this are:
1. huge increase in feral horses which are destroying the once beautiful mountain streams and wildflower meadows
2. fewer na ive animals observed, and more ferals observed when visiting the Park - I now frequently see horses, dogs, pigs and deer, and fewer
kangaroos and wombats than I used to see in the earlier decades.
3. turbid water in the streams and rivers. In earlier times I could safely drink the waters in he Snowy Mountains, but not now. It must be boiled. The
waters are no longer sparkling and clear, the sphagnum moss bogs are trashed, and I now find the rocks in the upper Snowy River a shade of green
that wasn’t there before, a result of sewage and stormwater from ski resorts.
Climate Change is having a huge impact on the Park with increasing bushfires destroying the beau iful very old snow gums, along with increased
dieback from an imbalance of native insects.
Kosciusko NP is under so many pressures that further development will only add to its fur her downslide in biodiversity values.
Many years ago I was privileged to see a Corroboree Frog in KNP: my grandchildren should be allowed to anticipate this special joy, but unless the
degrading pressures on the Park are reduced rather than increased then that experience will likely be denied to them.
It is important hat Australians are educated about their truly unique natural environment. This can be achieved by increasing awareness through
sensitive visita ion. By improving facilities outside the Park, not in it, the natural wonders and feelings of the Snowy can be better appreciated with
appropriate interpretive experiences of guided bushwalks and other activities.
Special Activa ion Precincts must not be allowed in Na ional Parks which represent such a small fraction of the natural wonders of Australia and need
more protection, not more development. Every extra bit of development leads to further destruction: 'death by a thousand cuts'. To increase economic
advantage in areas which derive that benefit from visitation to a National Park, improve the facili ies in the surrounding local communities.
Please increase resources for the management of the natural values of KNP to remove feral species, manage endangered species, dieback, fire
management (consult with Aboriginal custodians), and improve interpretive education.
Protecting and better managing the Park's inherent values will mean it can better withstand into the future, the pressures it already faces. It will
therefore be healthier and better able to remain a drawcard for visitors.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 3:19:37 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jane
Last name
Judd
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Submission
I wish to object to the proposals for the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct that will have an associated requirement for amendments to the
Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management (KNP PoM).
The SAP as such should be restricted to private land and the current KNP PoM requirements should continue as they are at present.
When NPs are established under he National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 their primary object is the conserva ion of nature including habitats,
biological diversity, landforms and landscapes. KNP was established under these principles and should continue to be managed for this.
Already KNP shows much degradation under past usage - historic clearing and grazing, mining impacts and development associated wi h the original
Snowy Scheme. Currently the protection of feral horses in the Park is causing massive impacts on peat bogs and the associated species such as the
Corroboree Frog. Snowy 2 and the transmission lines will cause further degradation. It is clear that KNP needs more not less protec ion and should
remain under the responsibility of the Environment Minister.
If the amendments to the PoM go ahead, he planned increase in visitation will expose the Park to more problems – provision of adequate water
supplies, management of wastes (water, sewage, rubbish), increased power requirements. The lack of provision for public transport access will lead to
increased car parking arrangements.
Such developments as proposed should not be on public land such as Na ional Parks but are better suited to already developed sites such as
Jindabyne where the economic benefits can flow to the community.
The increase in the provision of private tours into otherwise more restricted areas will allow privileged access only to those who can afford it ie he
already entitled. This is public land, a public good, and as such should be equally available to all.
Land set aside for conservation is constantly eyed off by business people who see it as a blank slate for money making. In my own area,
, in
just the last 20 years, here have been proposals for a charcoal plant for silicon manufacture, for increased timber harvesting, and for coal seam gas
extraction. This is just the latest in a long line of such bright ideas. Conserva ion land has intrinsic value and must be preserved. After all it is
increasingly disappearing world wide.
Jane Judd

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the SAP because I have listened to scientists, just as I do regarding the pandemic. The snowy mountains national park
is a delicate ecosystem that cannot support the proposed changes and in need right now of rehabilitation.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a mmember of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of associa ion wi h Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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Over the last SIXTY years I have ski-ed in Perisher Valley, Guthega, Smiggins Holes and Charlottes Pass. I have cross-country
ski-ed in the valleys between Charlottes Pass and Mount Kosciusko itself.
I have bush walked those same valleys in the summer.
The Kosciusko National Park is exactly that ....... a park. It is one of the diminishing areas around the world where people can
experience silence, solitude and the beauty of nature.
The proposals are OBSCENE.
Again we hear the tired old mantra of 'jobs' as though 'jobs' are the only thing that matter.
Whatever number of people might be employed on those 'jobs', the government should employ that number of people not to
destroy the park but to help look after it.
I TOTALLY object to the proposals and there is no way I will vote for any politician who allows the proposals to become reality.
Jane Stevenson
.
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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Regarding the Snowy Mountains Special Activation , East Jindabyne Alternative Structure Plan Option, July 2021 I would like to make the following
proposal to the Area known as 4B.
- Include an area for medium and or strata development near the commercial hub.
- An addition of an enclosed Dog Park off the proposed creek footpath with adjoining footpa hs from the medium density and strata developments.
- The inclusion of an all abilities children's playground wi h parking facilities entering from Jerrara Dr. Footpaths to be included looping around to the
proposed creek path.
These addi ional community facilities of a playground and dog park will create an appealing area for families and single occupiers looking for more
affordable housing while bringing the benefits of outdoor facilities not available in strata or medium density housing.
Thank you for your consideration.
Janet Brown

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Regarding East Jindabyne Alternative Structure Plan Op ion dated July 2021, I would like to make a few suggestions to improve the plan.
1. The plan needs to INCLUDE an upgrade to the intersection of Kosciuszko Rd and Jerrara Drive as in increase in residential and commercial areas
is only going to increase traffic. I would suggest a round-about to slow traffic down. This would enable a safer transition into traffic on Kosciuszko Rd.
In addi ion the Kunama Dr and Jerrara Drive intersection needs upgrading. Currently there is no lighting at this intersection and this needs to be
installed.
This area also needs a footpath for foot traffic from Kosciuszko Rd to join with the existing footpath on Jerrara Drive. This will allow for safer transition
of anyone travelling on foot who currently have to share the road. This footpath will bring customers to the commercial hub proposed for the corner of
Kosciuszko Rd and Jerrara Dr.
In addi ion there needs to be a footpath installed from Kosciuszko Rd into Kunama Drive to bring foot passengers into the commercial hub from the
Alpine Sands area of East Jindabyne. There needs to be a pedestrian crossing
installed to allow safe passage from Kunama Drive across Jerrara Dr to he new commercial hub.
Thank you, for your consideration.
Janet Brown
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
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Regarding the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct, East Jindabyne Alternative Structure Plan Option, July 2021 area known as 4A.
I would like to make the following changes to the proposed area labelled as 4A.
I believe this whole area needs a rethink as the current proposal is an over development of he area. We don't need an increase in housing on this
area and especially short term residential housing. What we do need is to preserve his environment and to continue using this area as a recreational
area which is how it is currently used by the residents.
What we could do is include larger housing lots along Jerrara Drive with access from the rear to reduce traffic directly onto Jerrara. This housing
should also continue around onto Old Kosciuszko Rd.
A dedicated residen ial area for a re irement village/assisted living for over 60's on this flat area of the peninsula is also required.
I do NOT want this proposed tourist and 2-3 storey development of the peninsula as submitted in the SAP Plan A or Plan B.
I DO want included walking trails and bike paths linking the trails to Rushes Bay and Tyrolean village. This area should include a sporting oval as we
currently have clashes with space on our current Jindabyne oval. I would also like to see he addition of a croquet lawn and tennis court which would
benefit the re irement village and the wider community.
In addi ion I would like to see a community meeting space to support these facilities ie. a hall for sporting and non sporting local mee ings. In addition
rooms for storing sports equipment ie. croquet mallets etc.
I would also like to see a playground, coin operated bar-b-ques and open space to further support this community mee ing place enabling the
community to ga her for informal gatherings ie. birthday parties. Parking for those attending needs to be included.
What is also required at the end of Old Kosciuszko Rd is parking for those coming to use he recreation facilities, walking trails etc and a dedicated
toilet block. A boat ramp needs to be built for access to the lake wi h a jetty for visiting boats and fisher folk.
I also support a Cafe/Bar/Restaurant at the end of Old Kosciuszko Rd to provide year round facilities to those using these recreational facilities. This
would also benefit the local community to have a gathering space in the evening for food and entertainment.
I believe the remaining area should be parkland even creating a Botanical Garden on the elevated ridge of the peninsular. This would be of benefit to
the areas flora and fauna and an educational and year round tourist facility. This would then preserve views for the existing residents and provide a
haven for local wildlife and the human residents.
We also require an upgrade of the intersection with Old Kosciuszko Rd and Jerrara Drive. Improvements in his area will see an increase in foot traffic,
bikes and vehicles, thus a shared bike and footpath needs to be added along Old Kosciuszko Rd.
Thank you for your consideration of my proposals.
Janet Brown

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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see attached file
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SUBMISSION TO SNOWY SAP Janet Mackay
I am writing this submission as a 30 year Snowy Mountains resident that also runs a tourism
planning business from Jindabyne.
Overall SAP concept and content‐ I am totally supportive of the SAP intent and guiding principles
and believe aspiring for Jindabyne to be a sustainable year round visitor economy is both desirable
and achievable.
The vision in the master plan does not reflect what we are seeking to achieve, what it might look
like, or what we are aspiring to.
In terms of strategic elements within the draft master plan:
Access – agree with the concept of the Southern connector and believe it will assist traffic
congestion IFF people choose to take it, IFF the intersection with Kosciuszko Road is well planned
and managed, and IFF the management of the Kosciuszko road changes are also well planned.
In relation to the Kosciuszko road changes, whilst the concept of better connectivity between the
town and the foreshore is a key to greater year round activation of the lake, significant change will
be required to discourage people from driving through or into town via the Kosciuszko Road given
many of the services, attractions and accommodation they will be seeking will be best accessed this
way . Issues that can be foreseen include




slow traffic (by design and by chance) with people ‘dawdling’ through town or others
seeking to avoid the ‘dawdlers’ via residential streets
pedestrians crossing the road (zebra crossings or pedestrian lights) causing more congestion
and slower travel through
people seeking parking along roadside impacting travel through

Pedestrian bridges over the road would enhance the opportunity. Phasing in any redesign of
Kosciuszko Road to ascertain impacts is critical.
The draft master plan does not appear to provide extensive parking opportunities and yet this will
be essential to year round visitation. Whilst the concept of a pedestrian and cycle friendly town is
great, this does not preclude the importance of parking for people to a) access shops b) access the
foreshore with lots of equipment etc or c) visit attractions round town
Park and ride and access to resorts ‐ I am supportive of implementing park and ride for access to
resorts, but to make it attractive it will need to be fast, cost effective and easy to access. In reality,
the buses will be slowed down as much as cars on bad weather days. It will be critical that people
can easily access the service from their home rather than having to drive to park for the bus. Walking
for example, form Gippsland Street downhill to a bus stop will not be attractive as the walk back up
the hill with gear at the end of the day will be a detractor.
The foreshore park is a fantastic initiative and will be a significant attraction for the region. However
concerns include




Inadequate parking to enable people to access different parts of the foreshore
The concept of a beach is great but this needs to be large to accommodate increasing
numbers of visitors
There needs to be additional sites/ramp areas for boat access




Need to be areas appropriate to people having their cars nearby on the foreshore for day
access for water skiing, SUPing etc
The commercial activation precinct replacing the caravan park needs to be low key/low
height…the lake foreshore is not the place for multi storey buildings

I fully support new initiatives including



The eco accommodation/conference facilities etc on the foreshore beyond Curiosity Rocks
The mountain bike and adventure park where proposed

In terms of the Snowy Heritage Centre (noting I was involved in the feasibility study for this
attraction),






It must be located in a setting with an excellent view and the potential for an architect
designed facility that houses a contemporary, high tech visitor experience. Its success is
contingent on this. This will allow for an attraction in its own right for which an entry fee can
be charged, people will travel to visit etc (eg Titanic exhibition in Belfast, ANZAC Centre in
Albany)
Designed, built and managed as conceived, it WILL be a demand driver for new markets to
Jindabyne year round.
Dumbed down, established in a pre‐existing building such as the NPWS, or designed as a
‘museum’ rather than a vibrant visitor experience centre, its success cannot be guaranteed.
Co‐locating a new architect designed inspiring facility with the MTB park is a very strong
option, and would enable each to leverage off the other. A signature restaurant for
Jindabyne, and/or a daytime cafe could all be part of the broader site and setting. Parking
could be shared. Partners of riders could spend time in the Centre

I do not believe enough new experiences have been identified to achieve the long term vision of a
year round tourism destination
There need to be more opportunities for inside/wet weather experiences/attractions
The in‐park activities will not make a huge difference –






Porcupine Rocks is one addition but not everyone will be prepared to walk the 5kms to a
lookout
Charlotte Pass turning circle needs to become an iconic and must do visitor experience– a
pedestrian plaza with inspirational architecture and lookouts to Australia’s highest mountain
The Thredbo Ranger station site has potential – but rather than the planners determining
what it should be used for, why not put this out to expression of interest for a visionary eco
opportunity by the private sector
Sawpit Creek and Waste Point/Creel Bay accommodation‐ likewise, put this out to
Expression of Interest for commercial operators with vision for improved and innovative
experiences.

Janet Mackay
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
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Pretty much what my wife said...
The Snowy Mountain SAP contains some great ideas to enable a planned expansion and year round tourism for our area. However I have concern
over 2 points and believe one issue has been completely neglected.
Firs ly, any additional development on the 'Western Lake Jindabyne' area I believe is a mistake. The view from town & east jindabyne towards he
western foreshore is iconic, at most there should only be trails and revegetation. There is plenty of space for development elsewhere that won't impact
this iconic vista.
Secondly, allowing buses and hen potentially public vehicles to operate through the Sports field (dissecting the two existing fields) would generate
considerable issues. It defies logic to open this up and would be quite frankly unacceptable in terms of safety. Any community member that uses the
sporting fields or even the pathways to travel from Gipplsand St, Reedy Cutting Rd, etc into town through he fields would recognise hat increasing
vehicular thoroughfare through here is a recipe for disaster. I can't imagine this proposed route would save that much ime to merit the inherit safety
risks.
Finally, he pet industry in Australia is a $13 billion industry and only growing. Jindabyne is an incredibly dog friendly town despite being at the foot of a
national park. Taking into account growing town numbers and hence dog owners plus the amount of people that now choose to travel with their dog,
there will need to be more dog friendly off leash areas - perhaps a lake trail or similar would be attractive to the emerging 'pet tourism' sector.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
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The draft master plan has addressed 99% of issues which I would have wished addressed.
The main issue that I wish to highlight is mentioned on page 69 of the draft master plan;
"Whether the development will provide affordable and/or seasonal worker accommodation"
Housing availability and affordability needs to be addressed before any of the proposed development can take place. The housing
situation in the Snowies is DIRE. Long term local residents are being forced to leave the area due to a lack of housing. The resorts
need to provide seasonal worker accommodation themselves which is desperately needed each winter before we become a truly
year round destination. Government funding is needed to provide affordable housing for locals, not just approvals for more private
development which will be taken up by money from the capital cities. Snowy Mountains locals have been priced out of their own
towns over the past several years, with the situation worsening since the onset of the Covid pandemic.
There are only a few other minor points that I wish to make;
1. There needs to be a scenic lookout for private vehicular traffic coming into JIndabyne township, possibly at East Jindabyne/Jindy
Hill. I am constantly asked by guests where they can go to enjoy views of the lake and take photos. There is no such place at the
moment.
1

2. I feel that the southern connector road needs to be 2 lanes each way to cope with existing winter demand and to allow for future
growth.
3. I feel there is opportunity for family friendly bike trails in the Perisher resort, but I am not privy to whose domain this falls under NPWS or Vail.
Thank you
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please read the attached document.
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Yes

Problems with the SMSAP
Parks are gazetted because they are an environment worth protecting. What has
changed? The Alpine area is 0.15% of our Australian land mass. It should not be too

much to request this valuable asset is fully protected.
Already the KNP has lots of uses. Currently KNP is used for water catchment and
power generation as well as the expected nature conservation, tourism and
business opportunities. This leads to many problems, especially as the alpine area
is really an environment in recovery from earlier grazing, construction for electricity
generation , and more recently bush fires. Already there has been an attack on the
policy to have all electricity power lines underground. The power lines for Snowy2
are planned above ground and large areas of bush are being destroyed in the
process. We can see that plans to protect the environment according to what the
environment can cope with have already been changed to lets do what we want in
the park. .Have National Parks in NSW become assets to be exploited?
A national park experience is supposed to be about understanding and enjoying nature;
quiet places and dark, star-filled skies.
It is interesting to read in the draft plans that the aim is to increase accommodation in the
ski fields and in other sections of the plan that the ski season will be severely reduced due
to Global Warming within the next 20 years. Is this amount of destruction of the KNP worth
it for the few months of skiing we will have in the future?
The parts of the plan I particularly object to are:
 The proposed use of helicopters to transfer people in and out of the alpine villages.
Helicopters are extremely intrusive to people and wildlife they fly near.
 The proposed development of night life in Perisher. National Parks and the traffic,
noise and light associated with night life are incompatible. This activity could result
in more road kill, interruption of the flight paths of birds, moths and other insects.
Lighting will reflect up into the night skies. This will interfere with the beauty of these
night skies for those using the park for their escape into nature. Noise will also
impact those using the park for their escape into nature. Keep the nightlife in
Jindabyne.
 The amount of the proposed increase in accommodation in the current alpine
villages. A 40% increase is far too high, especially when considering the associated
infrastructure. Any increase in accomodation is much more environmentally friendly
below the snow line in places like Jindabyne. Already places like Perisher and
Guthega are ghost towns out of the ski season.
 The SMSAP Master Plan requires unprecedented amendments to the Kosciuszko
National Park Plan of Management (KPOM) and places power in the hands of the
Department of Regional NSW and the NSW Department of Planning, Industry and
Environment. This is not compatible with environmentally sensitive development in
KNP.
 Comments such as this from the Appendix relating to aboriginal culture: 'Wherever
possible culturally significant artefacts, places, vegetation, and view scapes will be
protected, maintained and enhanced to conserve their significance.' This sounds
good if you ignore the 'Wherever possible' part. I do not feel confident relying on
trust, based on past events.
 From the Appendix relating to water quality it states 'The quality of water should aim
to meet the following targets: • Total Suspended Solids: 85% reduction. • Total

Phosphorus: 60% reduction. • Total Nitrogen: 45% reduction.' The word 'should' is
worrying and the '% reduction' is unclear. Reduction from what/when.
The parts of the proposed plan I do agree with:
 Reduce reliance on private vehicle use, and promote and encourage sustainable
mass transit options. The idea of having more environmentally friendly movement of
skiers into and out of the ski fields. The Snow Tube is an excellent idea, especially if
combined with day lockers at the destinations to help families deal with the amount
of equipment needed when accompanied by children. Regular busses from
Jindabyne would keep many cars off the road, helping the local environment and
Global Warming.
 Further development of Jindabyne and plans for. Jindabyne to be a year around
tourist centre.
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Town Centre and Foreshore Like –
1. Support increased pedestrian / cycle access and a reinvigoration of the foreshore for public use.
2. Year-round event space at the Claypits. This area is highly utilised already and due for a great infrastructure and amenities
update.
3. Streets designed for people – Kalkite St, Snowy River Ave and the lower part of Thredbo Tce, I support to make far more
pedestrian friendly.
4. Retention of the current NPWS Visitors Centre and integrating this into a “Town Square” idea with a community building and
plaza area behind the Memorial Hall
5. Redevelopment of the Mitre 10 corner (Thredbo Tce, Snowy River Ave) into something more appropriate to the Town Square.
Mitre 10 should be in Leesville. This place is better served as retail / tourist accommodation.
6. Aged Care Facility – This is mentioned briefly in the SAP but needs to be actuated
7. Community Facilities that also cater to tourists for poor weather days eg: Library, upgrade of the cinema, arts spaces, heritage
centres, gym, climbing wall.
8. Health Services upgrade to more suitable locations eg: Current school site.
1

9. Support the beautification/ upgrade of many of the current buildings in town to have a more alpine feel. EG: Town Centre,
Razorback Plaza, Lakeview Plaza
10. Second supermarket at Leesville
11. Inclusive outdoor play spaces
12. Redevelopment of the Lake Jindabyne Hotel
13. Basketball Half Court/ tennis court wall at back of current courts, tidy up around this area at skatepark
14. Upgrade shared path on Foreshore- wider as currently seen i
15. Revegetation and clean up of area around Curiosity Rocks
16. Regenerate and tidy up claypits, seating, regeneration around lake, better parking
Neutral –
1. Beach at Rydges. Not a great location at all, low lake levels always out of water and major storm water outlet nearby and is not a
great place to swim. There has been a jetty/pontoon here in the past and it spent much of it’s time unused and high/dry on the
mud. This would be better served at the far more utilised area at the Claypits where most people and boats go (however lake level
issue would be a problem). Or at banjo park where water is deeper and access to shops, and access from east Jindabyne
Dislike –
1. Kosciuszko Road should remain as a 4-lane road, with the outer lanes utilised as clearways for event parking. If there is concern
about pedestrian crossing, then add traffic lights or over/underpasses. By putting this down to a 2-lane road it has the potential on
busy days to grind the traffic in town to a halt, which already currently happens.
2. I am not happy that the NRMA Holiday Park is being moved out in favour of an expensive “signature” development. This just
unfortunately reeks of wanting to cater predominantly to the well heeled and to move the well established and busy tourist park
currently in town to a location further away from the town centre where these people will then need to drive to access retail / food /
services.
3. Development of any accommodation that exceeds 3 storeys and impact existing town lake views.
4. Overdevelopment of the lake foreshore. This needs to remain as a public space as is highly uitlised
Additions –
1. The focus of this part of the SAP appears to be almost entirely on economic factors and tourism rather than making our town
more functional for the community.
This town does not need another coffee shop / café. It has a far greater need for community and social infrastructure. These things
are mentioned, but do not make a highlighted appearance and I fear that the large bulk of the development opportunities opened
up here will be seen as just another opportunity to continue on with the same old theme of fleecing winter tourism and the growing
summer tourist market, to heck with the community who actually live here.
2. Any further development in Banjo Patterson Park needs to include the facilitation of a suitable Soldiers Memorial before it
worries about more playground equipment. Keep in mind that this park occasionally goes under water when the dam height is high.
3. Boardwalks on the lakeshore are completely unnecessary. They are costly and not required given the current 100% lakeshore
access that already exists.
4. Retention of the current Disc Golf Course. This is far more popular than you may realise.
5. Encouragement for business and all future accommodation be built to high eco standards, with integration of green energy
solutions and green spaces. This is fitting with the vision of the alpine area and should be something that we take pride in.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 8:27 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 20:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jared
Last name
Cummins
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
There are a lot of pro's and con's with the Snowy Mountains SAP.
I love the idea of growth in the area, but it does seem that the main focus of the SAP is to accomodate for tourists/visitors to the
region. There is a large focus on short term accomodation areas and tourist attractions (and i understand this is where the money
is for developers and business owners), and a very small focus on development/rezoning for full time locals in the area. A lot of the
younger demographic who live here permanently are looking to purchase their first piece of land or first home and are really
struggling to do so due to the overpriced market from the lack of availability in the area. Yes there are all these new sub-divisions
going in, but who really wants to live that close to their neighbour that you can hear them taking a shower or going to the toilet!!
If more thought isn't taken into consideration to the SAP before it gets approved, there's going to be this (once) lovely town in
which has so much to offer, but nobody to provide the facilities and services because THEY CANNOT AFFORD TO LIVE IN THE
TOWN THEY LOVE!!!!!!!!!!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:51 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jared
Last name
Henry
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges
in Guthega and a lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski
Club and the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment
whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko
National Park for all.
More generally, I support the humane management of feral animals in the parks, particularly the horses.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 5 July 2021 12:46 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 05/07/2021 - 12:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jarrad
Last name
Needham
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
While there are many good points and objectives contained in the SAP, I strongly object to the proposal for helicopter transit within
or adjacent the alpine areas. There should be a strong emphasis on improving and protecting the health of the sensitive natural
alpine environment (including the eradication of pest species such as wild horses).
Also, a future airport in Jindabyne should ensure flight paths do not cross the Alpine areas at a low-moderate height.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 8:39 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 08:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jarred
Last name
Atkin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hi, I am concerned about the development of the Island bend campground area. It is such a beautiful area of natural beauty,
currently unspoiled by unnecessary development. It would be a shame to see it developed to be more than what is needed to
engage with our natural environment. NPWS should maintain the control of it, as they do a wonderful job, and look after the public
interests not the private enterprises.
Furthermore, flexible and free public access needs to be maintained to the river for whitewater paddlers to be able to continue
enjoy the area.
Thanks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jarrod
Last name
Axe
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
2021-snowy-mountain-sap---jarrod-axe-feedback pdf

Submission
To whom it may concern,
I'm wri ing to object to numerous aspects of the Snowy Mountains Ac ivation Precinct draft master plan. Kosciuszko National park does not need
additional expansion of commercial activities, particularly in he sensitive alpine regions of he park which are already under threat from climate
change, the current construction in the park and feral species such as horses to name a few. The new master plan, al hough citing sustainability, is
seeking to hugely increase overnight bed counts, infrastructure and profits from the park while detracting from public access, prioritising higher cost
accommodation like eco-lodges in existing, quiet camping facilities and disturbing the current enjoyment of nature in hese areas.
As someone who has spent many years travelling down to the snowy's during both winter and spring and in par icular often camping at he less
established campsites of island bend and Thredbo diggings I am strongly against alterations to these sites for the purpose of “high end users” with
cabins and other glamping experiences. Significant amounts of these services and accommodation exist already within he park and he destruction of
more pristine and wild campsites to promote the experience of a few with larger amounts of money should not be considered. Additionally, due to the
potential reduction in public access to he river and to other areas this should not be considered.
In general the current management plans in place for the park protect the values of he park by limi ing commercial and recreational activities within
environmentally sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting he number of overnight beds in he KNP to 10,000. Allowing an increase
by 60% is not sustainable or in line with good management of the park. All associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to
provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to support this increase. There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this
massive increase in overnight beds. The only justifica ion provided is that there is a demand for additional accommoda ion.
To conclude, I am strongly against the sections of the Snowy Mountains Activation Precinct draft master plan including:
Dras ic increases to overnight beds in the park.
Destruc ion of any additional nation park environments for the construction of more or larger commercial facilities.
The “upgrade” of basic campsites like island bend to accommodate cabins and other premium accommodation and reduce public access and the
wildness of these areas. There should be no development of cabins or glamping facilities in the current limited alpine camping areas; they should be
left in a simple state prioritising accessibility (not money) for all who want to use the areas.
The creation of a private fishing resort and glamping pods at he current Thredbo ranger station creating issues for public access and destroying the
serenity and wild nature of this area.
The push to further commercialize he park with less focus on the sustainability of the fragile alpine ecosystem.
Regards,
Jarrod Axe
I agree to the above statement
Yes

To whom it may concern,
I'm writing to object to numerous aspects of the Snowy Mountains Activation Precinct draft master
plan. Kosciuszko National park does not need additional expansion of commercial activities,
particularly in the sensitive alpine regions of the park which are already under threat from climate
change, the current construction in the park and feral species such as horses to name a few. The new
master plan, although citing sustainability, is seeking to hugely increase overnight bed counts,
infrastructure and profits from the park while detracting from public access, prioritising higher cost
accommodation like eco-lodges in existing, quiet camping facilities and disturbing the current
enjoyment of nature in these areas.
As someone who has spent many years travelling down to the snowy's during both winter and
spring and in particular often camping at the less established campsites of island bend and Thredbo
diggings I am strongly against alterations to these sites for the purpose of “high end users” with
cabins and other glamping experiences. Significant amounts of these services and accommodation
exist already within the park and the destruction of more pristine and wild campsites to promote the
experience of a few with larger amounts of money should not be considered. Additionally, due to
the potential reduction in public access to the river and to other areas this should not be considered.
In general the current management plans in place for the park protect the values of the park by
limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits. This is
achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000. Allowing an
increase by 60% is not sustainable or in line with good management of the park. All associated
services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking,
would also need to be enlarged to support this increase. There is no assessment of the environmental
impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is that there is a
demand for additional accommodation.
To conclude, I am strongly against the sections of the Snowy Mountains Activation Precinct draft
master plan including:
•

Drastic increases to overnight beds in the park.

•

Destruction of any additional nation park environments for the construction of more or
larger commercial facilities.

•

The “upgrade” of basic campsites like island bend to accommodate cabins and other
premium accommodation and reduce public access and the wildness of these areas. There
should be no development of cabins or glamping facilities in the current limited alpine
camping areas; they should be left in a simple state prioritising accessibility (not money) for
all who want to use the areas.

•

The creation of a private fishing resort and glamping pods at the current Thredbo ranger
station creating issues for public access and destroying the serenity and wild nature of this
area.

•

The push to further commercialise the park with less focus on the sustainability of the
fragile alpine ecosystem.

Regards,
Jarrod Axe

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:56:59 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jarrod
Last name
Button
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please leave one of the most beau iful, quiet and untouched places in Australia alone. No one is asking for this to be done
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jarrod
Last name
Hall
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please leave the snowies the way it is, it’s beautiful untouched land that gets used by campers, hikers, cyclists 4WD’s/Clubs, fisherman and just he
causal passer by all year round
You’ll be spoiling he whole area if hese plans go ahead

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:27:17 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 06:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jarrod
Last name
McNair
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I hate the idea of making a lush greedy resort in such a beautiful bit of nature leave it alone
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jason
Last name
Macqueen
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have enjoyed the Kosciuszko area for years as a camper and a raft guide. I am still shocked at the damage feral horse have done to the area and
that we are ignoring scientific advice on their removal.
We are barley keeping this alpine environment as it is. National parks are supposed to be safe from development but not only are they under attack
from feral animals and other factors but they are being developed for commercial interest.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jason
Last name
Purdy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Mirrabooka Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 60 years. I strongly
endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jason
Last name
Reinhart
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please stop ruining our national parks and let us explore like we have been for hundreds of years. This should jot be legal.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jasper
Last name
Baillie
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Commercialisation of the Island Bend would spoil a beau iful, natural camp ground on the Snowy River.
The camp ground should be managed by NPWS, maintaining control in the interests of the public, not for only for those wealthy enough to afford
private cabins..
The camp site provides key access for kayakers accessing that portion of the snow river and it is essen ial that flexible, free, public access to the river
is maintained for whitewater paddlers.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jasper
Last name
Brown
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
sap-letter-of-support-for-bungarra.pdf

Submission
Attached is my letter of support.
Regards,
Jasper Brown
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Jasper Brown

11th August 2021
Jessica Henderson-Wilson
Principal Planning Officer
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Level 4, 76 Morgan St
WAGGA WAGGA
NSW, 2650

Dear Jessica
Thankyou for the opportunity to contribute to the Draft Masterplan for the Jindabyne Special
Activation Precinct. I would like to highlight a couple of items of importance to me as a resident of
Jindabyne.
Firstly, I support and endorse the development of the Adventure Park. This will be the catalyst for
the growth of the town into a year round world class tourism destination. I agree it needs to be well
built, have Mountain Bike riding at its heart, but cater to variety of outdoor pursuits and interests
similar to Queenstown in New Zealand.
Secondly, I want there to be an integrated set of walking and bike riding paths to connect town to
the other areas. A map showing all trails including in the town itself, and a priority and timing on
each would be very useful. Specifically, I seek a connection from town along the Barry Way up to and
including the Bungarra Mountain Bike. I, my family, and my visitors use the Bungarra facility and it’s
a tremendous asset for the town. This needs to be planned and built as a priority to make better use
of what we already have available.
Also, this bike path should integrate with the Adventure Park to give an alternative bike access to the
proposed Adventure Park. This link would allow safe, car free, transport between the major
mountain bike trail areas around the town. Which would greatly expand the continuous terrain
available for riders and residents.
Thirdly, I have been advised by Bungarra Alpine Centre that it intends to establish a Mountain Bike
Training Academy. I totally support this, and it should be shown in the masterplan. Having qualified
guides available to operate in the existing and future bike businesses, and indeed to professionally
train our children can only be a good thing for the community. Bungarra operating such a facility
would compliment the work it already does in assisting to train the many hundreds of young
residents of Jindabyne, and in fact may provide a great outdoors local career for some of the young
people who grow up here. Obviously, access by road over Bungarra Lane as a public road, and a new
bike trail from town would compliment this major step up proposed by Bungarra.

Can I please ask you to include these in the final report. Timing for each is critical to avoid the
Masterplan turning into a “binder on the shelf”.
Should you have any questions you can contact me on
Regards
Jasper Brown

.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jay
Last name
Ireland
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don’t ruin our national parks
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jean
Last name
White
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the proposal to allow buildings of up to 6 stories in Jindabyne. All buildings should be a maximum of 3 storeys and should be a maximum of
2 storeys near the lake to retain views and to keep Jindabyne as a town and not a city/resort.
I object to development of buildings, and especially tall buildings, on the caravan park site. This area should be retained as a caravan park for tourists
to the town and should be kept free from more buildings so there are views to the lake and it so it caters for campers, caravans and campervans
without people having to drive into town.
I object to ano her major development on the lake shore to the west of Jindabyne. There should be no more development on the lake shore. The lake
shore should be retained as open space.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 14:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jennifer
Last name
Brown
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
sap-submission.docx

Submission
SAP submission attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

12th August 2021
Jessica Henderson‐Wilson
Principal Planning Officer
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Level 4, 76 Morgan St
WAGGA WAGGA
NSW, 2650

Dear Jessica
Thankyou for the opportunity to contribute to the Draft Masterplan for the Jindabyne Special
Activation Precinct. I would like to highlight a couple of items of importance to me as a resident of
Jindabyne.
1) Make Ecotourism the highest priority.
The natural assets of this area are what bring people here for a variety of outdoor activities –
specifically the mountains, national park, lake, and rivers. For the area to grow sustainably we need
to make the protection of our environment a high priority in any growth plan. We now have the
opportunity to make Jindabyne and the surrounding area a world class ecotourism destination.
However, if we have no priority on protecting the natural beauty of the place, we will for one, miss
the ecotourism boat, and two, destroy what makes this area attractive.

2) A major step towards putting Jindabyne on the map for ecotourism would be to build extensive
walking/bike paths.
Tourism here is driven by accessible outdoor activities on all levels, from beginner to advanced. Two
of the most popular and easily accessible outdoor activities are walking and biking. Many people
are not looking for extreme activities, but are still wanting to enjoy the beauty of the area. .
Jindabyne at the moment is not pedestrian or bike friendly in any way. For Jindabyne to really be
counted as a forward looking ecotourism destination, it needs to wholeheartedly commit to massive
change in this area. The Draft Masterplan needs to commit to extensive walking and biking
pathways which connect the town, suburbs, lake, national park and recreational areas as a major
priority.

3) For Jindabyne to grow as an ecotourism destination, it needs to not rely only on the winter
snow season but commit to year round sustainable activities.
The growth of mountainbiking as a recreational activity highlights the timeliness of the
development of the Adventure Park. This will be the catalyst for the growth of the town into a year
round sustainable tourism destination.

I agree it needs to be well built, have Mountain Bike riding at its heart, but cater to a variety of
outdoor pursuits and interests similar to Queenstown in New Zealand
Specifically, I seek a connection from town along the Barry Way up to and including the Bungarra
Mountain Bike Trails. I, my family, and my visitors use the Bungarra facility and it’s a tremendous
asset for the town. This needs to be planned and built as a priority to make better use of what we
already have available.
Also, this bike path should integrate with the Adventure Park to give an alternative bike access to the
proposed Adventure Park.
I have been advised by Bungarra Alpine Centre that it intends to establish a Mountain Bike Training
Academy. I totally support this, and it should be shown in the masterplan. Having qualified guides
available to operate in the existing and future bike businesses, and indeed to professionally train our
children can only be a good thing for the community. Bungarra operating such a facility would
compliment the work it already does in assisting to train the many hundreds of young residents of
Jindabyne, and in fact may provide a great outdoors local career for some of the young people who
grow up here. Obviously, access by road over Bungarra Lane as a public road, and a new bike trail
from town would compliment this major step up proposed by Bungarra.
Can I please ask you to include these in the final report. Timing for each is critical to avoid the
Masterplan turning into a “binder on the shelf”.
Should you have any questions you can contact me on
Regards
Jennifer Brown

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:
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DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Thursday, 5 August 2021 11:56:09 AM
clyde-st-aug-2021.pdf

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 11:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jennifer
Last name
Colin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
clyde-st-aug-2021.pdf

Submission
I am concerned at the proposed 4/5 storey buildings allowed in the SAP for certain narrow town streets. I have attached a photo taken during a quiet
mid week morning. All the accommodation already on the street has full parking and people are forced on to he "footpath" hat doesn't exist. Any more
large development down Clyde St would add to the bottle neck hat occurs all day, especially in he mornings and afternoons. This is not school traffic.
Please take a drive, or try and take a walk down the street to see for yourselves.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 21 July 2021 8:04:24 AM
clyde-st-photo pdf

Submitted on Wed, 21/07/2021 - 08:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
jennifer
Last name
Colin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
clyde-st-photo pdf

Submission
Here is a photo of Clyde St, Town centre where the proposal is asking for approval for multi storey accommodation. This is mid week during
Sydney/Melbourne lockdown. Normally it is worse. It is impossible not to walk on the road. The current housing in this street is already too much.
Houses with 3 bedroom are accommoda ing 6 people at least........ ie, 4 or more cars are needed parking. Even if the new buildings had amply parking
the traffic on this road would be horrendous. Please reconsider this zoning.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 15 July 2021 1:22 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 15/07/2021 - 13:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jennifer
Last name
Colin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I would like to address the housing/accommodation that is proposed for Town Centre, specifically Clyde St. If you walk down the
street during any time in winter and peak summer you will see that the overdevelopment is already clogging the street. There are
no footpaths and due to excess cars parking on the grass pedestrians are forced onto the road. When cars are parked on either
side, only 1 car can pass at a time. The accommodation that is already in the street does not allow for 1 car per bedroom and as
this is how these are let it is very inadequate. Further "medium level" development would cause chaos in this street. I am also
concerned with what the height of "medium Level" development means. We don't want high rise. If you think that this will help the
housing problem you are mistaken. Further development in this area will just mean expensive appartments for City investors to
AirBnB. The average family wishing to make Jindabyne their home will not be able to afford an apartment that is specifically
designed with lake views for upmarket rental. What you are proposing for our Town centre will take away it's soul and drive families
out of town. Affordable housing needs to be built out of town. The resorts should be accountable for building the accommodation
for their staff with transport to work. Regarding the old school site...... This is where we need our Aged Care. I am shocked after
speaking to so many locals that this is not a given. It is the obvious spot for an Aged Care facility. We have been asking for this for
many years. The church site will not be big enough. Having multi stored accommodation on this site in a street that is already
bursting at the seams is ridiculous. I am against any development close to the lake. I think accommodation or housing on the
Western side with a "Resort" would be a huge eyesore. People come to Jindabyne for it's natural beauty. Please listen to what the
people want, the people that have made Jindabyne their home for many years and have family young and old residing here. We
1

don't want another Aspen! We don't want over development. Thank you
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2
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To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jennifer
Last name
Stevenson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
sap-comments.pdf

Submission
Please see attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission
Name: Jennifer Stevenson
Background: I am a local resident. I came to this area for a winter staff position and was offered a fulltime
job and have stayed to marry, run a small business, raise a family. I have been and am involved in the
community through school and other volunteering roles.
_________________________________

While there are some positive outcomes contained within the SAP documents, I feel the town, will lose its
alpine country town appeal. The real reason why people want to move and live here is the space and the
environment.
Draft Structure Plan Report part 1 - Structure Plans Identified green areas around the lake edge - this looks like it is existing and is the defined high water mark
from Snowy Hydro and therefore a greater defined green area needs to be set back from the high water
mark around the lake foreshore as it offers no real ‘green area’ which then allows for development on the
lakefront ie the foreshore sub-precinct (current caravan/camping park).
Are you planning take away the scenic protection areas of the lake? This would be a tragedy. One of the
wonderful moments of living here is coming home and driving around the sweeping bend of Kosciuszko
Road to see the lake, the rural area and then the mountains.
Jindabyne Town Centre & Foreshore Sub-Precinct –
Lake foreshore development One of the purposes of all the previous consultations has been about the lake - the view of the lake, the
access to the lake, the use of the lake. Therefore, I object with the proposal to have accommodation
development on the Lake Jindabyne Waterfront (caravan park site) or anywhere else on the lake foreshore.
It may not obstruct the views for some of the already built buildings behind this area, but it creates a
barrier between town and the lake and expensive accommodation for purchase as with any waterfront
development. Do we want a Kingston Foreshore (ACT) development in Jindabyne, I don’t think so.
I am confused as to the purpose of moving and redeveloping the current caravan park and Lake Jindabyne
Hotel yet there is no mention of the BP service station, currently re-built and would have been the perfect
opportunity to locate this to a different position.
While the town will benefit from the Southern connect road in the mornings, the return afternoon
travellers will mostly all head into town to the supermarket, takeaway shops etc.
Congestion in the morning is due to everyone leaving at the same time, random breath-testing no other
transport option available to the resorts, no parking available for alternative transport option.
The current road should remain two lanes to cope with internal traffic as not everyone goes to the
mountains. There will still be a need to the current flow of traffic from residents and current tourist
accommodation situated on this side of town, also those that stop in town for an early coffee / breakfast
break.
Require all day parking for town workers, especially during peak times until consistent transport is available
especially from outlying areas

East Jindabyne Sub-Precinct - East Jindabyne Residents alternate plan presented at community meeting
on 10 August
Proposed additional 400 new houses - still only one road in and out of East Jindabyne - what happens in an
emergency * Bushfire 14.8.
Area 4B – The proposed housing along Jerrara Drive with driveway entrances on to this road is unsafe and
unnecessary. These houses would be better served with the driveways being incorporated into the
proposed road at the back of these house.
I agree that the land size should be larger in both the A and B residential zones.
Very little information on any proposed upgrade to the Jerrara Drive / Kosciuszko Road entrance even
though this area’s population will significantly increase.
I disagree that every block of land needs to be classified as dual occupancy and does little to accommodate
enough car parking.
The proposed alternate plan for area 4A presented to the meeting held on 10 August from the East
Jindabyne Residents Committee is a far better alternative to encourage year round residential housing,
green space and access to the lake while providing a stable community village residents’ in this area prefer.
The proposed plan below offers a more beneficial outcome as whole.

Bushfire - 14.8 - Adequate access routes need to be provided across the SAP for bushfire access and
evacuation.
With only one road in and out of East Jindabyne proposed bushfire access and evacuation on to Kosciuszko
Road would be severely hindered in an emergency.
14.11 Ensure adequate infrastructure is in place for firefighting purposes

Is there an opportunity to have community fire fighting equipment strategically placed throughout any new
development so that residents would be able to assist (with the appropriate training / members of EJ RFS)
with the threat of a fire?
Barry Way Sub-Precinct
The Station Resort – Vail Resorts should be encouraged to build staff accommodation units for their staff
therefore alleviating the pressure in town as they have more than enough land to provide this type of
accommodation.
Western Lake Jindabyne Sub-Precinct - disagree with changing the current zoning and scenic protection
No housing or tourist accommodation for this side of the lake - no control over what is built by the
developer or the owners once this is removed.
Pontoons - will need to stretch along way out into the lake to cope with changes in lake levels which will
then affect other users of the lake - sailing, water skiing etc. A harbour / marina has been tried previously
and the lake level change is too dramatic to make this a viable option.
Housing and Accommodation Study
Is it viable to build accommodation based on the maximum number of tourists that can visit here? Who
will build? Then owners will expect rental return. As with most tourist destinations - once you are booked
out you will need to reschedule.
Also, there is a maximum number of skiers that can go to the mountains - why would we need so much
extra accommodation if they won’t be able to ski. Yes, trying to attract outside the winter season, however
winter is the predominant attraction.
Seasonal workers - as the resorts are the main employers of seasonal staff, they should take some
responsibility in providing staff accommodation. As mentioned, The Station Resort for example has land
available that could be developed with staff accommodation apartments.
Agree that Landlords are lazy when looking after their rental properties. Some real estate agents do
encourage updating properties.
West Jindabyne Precinct Table 26 - 400 sq m lot size to support low density multi dwelling housing. These
lots are too small for country living. Loose our uninterrupted scenic views of the mountains
Hatchery Bay Table 34 - loss of uninterrupted scenic views, loss of good rural grazing land
Building heights – a maximum of 3 storeys should surely be sufficient for a country town.
Too much emphasis on visitors and seasonal worker accommodation in the town centre. Some year round
residents will want to live in town but not be surrounded by tourist / staff accommodation. If there is going
to be transport, then staff can live out of town so residents and tourists can enjoy the peacefulness. Staff
are generally noisy, drunk and can be destructive.
Need to ensure there will be enough off street parking to accommodate all the extra people. Normal
residential calculations won’t work for tourism. For example, if you have a three bedroom apartment you
could have from 2 to 6 or more cars depending on the type of booking.
Land size: 700 square metre blocks with dual occupancy allowance are too small and people don’t move to
the country to have a city sized block of land. They want space to move and not be on top of their
neighbours.
Current school site - low rise development so existing buildings don’t lose what views they have. Could this
become a community area?

Move Woolworths? Allow for reconfiguration of Nuggets Crossing, will move some parking away from the
shopping centre. If Mitre 10 is moved out of town could Woolworths go on that site? Room for building
and car parking options.
Compulsory that all new houses should have solar panels, water tanks, ability to recycle grey water from
showers, washing machines etc. to alleviate the pressure on Lake Jindabyne that was not built to sustain a
substantial population. Tank water to be used inside for toilet, washing not just for garden.
Housing Affordability
Regarding affordability in Jindabyne, it is probably too late. The SAP should be looking beyond Jindabyne to
Berridale, Dalgety and Cooma. These towns should be considered for affordability. Also the landscape
around these towns would make it easier to develop rather than the granite hills that surround Jindabyne.
Not everyone can afford a home close to the water / with a water view as their first home, it is an
unreasonable expectation.
KNP carrying capacity - visitors to contribute $ to environmental upgrades to offset impacts of tourism
Visitors already pay additional park entrance fee compared to the rest of the state, lessees already pay a
percentage of turnover, now you want them to pay more.

Overall, I’m not sure the residents of the area have been taken into serious consideration with the whole
plan. There is so much emphasis on the year round tourism, which of course is great, however you are
going to need the employers to keep this going. If our lifestyle and mental health are going to be squashed
into city living conditions then we will have a very unhappy town.
I hope that the developers and the “big end of town” don’t have the final say in the outcome of the master
plan as this would be a change that is irreversible.

22 August 2021

Talia Walker
From:
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To:
Cc:
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Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
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Name
First name
Jennifer
Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly oppose NSW Government’s proposals for any expansion of commercial activities in Kosciuszko National Park (KNP).
The KNP has already been severely impacted by development, climate change, wild horses damaging the environment and these
plans will undo 40 years of careful management of the fragile environment.
The present resorts already have a negative impact on the park environment due to sewage treatment, waste collection, road
maintenance, and water usage.
The new Snowy Hydro 2 development is adding extra strain and scars on the park environment.
This is unnecessary development within the KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 4:20 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 16:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jenny
Last name
Andrews
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that
damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 21 July 2021 7:42 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 21/07/2021 - 07:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jenny
Last name
Colin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We cannot have anymore accommodation/multi storey housing in Clyde st. It is already over congested with cars as there is
inadequate parking for buildings already here. Take a walk, or try to (cars are parked on road AND grass). Please consider
residents that already have to live in this overcrowded area. I am happy to supply photos….. taken daily to show the extent of the
problem.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1
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To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jenny
Last name
Cullen
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am appalled to see he extent of development being proposed for this fragile environment, unique amongst Autralian's ecosystems.
The prime purpose of Na ional Parks is to preserve natural landscapes, flora and fauna. Human recreational opportunities are a secondary purpose,
which should only be allowed if the impacts can be controlled to minimal.
Kosciusko National Park is under multiple assaults - from climate change, feral horses, human activity, infrastructure development. The government's
job is to act to ensure the greatest protection of the natural values, not to enable economic development. All the land in Australia which is not protected
as natural reserves is available for development. Protect the National Parks for Nature. I appeal to you to reject the current plan and order a new one
with a brief to make protection of the natural values the number one priority. This will need to include removing he burgeoning population of feral
horses as an immediate action. It has been profoundly disappointing and ecologically disastrous for the need to control wild horses to be treated as a
political issue from which certain parties are trying to benefit. to the enormous detriment of the ecosystem.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jenny
Last name
Rogers
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
snowy-mountain-submission.docx

Submission
I object to the over intensification of development within the National Park proposed by the SAP
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission on Snowy Mountains SAP draft Master Plan
To whom it may concern
I am making a submission on the Snowy Mountains SAP draft Master Plan. In summary I strongly
object to the increased development within the Kosciuszko National Park.
I have been visiting the Kosciuszko National Park in both summer and winter for approximately 40
years. Like many other people I am attracted to the snowy region by the unspoiled alpine landscape.
The National Park contains Australia’s highest mountains, unique glacial landscapes, and unusual
assemblages of plants and animals, some are found nowhere else in Australia. But being an alpine
environment, the plants and animals are fragile. The need to protect the fragile ecosystem was
recognised in 1967 by the creation of the National Park (by a Coalition government), making it one of
the oldest national parks in NSW.
Up until now managing the National Park has focussed on protecting the environment. My concern
is that the draft Masterplan shifts the focus from protecting the environment to attracting and
growing businesses, providing more employment opportunities, and stimulating the regional
economy. Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only
where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives. The conservation values of the
National Park should take precedence over development. In this instance the Masterplan treats the
Park as vacant land that should be redeveloped for higher economic and commercial purposes. By
only considering the development potential of the park without sufficient regard to the
environment, the Masterplan risks destroying the very aspects of the park that make it valuable to
the community.
The Masterplan will effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within the
National Park from the National Parks and Wildlife Service to the Department of Planning and the
Deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly sensitive and
extremely significant protected area. The management of the Park needs to be managed by an
organisation that specialises in conservation and understands the unique values of the landscape. I
don’t believe either the Department of Planning or the Department for Regional NSW have the
capacity to adequately protect the Kosciuszko National Park. The formulation of a plan with an
overriding focus on using the park for higher economic and commercial purposes and treats the park
as a commodity, shows these departments have the balance between nature protection and
recreation completely wrong.
The National Park is already under significant environmental stress from the existing level of
development and use. It is amongst the most heavily visited national parks in NSW and contains far
more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds. All
visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power
and water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage
treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental damage. The proposal to increase the
cap on resort beds from 10,915 to 15,360, build new and expanded carparks, allow helicopter flights
onto the ski fields, and open walking tracks to four-wheel drive vehicles will only exacerbate these
issues.
People visit the National Parks to experience the natural amenity they provide. Many of the
proposed developments and experiences will diminish that experience. Helicopter flights, replacing
walking tracks with four-wheel drive road, building bath houses in a karst area, and converting low
impact camp grounds to cabins is contrary to the experience people seek and expect in the National

Park. Instead of increasing development, the Masterplan should be proposing solutions to reduce
development within the park.
Commenting on the NSW Government's plan, NSW Deputy Premier and Member for Monaro John
Barilaro advised “this draft master plan is a unique and world-class tailored master plan for the
unique and world-class town of Jindy, with 21 areas identified for potential growth and
development’. I think this is an overstatement on the quality of the plan. A world-class tailored plan
for the unique town of Jindy would place strict controls on the major draw card for the area (ie the
National Park) to ensure that the it is preserved and will continue to attract people. Many of the
facilities proposed in the Masterplan for the Alpine Precincts can be provided in the Jindabyne area,
outside the Park.
In addition to pressures from the existing uses, the National Park will be subject to other
development pressures that haven’t been properly considered; namely the massive amount of
clearing and construction for the Snowy 2 project and proposals for new overhead transmission lines
across the park. These proposals will further reduce and fragment the existing vegetation adding
further stresses to the viability of the ecosystems. The cumulative impact of these and
developments proposed in the Masterplan need to be considered before caps and targets are set for
increased development.
I am particularly concerned about the proposal for ribbon development along the roads within the
National Park. I think this will compromise the objective within the current Kosciuszko National Park
Plan of Management to protect and improve the scenic quality. In particular, the view of fields from
popular recreational destinations along the Main Range and within key public road corridors. New
developments along the roads will detract and obscure views along the roads and detract natural
views from other areas.
If the purpose of the plan is to turn the Snowy Mountains into a year-round tourist destination, it’s
hard to see how increasing the number of overnight beds will facilitate this objective. The vast
majority of beds are vacant during the non-skiing period meaning that there is a large surplus of
beds for at least 9 months of the year. The only justification provided is that there is a demand for
additional accommodation. Therefore it can only be assumed that the only purpose of the proposed
additional beds is to service the peak of the snow season. It would be better to provide additional
accommodation in the township of Jindabyne to avoid the environmental impacts within the
National Park and enable them to be used for other purposes as the impact of climate change
reduces the region’s ski season.
The Masterplan prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to the National Park, such as
allowing commercial tour operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter
transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals will completely detract from the quiet amenity
sought by many visitors to national parks.
The Masterplan doesn’t recognise the fragile nature of the alpine environment and the fact that
damaging the environment will reduce its value. The plan also fails to recognise the pressures and
threats the Park currently faces. The National Park is already experiencing escalating impacts of
climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history. The fires
destroyed many cultural and natural assets. More development impacting an already stressed
ecosystem will hinder recovery and the viability of the long term survival of the ecosystem. This will
lead to an increase in the number of threatened species and extinctions.

A revitalised Jindabyne does not need new development within the Kosciuszko National Park. It
would be much better to provide new development in the town centre and around the lake
foreshore. Locating the new bike and adventure park outside the National Park and closer to
Jindabyne would enable these facilities to be staffed and serviced by locals and help maintain
economic activity in the township.
A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by
confining the resorts to existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of
high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats,
ecosystem and species. Under the draft changes to the Kosciuszko plan, there would be cabins built
at Island Bend, Guthega and Creel Bay and new camping areas established. The current style of
camping at these locations should be maintained. The proposed redevelopment of these areas for
cabins will increase environmental impacts and devalue the quiet amenity which attracts people to
these areas.
I total agree with the comments of the Nature Conservation Council Chief Executive Chris Gambian
that “These changes will turn Kosciuszko National Park into a development site and cash cow for
tourism operators. Frankly, it’s obscene.” I strongly urge the Department of Planning and
Department for Reginal NSW to:
•

•
•
•

Revise the plan to focus developments to facilitate growing businesses, providing more
employment opportunities, and stimulating the regional economy to be located outside the
Kosciuszko National Park
Strengthen the provisions in the Kosciuszko National Park to protect and conserve the
natural amenity of the park for future generations.
Retain the caps on accommodation in the National Park
Retain the existing natural of campsites and cultural venues such as Yarrangobilly Caves.

Regards
Jenny Rogers
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The koziosko national park should remain for he people and not become a retreat driven area.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don’t touch the untouched environment
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the desecration of one of Australia’s greatest national parks! It is an outrage that it has gotten his far
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 6:33:22 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 18:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jessica
Last name
Barbarino
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hello,
I am writing to say that I absolutely love the Snowy Mountains and have spent a lot of ime there and made many good memories exploring the
national park and beau iful nature.
I would like to see it kept as a wild, wilderness area and object to this park being developed in any way.
Please help keep and protect this beautiful environment.
Kind regards, Jessica
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jessie
Last name
Cripps
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:28:11 PM
jessies-sap-response-v.2.docx

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jessie
Last name
Dawson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
jessies-sap-response-v.2.docx

Submission
Refer to attached document for details.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

I am writing to voice my objection to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct, especially in
relation to the Western Lake Jindabyne development, which is earmarked as a Jindabyne Catalyst
Precinct.
I am a 15‐year‐old who moved to Jindabyne when I was six years old in order to grow up in a rural
lifestyle. After reading the SAP, I am completely disheartened that this lifestyle I have come to love
will be stolen from me and others, should the SAP go ahead.
As a child growing up in this area, I have countless memories of my days being filled with roaming
the rural land around Jindabyne and surrounding my property, nature walks through Kosciuszko
National Park, and countless hours spent in the lake on a hot summer’s day with my friends. There
are many things in common with all these memories, but the one thing that most stands out is the
utter serenity I experienced, when I looked around me and it felt like there was no one for miles,
when the only sound I could hear was birds calling to each other with their melodic songs. And in
truth, there never was anyone for miles around.
But with the SAP, this will all change. I live at
, and the fields that the SAP wants to
develop were my playground. It’s where so many of my fundamental memories have been born, and
in developing the land surrounding me, everything I have come to know and love will be
permanently destroyed.
The development of hundreds of houses in Western Lake Jindabyne will completely demolish this
pristine environment that the people of Jindabyne have come to respect.
Imagine you came to Jindabyne in 2019 as a tourist, and you drove up to Perisher, never seeing a
single house on the trip up once you left Jindabyne itself. Now imagine you came back a few years
later, and maybe you bring your friends, partner, children, etc. and you’ve been telling them about
how there’s no houses on the way up. Just open nature. But then you’re 10 minutes from your
accommodation in town, and maybe for three of those minutes, (if you’re lucky) there were no
houses, but then right before you reach the Thredbo River, you see this massive development on the
lake. All your friends would be looking at you, and asking questions like ‘wait, I thought you said
there were no houses on the way up’ or ‘yeah, sure. Nice nature out there…”. It would be really
embarrassing, right? And you yourself, you’d be really, really, confused. Because this area that was
classified as RU1 since Lake Jindabyne was created, suddenly has this massive development on it.
And maybe your friends ask you, “why didn’t we stay there?” and you can’t answer them, because
maybe you saw the accommodation on Trivago or something, but you didn’t believe it. You didn’t
believe that this natural, pristine environment would be bulldozed and forever destroyed. It’s kind of
stupid, right? Not stupid that someone wouldn’t believe that this natural world was destroyed,
because that is what anyone would think. What’s stupid is that this natural world was destroyed for
some tourist accommodation.
Please think of my generation, and those that will follow me, and keep our natural environment the
way it is. Please protect our rural lifestyle because if you allow this SAP to go through, there is no
way to go back. We don’t want Jindabyne to become a built‐up area, we want it to remain rural.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jessie
Last name
Price
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To me the purpose of a National Park is to safeguard an are of outstanding natural beauty and ecosystem significance, which the Snowy Mountains
National Park is in abundance. It should not be developed into a commercialised, private profit-making opportunity. It’s beauty, diversity, and
ecosystems importance makes it a Na ional resource, not an opportunity for privatisation. I strongly oppose he management of this National Park
being by anyone other han the Minister fit the Environment. We go there precisely for its wilderness; please, please do not develop it out of all
recognition into another commercialised, private-profit making enterprise. It would be irreversible damaging.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:36 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
jethro
Last name
baker
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
My Mum has just sent me the plans for Jindabyne East and urged me to make a submission. It makes me sad to think that all the
beautiful grassy space out on the point will be developed with shops and houses. I really hope you listen to us and scale it back
further. The environment there is so important!
thankyou
Jet
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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knp-aug-2021.pdf

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jill
Last name
Green
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
knp-aug-2021.pdf

Submission
Please see the attached submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

impractical.
5. I understand that the development of KNP is to be managed by the Department of
Regional Development. This is totally against the principles of management of national
parks particularly an area as sensitive as KNP. Do they have specialist ecological
knowledge of alpine environments that should be considered when development is
proposed? If the idea is to improve regional development then support the development
of accommodation outside KNP.
Your sincerely

Jill Green

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jill
Last name
Pickering
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission file
disability-access-submission-jill.pdf

Submission
Thanks you for referring to “Disability Access” in the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Master Plan (SMSAP) Draft. My submission will
highlight what I see as gaps and point out how to minimise anyone with disability being denied access to any of the SMSAP project and emphasis
support of SMSAP plan aspirations for the Snowies to be an inclusive, accessible and equitable region where everyone belongs.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 3:30 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 15:30
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jill
Last name
Stephenson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Another pristine area of our country is in danger from greed through over development and mismanagement. Feral horses (not
iconic but introduced) too many resorts resulting in traffic, rubbish and damage to fragile natural states, damage remaining from
hydro - the list goes on and on. Please limit numbers and r spect that which can not be re produced once destroyed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Joad
Last name
Fuller
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave he snowys alone ya bastards
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 03:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Joan
Last name
Chan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have been visiting Kosciuszko National Park for the past 20 years and watched how it has increased in popularity, particularly in the traditional 'off'
season in summer. Whilst I agree that the region should and can develop tourism for the local economy, I would be disappointed to visit KNP to find
more development within what is a national park and proposed changes (increased on site acconodation) would detract from the natural beaty of the
atea. Keep the development around Jindabyne please!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 9 August 2021 5:40 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 17:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Joel
Last name
Moller
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I am a keen mountain bike rider and would like to make a submission that the Talbingo MTB trail be included in the Snowy
Mountains Activation Precinct. The mountain bike trail has the largest decent in australia and believe it would be great for tourism
in the area.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Johannes
Last name
Hendriks
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
my-sub.pdf

Submission
As a member of he public who enjoys camping and an active member of the kayaking community, I strongly object to the proposed re-development
and commercialisation of Island Bend Campground.
I highly value the natural, “basic” nature of the camping at Island Bend and have strong concerns about the leasing and commercialisation of his part
of Kosciuszko National Park. This commercial model may restrict us from holding the SRER at Island Bend in he future and would spoil a natural
campground on the Snowy River that is loved by many whitewater kayakers as well as prohibit many families from enjoying his camping location as it
would exclude anyone who might be struggling financially.
In addi ion to camping, Island Bend is also very popular with local kayakers in he evenings and on weekends. Because of all these reasons, it is
essential that flexible, free, public access to the river is maintained, regardless of any re-development.

Please see attached document for more details of this objection
I agree to the above statement
Yes

As a member of the public who enjoys camping and an active member of the kayaking community, I
strongly object to the proposed re-development and commercialisation of Island Bend Campground.
I highly value the natural, “basic” nature of the camping at Island Bend and have strong concerns
about the leasing and commercialisation of this part of Kosciuszko National Park. This commercial
model may restrict us from holding the SRER at Island Bend in the future and would spoil a natural
campground on the Snowy River that is loved by many whitewater kayakers as well as prohibit many
families from enjoying this camping location as it would exclude anyone who might be struggling
financially.
In addition to camping, Island Bend is also very popular with local kayakers in the evenings and on
weekends. Because of all these reasons, it is essential that flexible, free, public access to the river is
maintained, regardless of any re-development.

Objection Details
We have reviewed the following two documents (the “Documents”):
1. Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan (“draft Master Plan”); and
2. Kosciuszko National Park – Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management, Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Precinct (“draft NP Plan”)
Pages 120-121 of the draft Master Plan are focussed on the proposed changes at Island Bend
Campground. The draft NP Plan specifies several changes to the Plan of Management to allow for
what is proposed in the draft Master Plan. The Documents are not always consistent. For example,
page 5 of the draft NP Plan states that “future development of cabins and glamping facilities at the
site will be allowed” while the draft Master Plan only mentions “cabin style accommodation”.
The items of most concern are:
1. Draft Master Plan
1. “A central camp kitchen and hot showers”
2. “Cabin style accommodation within a ‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping area
towards Guthega Road”
2. Draft NP Plan
1. “a campground at Island Bend to be operated under lease” (page 17)
2. “Powered sites at Island Bend supported by camping facilities such as camp kitchens,
hot showers and flushing toilets, to meet the growing demand for such facilities”
(page
20)
3. Bed numbers of up to 100 to be permitted at Island Bend (page 33)
4. Locations can be “leased for accommodation and other commercial purposes” (page
41)

Commercialisation Concerns

While there is very little detail in either of the Documents, it is evident that the intention is to lease
parts of Island Bend for camping, accommodation and “other commercial purposes”. It is not clear
which parts would be leased and whether all areas labelled “Eco Tourism” on Figure 38 of the draft
Master Plan could potentially be leased. If so, this is extremely alarming. It indicates that the
intention is to allow for the entire campground to be leased so that third parties can operate it for
commercial, profit-making purposes.
Island Bend is currently a free campsite which is managed by NPWS (a $6 online booking fee was
recently introduced). There is no reason why the Island Bend Campground cannot be managed by
NPWS, maintaining control in the interests of the public, not for private enterprise. For-profit
accommodation in national parks engenders entirely different outcomes to infrastructure created
purely for public utility. Further, experience elsewhere (south coast of Tasmania and soon the light
house to light house walk by Eden) shows that once areas become exclusive, people that have loved
and used an area for decades become excluded.
There is no information given in the Documents on how extensive the development of the
campground and cabin accommodation will be or how expensive it will be. This commercial model is
likely to block campers looking for basic, free accommodation in a beautiful part of Kosciuszko
National Park.
We have no objection to the rehabilitation of asbestos contaminated land associated with the
former Island Bend township. However, this rehabilitation should not be contingent on commercial
interests within the national park. The land should either be rehabilitated for environmental
protection or to allow for basic camping, like the rest of the campground. National parks should not
be sold off to pay for their upkeep.
If any re-development does occur, it should be strictly limited to any of the current, asbestos
contaminated areas that are rehabilitated. The current, free, and natural campground must be
maintained with management by NPWS.

Destruction of Natural Character
There is already a huge range of accommodation available within Kosciuszko National Park and
around the Jindabyne region for people wanting beds and hot showers. There is very little camping
of the type found at Island Bend where campers are free to choose where they camp, rather than
being corralled into allocated, pre-booked camping areas. The natural character of the campground
should be maintained, which would not be possible if leased for commercial operations.
One of the main enjoyments of staying at Island Bend Campground is the “basic” nature of the
camping and to get away from all the modern conveniences and technical distractions in life. There
are powered camping options in Jindabyne for people that wish to “rough it” in a tent but are not
capable of going a night without a hot shower, a camp kitchen or electricity. There is no need to
provide these facilities at Island Bend and ruin the character of what is a beautiful, natural camping
area.

Conclusion
My strong preference is to maintain the nature of Island Bend Campground, that is free camping
with minimal amenities and unrestricted public access to the river.

I am not opposed to adding further camping in the area, for example through rehabilitation of the
current asbestos filled area, but strongly oppose any commercialisation or leasing in this part of
Kosciuszko National Park. We believe management of the area should remain with NPWS.
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To:
Cc:
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Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
JOHN [PAT]
Last name
EDMONDSON
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Object
Submission file
snowy-mountains-special-activitation-precinct---town-centre.docx

Submission
Please see attached my submission relating to the Jindabyne Town Centre - page 25 Master Plan.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
JOHN [PAT]
Last name
EDMONDSON
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Object
Submission file
snowy-mountains-special-activitation-precinct---banjo-patterson.docx

Submission
Please see attached my submission relating to the ROAD SAFETY BANJO PATTERSON CRESCENT.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission

NAME John P Edmondson [Pat]
BACKGROUND:
I am 94 years old. I worked for Sydney Water, in Wollongong as a Civil Engineer
Construction before I retired to the Jindabyne area in 1985.
GENERAL COMMENTS:
 The SAP is a wonderful thing for the town.
 Congratulations to those who prepared it.
 The changes that I suggested on the first day of original survey some years ago have
been covered.
ROAD SAFETY BANJO PATTERSON CRESCENT:
 This is possibly the most dangerous street in town. It carries most of the foot, bicycle
and vehicle traffic from and to the area south east of Kosciuszko Rd
 *The carriageway is narrow. When vehicles are parked with traffic in both directions
one vehicle has to pull in between parked cars.
 The road is used by school buses and the new bus service to the mountains
 The footpath is barely wide enough for a stroller and people often have to step on
the roadway to pass.
 Garbage and recycling bins often block the footpath.
 A solution to these problems would be to:
To make it a one way traffic road with parking only on the NE side.
Build bin enclosures on the SW side of the road.
Bins to be placed on the road on the NE side.
Wide the footpath to 2.4 meters.
*A sketch of the proposal is on page 2.

22‐08‐2021
1

2
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To:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
John
Last name
Andresen
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Our National Parks need to be kept in as natural a state as possible! There is no point in ‘paving paradise and putting up a parking lot’ - it’s ridiculous
to keep destroying Na ional Parks, particularly one as sensitive as Kosciusko.
INSTEAD, the Government should consider developing the eco-tourism potential of our State Forests. This would be profitable as well as providing
opportunities to protect and enhance our forests with proper management.
The forests would become more resilient to bushfire when the ‘forest of sticks’ caused by logging has been able to mature to large trees.
The result would be beau iful forests accessible to all, beneficial to the environment, contributing to carbon sequestration, safer from fires.
The forests would generate jobs in forest management, especially including indigenous people, eco-tourism and tourism dollars in the local towns.
Meanwhile, our National Parks would be preserved and conserved as is the intention of he National Park system.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
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Submitted on Sun, 01/08/2021 - 09:30
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
John
Last name
Blyth
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have visited KNP several times a year for most of my life, and I consider it an irreplaceable natural asset that should be preserved
and improved for its biodiversity.
The proposal to change the management of the park from Dept of Environment to Planning is a recipe for disaster.
It is a NATIONAL PARK, not an amusement park.
Snowy 2.0 is a misguided project that should never proceed, and the current proposal for increased development is even more
cynical and short-sighted.
John Blyth
MBChB, FRACGP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
1
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
John
Last name
Brickhill
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
comments-onsmsapdmp---j-b 0.docx

Submission
I object to Snowy Mountains SAP draft Master Plan including Kosciuszko National Park. Details of my objec ion are included in he attached file.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Comments on Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan
John Brickhill

The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan (SMSAPdMP)
should not include the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). KNP has its own planning
system which take into account all environmental considerations and should not be
overlaid by a future State Environmental Planning Policy (SEPP). The planning
within KNP is reviewed by community referenced groups, the Regional Advisory
Committee and the Advisory Council, which is a defined by the National Parks and
Wildlife Act. It will be confusing to have the KNP Plan of Management overlaid by a
SEPP.

The SMSAPdMP is useful in developing ideas for development of tourism expansion
based in Jindabyne. Development in Jindabyne, rather than the in KNP is possible
and desirable for many reasons, such as the availability of water supply, provision of
sewage, and protection from bush fire danger. Expansion of accommodation in
alpine resorts is not required, or wanted in KNP, especially because of the difficulties
in providing such basic services as water, sewerage, transport to/from Jindabyne on
snow covered roads and protection from fires.

The SMSAPdMP (page 88) “seeks to facilitate a safe and sustainable increase in
the amount and range of year-round accommodation offerings in anticipation of a
future decline in snow-based recreation due to climate change and to address a
sharply seasonal visitation profile”. This suggests that greater visitation is wanted
and expected in summer. However, the existing bed numbers in the alpine resorts
in Thredbo, Perisher Valley and Smiggin Holes are currently not fully used in the
summer seasons, so at present there is no justification in increasing bed numbers.

Thredbo precinct: the SMSAPdMP (page 90) suggests that “the Structure plans for
Thredbo aim to leverage the resort’s existing village character, facilitate growth in
day and overnight visitors”. However, the plan for Thredbo east (page 92) including
a multi-deck carpark easily destroys a “village character”.
The growth in overnight visitors, a proposed increase in bed numbers of 34% to
6444 beds, similarly belies the need to retain a ‘village character’. An increase in
this level of bed numbers can not be justified in light of the predicted loss of skiable
snow due to climate change. The carrying capacity of the ski fields has not been
presented as yet. Planning to increase bed numbers before defining the long-term
ability of the ski slopes to carry those additional skiers is bad planning.

In the Perisher Village precinct there is also a proposed increase in bed numbers
(SMSAPdMP page 98) where “the structure plan also seeks to deliver an increase in
visitor accommodation within Perisher Village to improve the current ‘bed to skier
ratio’ “. This statement shows that the SMSAPdMP is more about the winter
accommodation rather than the claimed expansion of year round activities.
Expansion of visitor numbers at Perisher village and associated sites ignores the
environmental limits of the site. Changes expected with climate change will mean a
less reliable supply of water and snow. The proposed 49% increase to 5192 beds at
Perisher Village can not be supported by the forecast available water supply.
The water supply will also be in demand for snowmaking. Climate change will mean
more irregular snowfalls, leading to greater demand for water for snowmaking to
make skiable slopes between snowfalls. However, the water supply will be
insufficient for increased snowmaking, meaning that increased accommodation
structures are likely to become ‘stranded assets’ ie. accommodation without a use.
The carrying capacity of the ski fields has not been demonstrated in this draft Master
Plan. It is essential that this carrying capacity be determined to see if the ski fields
can support the increase in winter accommodation, before development proceeds.
The Perisher sewage works have long been a source of pollution of the waterways
that receive treated effluent. The increase in bed numbers of 49% will mean an
unsustainable load on sewage processing, and enlarged sewerage works and outfall
will certainly threaten the perceived ‘pristine character’ of the mountains.
In the Guthega precinct, SMSAPdMP (page 104) , proposed improvement in
camping opportunities and associated facilities for day visitors, to be developed on
previously disturbed sites near Guthega dam, are supported.
SMSAPdMP (Page 110) The proposed development at Thredbo ranger station of
up to 20 glamping pods is not supported. The site near the Thredbo river is low lying,
waterlogged and subject to flooding, and hence is an unsuitable development site.
SMSAPdMP (page 116) Creel Bay
The development of Creel Bay with additional cottages, camping sites and day use
areas is supported.
SMSAPdMP (page 120) Island Bend
The proposed additional camp sites on remediated areas is supported. However,
camping sites need to be managed to maintain high quality grassy sites that are not
overused and degraded.

SMSAPdMP (page 128) Porcupine Rocks viewing platform
I can see not see any justification for an intrusive structure such as a cantilevered
viewing platform in an open environment such as an alpine herbfield. Such a
structure may be useful in a forested site where views are hard to reach, but this is
not the case at this site. This platform supposedly will enhance the walking
experience, but it will cause unwanted environmental damage. There will be other
places on the Snowies Iconic Walk that will give the expansive views, along with the
‘thrilling walking experience’ without the intrusion of a large built structure.
SMSAPdMP (Page 131) Helicopter transit
I have strong objections to any helicopter transit flights to service transport from
Jindabyne to alpine resorts. Helicopters and their attendant noise are anathema to
the natural values of a national park experience. Helicopter transits, being a highcost operation will only be used by a few high-income visitors to the detriment of
much larger numbers of park visitors who will have their national park experience
degraded by noise. Helicopter landing pad\s at resorts will be high noise impact
sites, destroying the ’village atmosphere’ supposedly championed in the master plan.
SMSAPdMP (Page 132) Staging
I agree with the concepts of staging developments in the Jindabyne area, and the
development of these being funded by private investment. I do not support the
development of an Alpine Development Control Plan. While there may be private
investors willing to develop areas in the alpine resorts, the social and environmental
costs of these developments will be borne by the natural environment and the
visitors who do not want to use the intense urban development of those sites.

Talia Walker
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I note that a a boardwalk and beach is being proposed on the foreshore of the lake at the front of Horizons.
While the new development is supported, appropriate consultation would be appreciated with the final design and construction.
Some owners at Horizons also have some specific knowledge of the rising and lowering of the lake level and the experience of
having a pontoon at the lake, which in the end proved to be not feasible. The level of the lake recently has been very low for quite
some time with considerable fluctuations. Good engineering will be essential.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Thanks for the opportunity to comment. Submission attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan

Introduction and summary
I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Draft Master Plan (SMSAP). However, I consider it is highly inappropriate and fundamentally
wrong for the SMSAP to include any proposals covering the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP).
Given that the SMSAP does contain proposals in the KNP and which would require significant
amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management (KPoM), it not appropriate
and, indeed offensive, for the SMSAP and draft amendments to the KPoM to be simultaneously
placed on public exhibition.
The NSW Government should not be using the Special Activation Precinct Process to override
legislative and other well-established processes to push for a range of major developments in the
iconic Kosciuszko National Park. There are already appropriate mechanisms in place under the
KPoM for proposing, evaluating and deciding on developments in the KNP.
It is highly irresponsible of the NSW Government to initiate and pursue development objectives
under the SAP process for the KNP as they have the potential to seriously and permanently
impact on the outstanding natural and cultural heritage values of some of the highest and also
most fragile ecosystems in Australia. The KNP has fragile ecosystems that are unique in NSW
and rare across Australia and parts of the park are already under stress from climate change,
bushfire impacts, feral plants and animals and visitor use.
The Masterplan should not be the overriding statutory planning document for the KNP. Instead,
KNP should continue to be managed under the existing arrangements administered by the
Minister for the Environment. The KNP should be excised from the SMSAP planning process.
Proposals supported
Opening new areas around Jindabyne for housing, visitor beds and commercial ventures.
Constructing a bypass around central Jindabyne.
Expanding transport options between Jindabyne and the resort areas, especially in winter.
Improving residential and community amenity in the Jindabyne area, provided local residents
support both the extent and the nature of the developments articulated in the SMSAP.
Proposals not supported
Increasing bed limits in the KNP, building new accommodation at Island Bend, Creel Bay,
Thredbo Ranger Station
Commuter helicopter transport to/ from, and landings in, KNP.
There should be no commercial helicopter landings in KNP, including at resorts.
Redevelopment proposals for the Jindabyne Visitor Centre. NPWS and KNP should be given
greater prominence in the centre of Jindabyne and in the Visitor Centre, not less.
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Background
I have been a regular visitor to KNP and the Jindabyne area for many years for a variety of
recreational pursuits including downhill skiing, walking, bike riding and simply enjoying the
outdoors. I have stayed in Jindabyne, Berridale, most of the alpine resort areas and also in the
camping areas referred to in the SMSAP in both summer and winter. I am very familiar with
many different parts of KNP.
Comments in more detail
The SMSAP boldly claims it aims to revitalise the Snowy Mountains into a year-round tourist
destination and reaffirm Jindabyne as Australia’s alpine capital. What appears to have been
conveniently ignored is that its place as the alpine capital is already firmly established and it is
already a year-round destination for visitors.
I consider it is highly inappropriate and fundamentally wrong for the SMSAP to include any
proposals covering the KNP. Given that the SMSAP does contain proposals in the KNP and
which would require significant amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of
Management, I consider it is not appropriate and also highly offensive for the SMSAP and draft
amendments to the KPoM to be simultaneously placed on public exhibition.
The NSW Government should not be using a process designed for fast tracking development
processes in urban environments (the Special Activation Precinct process) to override legislative
and other well-established processes to push for a range of major developments in the iconic
National Park. There are already appropriate mechanisms in place under the KPoM for
proposing, evaluating and deciding on developments in the KNP.
The KNP should be seen as so much more than just a short to medium term development
opportunity for commercial interests and short-sighted politicians.
The KNP should be immediately removed from the SMSAP. The Masterplan should not be the
overriding statutory planning document for the KNP. Instead, KNP should continue to be
managed under the existing arrangements administered by the Minister for the Environment.
Proposals supported
I support proposals to expand the area available for the development of housing, visitor
accommodation and commercial activities in the Jindabyne area.
The construction of a bypass around central Jindabyne is sound.
I also support proposals for improving residential and community amenity in the Jindabyne area,
provided that local residents support both the extent and the nature of the various development
proposals. After all, it is their community.
Proposals not supported
If the NSW Government continues to include the KNP in the SMSAP process, then the
following comments are relevant.
I do not support the proposal to adjust parkwide policy on built accommodation as it is a vehicle
for massively increasing overnight visitor accommodation and represents a very serious threat to
the integrity of the KNP in view of the impacts it would have on fragile alpine or subalpine
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ecosystems, including for bushfire Asset Protection Zones and the additional utility services
(power, water, sewage and waste disposal) that would need to be provided.
The SMSAP seeks to “reduce seasonality” in visitor numbers by encouraging greater use of KNP
in summer months to lessen the emphasis on winter activities in the resort areas and to recognise
the inevitability of shorter snow seasons in the future. However, if that is the emphasis, then
what is the rational for proposing more accommodation that would be used for only a few
months of the year?
No firm justification has been provided in the SMSAP, or in the supporting technical and
background papers, for the large proposed increases in bed limits for the resorts. There is no
hard assessment of the carrying capacity of the resort areas or of the associated snow-sport
slopes.
Any further development in the resort areas will result in significant and unjustifiable
environmental costs. At Thredbo for example, where further development is proposed on the
golf course (itself an inappropriate development in KNP), the area should be rehabilitated and
remnant patches of native vegetation should not be cleared for more accommodation.
For Perisher, the SMSAP focuses on infill development to minimise ‘habitat clearing’, but that is
essentially meaningless given the comments on page 96 of the SMSAP Appendix that
developments would need to comply with the 2019 Bushfire Protection measures, including
minimising vegetation corridors and providing and maintaining Asset Protection Zones.
Therefore, I consider there should be NO increase in the bed limits for the resort areas of
Thredbo, Charlottes Pass, and Perisher/ Guthega/ Smiggins, or at Sponars, the Ski Rider Motel
and the Kosciuszko Mountain Retreat.
There should also be no cabins, hot showers or kitchens at Island Bend.
Any additional overnight accommodation structures within KNP should be restricted to robust
low altitude areas where there is potential to reuse of existing buildings. However, I do not
support the proposed bed limits at sites that currently have very little or no visitor
accommodation, specifically the Thredbo Ranger Station and Waste point/ Creel Bay. The
emphasis should be on the reuse of existing buildings and following on from that, more
appropriate accommodation levels would be 10 for the Thredbo Ranger Station and 40 for Waste
Point/ Creel Bay.
Future accommodation needs in the Snowy Mountains precinct would be more appropriately met
and at considerably lower environmental cost in areas outside KNP, such as in and around
Jindabyne, where the SMSAP is also proposing major change, principally aimed at catering for
perceived visitor needs. Meeting future accommodation needs in the Jindabyne area would also
provide greater benefits to the local economy.
Commuter helicopter flights and landings are not appropriate in KNP. Too much noise would be
generated. There are already too many sightseeing flights buzzing just above the slopes at
Perisher. There should continue to be a ban on helicopter landings in the park for anything other
than rescues, official purposes and to facilitate approved ski field infrastructure maintenance and
construction work during the summer months
The SMSAP articulates on page 103 for the desired future character of the alpine areas and notes
for Perisher it “will have a night and day economy. With bars, cafes and restaurants to support
the envisaged growth. A distinct alpine feel will be created that takes advantage of vistas,
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enables outdoor dining during warmer months and is considerate of environmental constraints.
A pedestrian permeable environment will be developed that enables walkability all year round to
ensure that people can move around the village …”. Without any real mountain vistas, Perisher
does not currently have ‘a distinct alpine feel’ in summer and even with the addition of bars,
cafes and restaurants and more accommodation, it never will. It is an impossible dream that is
highly inappropriate for the shallow alpine valley in the middle of KNP.
In the Jindabyne area, I do not support changes in use of the current Snowy Mountains Visitor
Centre if it means reducing the presence of NPWS staff in the building. Given that the KNP is
the primary reason for the majority of visitors being in the Jindabyne area is to visit the Park,
NPWS and the Park should be given even more prominence in the Visitor Centre at its current
central location.
Conclusion
Australia’s relatively area alpine and sub alpine ecosystems are already under threat and should
be treasured and protected for the benefit of all Australians, current and future. New visitor
experiences in KNP should focus on low impact activities that are appropriate to an iconic
National Park. In addition, future accommodation demands in the Snowy Mountains area would
be met much more appropriately by developments outside the KNP. Management of the KNP
should continue to be under the KPoM and the park should be removed from the SMSAP
planning process.

John Brush
22 August 2021
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Hi there; I have watched and read with interest the information regarding the plans and processes being put together for the above
planning process and commend the Snowy Mountains master planning authority; National Parks and all the relevant authorities
and areas that are providing input for this proactive initiate.
My understanding is that the plan is a forward-looking vision and long term planning process, reviewing and raising input both for
the short term and then as many issues and contingencies as possible for the longer term.
Currently, businesses and properties located within the Alpine National Park lease their properties either directly from the NPWS or
via sub-lease from Kosciuszko Thredbo Pty Limited (KT) for Thredbo. These leases expire in 36 years, June 2057 (for Thredbo),
which is obviously within the proposed plan timeline.
Successful businesses need to look at both short and long term issues; as indeed the Government is with this initiative.
Businesses and individuals when making decisions around investment need security of tenure as the first fundamental step to take
into account and plan what will happen and have some certainty over the longer term.
My suggestion, to give us all some certainty about our investment in the Alps, is for the 40-year plan to include the review and
1

future approach by NPWS and Government for all lease holders. The lease on all the Alpine subleases expires during the 40 year
plan, let’s proactively include the review within the plan. For example, issues that could be addressed as part of the review would
include when and how will the negotiations be undertaken, will the current lease holdings be converted to a different type of title will
e.g. freehold or leasehold again or other options? Would it be appropriate to renew for say another 2 x 50 years leases like they
were originally? Will Parks or the Government potentially ask leaseholders to surrender the land? Are there other plans or thoughts
of potentially what may happen with the lease titles? All this should be proactively sorted during this planning process.
I understand that the NPWS normal process for renewals of commercial leases is that they are reviewed within 18 months of the
renewal date however, in the case of the Australian Alpine Area it is unique and should be conducted many years in advance.
Security of tenure will fundamentally provide all parties with the ability to plan long term and stimulate economic development and
investment and increasing year-round jobs in supporting industries.
I suggest that this process be formally adopted and included in either the Alpine SEPP and or the master plan for the Snowy
Mountains.
Thank you.
Regards,

John Cashmore

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Alpine resorts
While I can understand the need to improve general infrastructure in the Park for visitors, I submit the following:
The impacts of climate change will render the proposed additional beds redundant, so a lot of general disruption to he park will occur during
construction of accommodation to no real value in the longer term. In short, don't add beds to an already overloaded environment. It will cost us all in
the long run in environmental destruc ion and the need to take remediation action.
More private vehicles and more people on a sensitive and unique habitat will add to the damage already being done by human activity on the Park so
set strict limits on visitor numbers in the Park. It is a finite resource that cannot bear constant growth and exploitation.
The development of accommodation in Jindabyne with low emissions vehicle access to KNP is a much better idea as it will reduce overnight stays in
the Park, which only benefit the resorts, but not the public interest or environment in the long term.
A mul i-storey carpark in Thredbo will become a blight on the landscape and is predicated on bringing people to Thredbo in private vehicles. Better to
provide park and ride and restrict private vehicle traffic to what will become a shrinking and ever more vulnerable snow pack and alpine habitat.
Thredbo could bus its staff to work, thereby saving 300 or so car spaces, so really it is a pointless, wasteful exercise. There is also no way around it,
concrete is a water guzzling material and aesthetically out of place in a natural environment such as KNP.
Since it seems however that private vehicle access will continue to be a major visitation transport I suggest KNP, Thredbo and Perisher partner with
Chargefox or similar, to build EV charging infrastructure to encourage EV driver access.
I also suggest KNP place strict limits on non-EV vehicular access. The entry fee for private vehicles should also reflect the "pollution" status of he
vehicle, ie higher fees for higher polluting cars, vans etc
My final word: The KNP should not be attached to this Master plan like a rider on a parliamentary bill. Separate the KNP from the Jindabyne SAP
schedule; KNP amendment proposals need many more months for adequate public consultation.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Hello
I would like to state that I am of the belief that all national parks should be driven by the nature conservation purpose of the
National Parks and Wildlife act not by the draft Plan's objectives of growth in business opportunities.
The very fact that we are writing submissions to protect the natural heritage of a national park, rather than have it monecised and
thought of as a business opportunity is somewhat bewildering. Mr Barilaro should be no more put in charge of determining the long
term environmental outcomes of KNP than having Dracula being put in charge of the Blood Bank. Mr Barilaro's belief that gas
heating could be utilised to make the hot pool at Yarrangobilly caves into an Onsen style village is akin to him threatening to leave
the coalition because of Koala protection - nonsensical at best.
National parks can certainly be utilised to ensure both the local community benefits as well as ensuring the long term viability of
flora and fauna. This is best done via the department of Planning, Industry and the Environment ( Minister Keen) not via the
leadership of Mr Barilaro and his portfolio Dept of Regional NSW ( Had this been on window design and installation then perhaps I
would believe otherwise).
Mr Barilaro's ability not to become involved in the professional management of KNP is perhaps summarised by Clive Hamilton,
Professor at Charles Sturt University in Canberra when he wrote Sometimes sheer bloody-minded politics overrules hard science.
A good example is Deputy Premier John Barilaro’s “brumby bill”, passed by the NSW Parliament three years ago.
Scientists had been raising the alarm about the destruction of Kosciuszko National Park caused by the explosion in the feral horse
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population, but Barilaro’s bill vetoed culling. Since then, numbers have soared: 14,000 feral horses now trample through highly
sensitive and unique ecosystems."
Please keep Mr Barilaro and his antagonistic politics as far away from something as important as KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Leave it alone and leave it as is
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I am a member of the Guthega Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated wi h Perisher for nearly 60 years. I strongly
endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
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Submission
I would like to construct accommodation over part of the car park at Bullocks Flat. I believe this will save many animal lives and give encouragement
for the Ski Tube to operate all year round. Providing affordable accommodation in an area that has already been compromised, rather than a
greenfield site makes more sense. There is ample infrastructure and by building over the car park, little - if any - parking will be compromised.
Please see attached presentation.
Kind Regards
John Murray
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Bullocks Flat Bunk House
Affordable, year round 2 & 3 Star accommodation to remove
some traffic pressures in the National Park

Proposal
• To build a Bunkhouse, Motel & Lodge style accommodation above a section
of the car park at Bullocks Flat with some retail, food and beverage
facilities.
• Sites include the far Northern corner of the car park, an area seldom used.
Alternatives would be above the Ski Tube station itself or directly South
West (see maps following)
• The development would have an elevated deck, allowing for car parking
underneath – keeping almost all the existing parking.
• The footprint of the structure would be 60 meters by 60 meters, however,
50 meters by 50 meters would be available for parking.
• There is currently power, water and sewerage on the site which has already
been significantly compromised from an environmental point of view.

Accommodation to reduce over 15 000 car journeys within the
National Park
The nearest 2 & 3 star accommodation to Perisher is predominantly
Jindabyne, requiring skiers to drive either to the Ski Tube or up to
Perisher.
Accommodation at the Ski Tube car park may have the ability to reduce
over 15 000 car trips annually, significantly reducing the toll on wildlife
in and out of the Park.
There is also the opportunity to reduce the number of road accidents,
injuries and fatalities by accommodating people where they don’t have
to use their vehicles.

Complimentary to existing accommodation
• The magnificent facility at Lake Crackenback caters to high end 4 & 5
Star travellers and provides a fantastic amenity. The proposed
accommodation above Bullocks Flat would not be a competitor to this
offering.
• Other 3 Star accommodation such as Crackenback Farm, Altitude
1260 & Ivo’s Farm all still require guests to use their vehicles to get to
and from the Ski Tube.
• The ability to complete the Thredbo walk and stay at Bullocks Flat at
the end of the trail enhances the appeal of this activity.
• The proposed development would be the perfect half way point
between Thredbo and the Gaden Trout Hatchery

Above or next the current Ski Tube Station
• Area 1, above the current Ski Tube Station would have no impact on
any parking and obviously be incredibly convenient for users of the
Ski Tube. It may present construction challenges if the station was
never designed to have additional levels.
• Area 2 (day parking to the South West) would be almost as
convenient, however, less problematic as the structure can be built
from scratch, specifically to provide accommodation, retail, food and
beverage.
• For skiers, being located so close to the station would encourage
Bullocks flat accommodation over Jindabyne and provide a true
alpine experience, being a train ride away from the slopes. It’s the
nearest to on snow experience with out the financial or
environmental cost

Infrastructure, Position, Environment
• It is inevitable that the sense of using the existing infrastructure
(power, water, sewerage) and a brown fields site will come to the fore
• Reducing vehicle traffic in the park is a no brainer.
• Converting part of what is currently best described as a pot holed eye
sore can only benefit the appeal and usage of this part of the park
• The ability to provide a near on snow experience with out developing
more infrastructure above the snow line must surely appeal to
anyone who cares for the welfare of the park
• The Ski Tube is rarely at capacity, this plan utilises an under used asset
to the benefit of all whilst developing tourism infrastructure in a less
sensitive area.

Next Steps

• Land Holder consent – before a plan can be put to Vail Resorts for
their consideration, land holder consent needs to be obtained from
the Kosciusko National Park.
• If there is zero chance of this project receiving any consent then we
can stop now, however, if there is a chance then I am willing to fund a
full Development Application and EIS
• Summary – I would like to present a broad outline of my proposal to
see if it has any hope of being considered – who would be best placed
to take the initial meeting?
• I have the financial where with all and access to the highest quality
experts to make this a wonderful success and enduring asset for
guests to enjoy the National Park

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 13 August 2021 10:23 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 13/08/2021 - 10:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
John
Last name
Newman
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not support the Snowy Mountains SAP draft Master Plan, especially as it relates to the Alpine Precinct (land within Kosciuszko
National Park).
General
- The draft Master Plan focuses on commercial exploitation of Kosciuszko National Park, without improving the environmental
outcomes for Kosciuszko National Park.
- The park is under significant environmental pressure (threatened species, feral horses, destructive bushfires; , impacts from
resorts and clearing for transmission lines). All commercial developments in the Master Plan should be secondary to and informed
by conservation.
- the Plan of Management should be the primary document managing Kosciuszko National Park, focused on conservation.
Proposals to amend the Plan of Management prioritise the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Master Plan above the
Plan of Management - no good.
- increased visitor numbers should be in the summer months and shoulder seasons, when there is surplus park accommodation
available
Development approvals
1

- NPWS should maintain responsibility for development approvals in the park, not Department of Planning.
Noisy flights
- There is no respectable reason to remove the current restrictions on aircraft landings. They disrupt wildlife behaviour and the
serenity for visitors who have come for a remote, undisturbed experience.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 10:33:35 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 22:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
john
Last name
sim
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Snowy Mountain SAP is a far reaching plan that will destroy the very attributes of Jindabyne and the surrounding Precincts. Lake shores require
large buffer zones of vegetation to act as a filter for natural and human produced run off. The proposed developments do not provide for sufficient
buffers against the level of developments proposed. Already the visual amenity of the lake shores have been compromised by urban development in
East Jindabyne and the Tyrollian village which is even more pronounced at night time. Mul i-story units are not acceptable on a lake shore in any
setting.
The Lake is Jindabyne's most important asset and must be protected from he ongoing pressures for developers to always require " water front access
/ views"
The Thredbo Valley has so far been protected from development destroying its rural visual amenity and must be so for ever. It is this long term
planning hat maintains the character and appeal of he area. Jindabyne should not become an over developed "Queenstown" (as in NZ)
Yarrangobilly proposals are a flagrant abuse of National Park Principals. A naturally heated pool should never become an artificially, unsustainable,
global warming, gas fired onsen.
Accommodation expansion can be sensitive and need not be always catering to the high end.
Ski field accommodation should be capped and he surrounding districts provide beds in areas less sensitive. Improved mass transport can overcome
traffic congestion and assist smaller settlements to thrive. Cooma, Berridale, Dalgety all have space and ability to expand.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 3 July 2021 10:57 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 03/07/2021 - 10:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
john
Last name
sim
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I just completed the survey which I found to be very biased in favour of development.
My concerns are the plan goes too far in supporting commercial interests at the expense of protecting natural and ecological
values as well as visitor experiences.
Helicopter use for commuters is a huge impost on visitor experience. The mountains are renowned for their tranquility and remote
experiences. Helicopters are invasions of all these values, including one's sense of privacy. Drones are banned in KNP and for
good reason.
The possibility of commercial operators using the road from Charlottes to Rawson pass must also be totally excluded.
Any commercial accommodation development should only be with in the existing resorts and not "creep" into remote areas.
The iconic walk and the extra mountain bike trails are already introducing weeds and litter. These issues need to be addressed
with a commitment to ongoing maintenance and controls.
The alpine areas are unique and that unique nature should be preserved. Encouraging any motorised transport, overnight
accommodation structures, viewing platforms etc are all reducing visitor experience of "getting away from it all"
1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:53:28 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
John
Last name
Steggall
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The proposed draft Master Plan and Road Network is extremely extensive and I propose to address my submission to 2 aspects.
1. Perisher village planning. The general thrust of the draft is to see an increase of accomodation within the resort. If any planner had knowledge of he
huge number of people who use the resort in winter with the long queues to get on ski lifts, they would know that increases of the number of beds
would only cause more congestion than already exists. It appears the reason for such increase of beds is in conjunction with he draftees desire to
"reduce car parking spaces wi h a view to increasing public transport use and overnight visitors." In winter that would only diminish the asset of
Jindabyne as the key location of visitors and resort staff to stay. No family of 4-6 people will want to use a bus to get from Jindabyne to Perisher to ski
if they have to pay $20 return each day per person or to drive and find there is no spare parking spaces in Perisher and finish up parking their car
down the road past Prussian Creek. There should be more parking available to day trippers/skiers to encourage more users of he ski facilities. As a
result of climate change we can only assume he snow cover for the ski area will be diminished and therefore more crowded. The skiable area should
not be extended further into the National Park and there should be adequate parking for public use.
2. Transport study and Road Network. I support the proposed southern connector road in the hope that it would reduce he traffic conges ion at the
Jindabyne roundabouts par icularly in the ski season however the road should be 4 lanes wide from he beginning as it would be used by all road
users coming from the north of Jindabyne Central. I object to the draft proposal connecting Park Road and Reedy Cutting Street, running through the
JJ Connors Oval. This sporting complex area is used by a multitude of sporting groups for training and events as well as general public use. It is he
only area for such use in Jindabyne The opening up of a public road running through the park for use by a bus service (which would no doubt be
extended to other vehicle use) would be extremely dangerous to say the least with different sports and training groups using the 2 playing fields at he
same time. Allowing a bus to be driven through a pedestrian activity zone is unsafe and contrary to the whole idea of he use of a sporting and
recreational zone. You only need to see the amount of pedestrian use of the new pathway between he 2 streets to appreciate the danger. I also
question he need for a bus service to have the use of such a connection as it would have a very minor difference in time from the existing route. Any
cost of such a street connection would be much better applied to improving the existing facilities in he park and sports fields.
In general, the draft plans appear to be a huge overkill and should be looked at as seperate planning issues going into the future.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 9:50:38 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 09:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
John
Last name
Taylor
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The increased development of housing is not sustainable as in winter the ski fields can not handle the influx of tourists that arrive already.
Staff accommoda ion has not been addressed.
John Connors Oval is an important hub of the sporting community and a rare jem of a location.
We are vehemently opposed to any relocation of this facility.
The existing caravan park should be extended, not removed to accommodate travellers and seasonal staff alike.
The bypass road is completely unnecessary in my opinion.
Extra lanes from SMGS has helped traffic flow immensely so why change it only to bottle neck where new bypass road would enter and also take
away the opportunity for passing traffic for existing businesses in town.
I think a gondola is pointless and a high wind risk.
Development is already booming. The SAP proposal is not sustainable in my opinion.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 1 July 2021 4:15 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 01/07/2021 - 16:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
JOHN
Last name
WALCOTT
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
There should be public Transport between Jindabyne, Bullock flats, Perisher and Thredbo on a Regular Basis.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 8:09 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 08:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Johnathon
Last name
Doidge
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I believe that this will be great for the area and great for future generations especially considering how many are now disengaged
with the environment. The ability for current and future generations to enjoy the outdoors is so important as it will directly lead to
more appreciation for these spaces with will in turn make them treat these areas with more respect! Bring it on and hopefully these
stupid so called NP user groups who have such a limited view are put in their place! I have seen these groups comments on
previous submissions and they are despicable
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:24:58 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jonathan
Last name
Hoare
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don’t start paving wilderness areas for profit. The world is in enough despair as it is without unnecessary destruction of wilderness.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:00:15 PM
comments-on-the-kosciuszko-np-consultation-documents.docx

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jonathan
Last name
Miller
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
comments-on-the-kosciuszko-np-consultation-documents.docx

Submission
My comments on the Master Plan and other related consultation documents are in my attachment.
While I have major concerns about the direction of the changes, I support some of the proposals.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Comments on the Proposed amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of
Management, the Special Activation Master Plan and the Yarrangobilly precincts plan
Summary
The proposed amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management and the
Special Activation Master Plan are based on the position that national parks are foremost an
economic asset in which urbanisation and commercialisation are prioritised over nature
conservation and low impact recreation. If the proposals are adopted, they would hasten
the deterioration of the environmental quality of Kosciuszko National Park. This approach
needs to fundamentally change and many of the proposals should not proceed.
About the author
My background is in forest science and I have worked with three national park services, as
well as in government economic and planning policy. I now head the non‐government
organisation, Steady State ACT, which promotes the urgent need to move economies to
truly sustainable footings.
Context
Over this century, damage to the global physical environment will increasingly pose
existential threats to humanity and our forms of civilisation. Climate change and
unprecedent biodiversity loss are the main manifestations of this, but humans are more
generally damaging and altering the natural physical and biological processes we depend
upon. This damage is driven largely by the ongoing expansion of human economic activity
beyond limits to growth; that is, the capacity of Earth to support our needs.
In this context, Kosciuszko National Park is not a pristine environment as the documents
claim. Its natural systems are impacted not only by climate change but by a history of
economic activity, from grazing through to resort development. Kosciuszko National Park is
nonetheless very important for nature conservation. Australia has a poor record in
protecting our biota; in the context of this record and the broader deterioration of global
environmental damage, nature conservation should be given the very highest priority in the
management of the Park, and should not be imperilled by further economic development. If
the NSW government considers that Kosciuszko National Park’s natural values are key to
tourism, then the proposed ongoing industrialisation of the park will imperil that industry.
Detailed comments
The proposal to transfer responsibilities for infrastructure decisions and management from
the National Parks and Wildlife Service to the Department of Planning, Industry and the
Environment will significantly change the context in which these decisions are made. It will
give primacy to proposal‐by‐proposal decision‐making and subjugate the primacy of nature
conservation. Decision‐making processes will be shaped by the department’s different
mission and objectives and its different culture. The proposal should not proceed.

The primacy being given to economic activity is apparent in Figure 1 of the master plan, with
reference to streamlined planning and environmental approvals. Businesses certainly should
be treated fairly, but a system of streamlining of planning and approvals always starts from
the premise that proposals will finally be approved, whatever their environmental impacts.
This conclusion is backed up by reference to ‘providing for land uses that suit complying
development or approval exemptions.’
In a similar vein, the mention of biodiversity offsets in the Master Plan is unfortunate. As the
recent Samuel review of the Commonwealth Environmental Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 made clear, the provision for using offsets makes more likely that
proposals that should not proceed at all for their environmental damage will justified on the
basis that offsets somehow maintain an environmental status quo. For a range of reasons
this is highly questionable. The destruction of native vegetation for economic activities,
irrespective of ‘offsets’ should be understood to be a loss for biodiversity conservation.
Clearing native vegetation in a National Park is by its nature unsustainable.
The proposals support a massive increase in urbanisation of the national park associated
environmental pressures that cannot be fully ameliorated. Global best practice for national
park management is that commercial activities and infrastructure are permitted on the
periphery. That principle cannot be restored in Kosciuszko National Park due to the
existence of the ski resorts, but the rationale for that principle should still be followed. In
this regard, the Master Plan’s focus on Jindabyne is supported, as is the proposal for shuttle
transport to the resorts. Conversely, however, the ski resorts should not be expanded. If
further accommodation for park use is needed, it should be built outside the park. Similarly,
providing 100 beds at Island Bend and 50 beds at Kiandra should be reviewed.
An underlying unacceptable trend across Australia’s national park systems is
commercialisation, with private companies being given sole use and access to public assets.
In this regard, the proposal to allow commercial operators sole vehicle access on the Mount
Kosciuszko is completely unacceptable. The fact that this access is time‐limited does not
change the fact a special privilege like this should not be granted to private operators and
not to members of the public. Moreover, car access along the road diminishes the apparent
naturalness of the area for non‐vehicular users of the area. Allowing helicopter access to the
resorts would also significantly disrupt the experience of visitors, particularly but not only
non‐mechanised recreationists. Helicopter transport is most definitely not a form of
sustainable transport, as promoted in the Master Plan. Permitting commercial vehicular
access to the summit and helicopter transport reek of privileged and exclusive rights in what
is a public asset.
Finally, the proposal for an onsen at Yarrangobilly is culturally out‐of‐place and has the feel
of commercially‐driven theme park tourism. While of marginal environmental impact itself,
the proposal to use gas, a fossil fuel, also sits poorly in a national park where environmental
conservation should be paramount.
Jonathan Miller
23 August 2021

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Sunday, 8 August 2021 2:03 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sun, 08/08/2021 - 14:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jonathan
Last name
Peter
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dear people,
We have been frequent visitors to the KNP and have enjoyed its unigue , though fragile, Alpine ecosystems. We are not familiar
with the proper order of these submissions and won't be able to identify the specific numberes items that are in conflict with the
goals and role of managing this National Park, but we are appalled at the proposed changes being suggested now.
Moving the management from the Park service to the Planning Department shows that the government does not respect or
understand the purpose of these National Parks. They are NOT to be considered COMMERCIAL ASSETS, as these proposals
suggest, but are , in fact ENVIRONMENTAL ASSETS that must be protected from over exploitation and commercial development!
The proposed resort expansions in the precincts Yarrangobilly and Currango are unnecessary and damaging to the environment
and purpose of the Park itself. Increasing the overnight accommodation by 4,000 additional rooms is totally unnecessary, and the
idea that these facilities, while higher up the mountain, will cater to higher paying guests only increases the inequality and
damaging influences such clients embody. These increases in numbers, with the expanded parking lots and infrastructure
increases the negative impacts by resort guests.
KNP has already suffered from global warming, with devastating wild fires, changing habitats that are changing from the
1

temperature increases. Feral horses have been allowed to forage and continue to destroy alpine habitats, and should be removed
from the park.
The KNP already suffers from the uncleaned up "collateral damage" left behind from the Snowy Hydro and Snowy 2, with large
areas having been cleared and not having been rehabilitated to any semblance of the original nature state.
The justification for this expensive , damaging and unnecessary expansion of resorts higher up the mountain is connected to the
high cost of producing artificial snow, which demonstrated the unsustainability of this industry.
With global warming accelerating it is unlikely there will be any snow left in the high country in twenty years, so pouring all this
public money into an environmentally destructive project makes no financial sense.
The idea that fake Japanese hot springs can be used as a tourist attraction is absurd, especially as using gas fired heaters to make
it work is so against all environmental guidelines for sustainable ecotourism projects.
We firmly object to this expanded commercial exploitation of the KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 8:58 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 08:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jonathan
Last name
Tooth
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This just purely wrong!
Commercialisation of the campground would spoil a beautiful, natural campground on the Snowy River.
The campground should be managed by NPWS, maintaining control in the interests of the public, not for private enterprise.
It is essential that flexible, free, public access to the river is maintained for whitewater paddlers.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:36:51 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Jonathon
Last name
O’Meara
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Why would you want to ruin more of the park and lock he people that use the park more often than what these customers would bring in. Think it’s a
silly idea. Keep it he way it is.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:23:06 PM
snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct-submission.docx

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Julie
Last name
Bakalor
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct-submission.docx

Submission
Please see attached document.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Submission
I have selected the following from the National Parks Association of NSW website on why
national parks are important (https://npansw.org.au/):
National parks protect the best of our natural heritage: stunning landscapes, extraordinary
wildlife and majestic forests.
1. Their primary purpose is the protection of biodiversity, They contain vital habitat that
provides safe havens in which animals and plants can survive and thrive.
2. Future generations deserve the right to see these natural values intact and protected
as we do today.
3. In addition our protected areas provide life-sustaining services vital for the wellbeing
of our environment and society, such as protection of urban water catchments and
climate amelioration. They act as natural buffers against extreme weather events,
helping to control our climate, providing us with clean water, improving food security
and serving as an important resource for the pharmaceutical industry.
4. Natural areas have a profound effect on our physical and emotional health and
wellbeing. In our increasingly frenetic world, our national parks are important
sanctuaries where people can take time out, enjoy nature, get fit, relax and revitalise,
whilst nature’s inherent beauty serves as a source of artistic, creative and spiritual
inspiration.
I note the emphasis on protection. For KNP in particular the alpine animals and plants need
more protection, not less, as global warming takes its toll.
For people to enjoy the health benefits of 4., it is not necessary – nay it is detrimental – to
provide more accommodation within the boundaries of the park. Those lodges already
existing are there to provide otherwise difficult access to the snowfields, and are not
necessary for any other type of access. I support the expansion of Jindabyne, Lake
Crackenback and other towns outside the park, and commuter buses/trains from these
locations to the park (the SkiTube for example has been a great success in minimizing
traffic impacts). The alternative under the proposal means more concrete, more cars, more
noise, more parking areas, more sewerage – all of which reduce further the protection to
animals and plants, degrades the natural environment and moves the frenetic world into the
park, rather than providing a sanctuary from it. THIS IS NOT WHAT THE PARK IS FOR.
Most particularly I object to the use of helicopters for commuting. There is no place for the
commercial use of helicopters in the park – they are noisy, and thus detrimental to the
health of both humans and native animals, and a source of emissions, to the detriment of
the planet, and the benefit of a moneyed few.
I also disagree with the proposed use of the Summit Trail by commercial tour operators.
Walkers seek peaceful surroundings; their peace should not be ruined by the noise and
danger of motorized vehicles for the financially well off . The habitat of endangered species,
such as the mountain pygmy possum, would very likely be significantly impacted by
vehicular traffic in this fragile high alpine environment.

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 5:42 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 17:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Julie
Last name
Muir
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have been a tourist to the KNP and love the area. This claim that any development is sustainable is either stunningly ill-informed
or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any national park in
Australia. The sources of that damage include:
Historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
Destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park all conspire to destroy a fragile alpine environment.
I am crying inside at the wilful intrusion into this fragile environment and lack of environmental stewardship with the Australian
Government. We might as well plan to go to Mars as that's the landscape we are all working towards which this development and
lack of commitment to reducing carbon and our footprint brings upon the head of our children.
Shame on Barilaro and all who support this at this time in earth's fragile future.
1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:51 PM
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WESTERN LAKE JINDABYNE.
Julie Norling 35 year resident of Jindabyne
Page 66 to 68 of your Master Plan

NO, NO, NO, to any development on the Western approaches to Kosciuszko National Park
Every Masterplan that has been published since the 1980’s has strongly concluded that there will be
no development in this area. All approaches for development in this area have been refused for
some important reasons.
The first sighting of Jindabyne must remain as it is ‐ a country town completely surrounded by nature
and not ruined by developers chasing a quick and easy dollar.

FIRST IMPRESSIONS COUNT
Any glass fronted building, or large window, will at certain times of the day, reflect the sun straight
at the approach to Jindabyne. Already a house that is built there reflects the sun and ruins what
should be a pristine view. This reflection is so strong it comes inside the lounge room of my house
and many others in East Jindabyne, Kalkite and the more recently developed residential area
between. A bank of windows in any development would be nothing more than an ugly reminder
that people who do not care for our country town made poor decisions.

If there is to be a golf course how are the pristine waters of the Snowy River and the Lake to be
protected from soil, chemicals etc required to maintain a golf course.
Will Snowy Hydro still be the owners of the water in Lake Jindabyne and be responsible for the water
levels?
What will happen in drought years when the MIA (Murrumbidgee Irrigation Area) needs water and it
has to be pumped out of Lake Jindabyne? Do these new developments have to make provision for
their own water, or is the intention of your plan for all developments to be sourcing their water from
the lake?

DO NOT RUIN THE VERY REASON TOURISTS VISIT OUT OF OUR WINTER SEASON
The approach to Jindabyne from the Kosciuszko Road is a revered iconic view across the
lake towards the mountains and is spectacular. All residents know they are truly home
when they see that view which holds such a strong place in our hearts.

I would like to see a walking and a separate bike track on this section of the Lake to join up with the
existing trails. As our population increases it is important that the tracks be separate as the cyclists
can continue to travel as fast as they like without causing problems and incidents to people who
would prefer to amble along at their own pace, taking in the unspoilt views.
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SOUTHERN CONNECTOR ROAD
To replace the existing four lane Kosciuszko Road with a two lane road does not appear to be logical if growth in tourism and
permanent residents is the object of this plan.
It needs to be at least four lanes (two each way) plus a bike path and footpath. I would like to see an over sized verge area of
approximately 800 plus metres on each side of this road with extensive tree plantings. This extended area could then be used for
any underground works such as water and sewerage pipes, cable laying, under ground electricity etc and would help to future
proof the anticipated population expansion as per your plan.
This style of development is very prominent in Canberra, which has over the past 20 plus years had enormous growth, and has
succeeded in creating environmentally and residential harmony.
INTERSECTION OF BARRY WAY WITH SOUTHERN CONNECTOR ROAD:
For the past 15 plus years the focus of housing expansion has been southern Jindabyne. Combined with winter traffic it can now
1

take anywhere for 20 minutes plus to an hour plus to get from The Snowy River Way to the current roundabout at the Kosciuszko
Road intersection. This is how it is now, with added expansion it will only become much worse and tourists and residents will still
be complaining of traffic problems.
Adding commercial developments to the 4 corners of this intersection would only exacerbate the traffic problems as tourists,
tradesmen, residents, school and tourist buses etc try to access these areas.
Adding residential growth areas, the sport and education precincts and other aspects of the planned expansion to this road, it
clearly will not be an adequate main road for increased traffic.
Weather impact - It must be clearly understood by any planning authorities how extreme our weather can be and the
consequences. Tourists and new residents have very little, to no experience, in driving in snow, ice, or winds of up to and
exceeding 100 kph. Every winter we deal with extremely serious accidents and way too many near misses on all roads. One minor
traffic incident on this road, would paralyse the whole of Jindabyne.
How would emergency services negotiate these overcrowded roads?
I would like serious consideration to my submission. I have lived in Jindabyne for 34 years and seen many plans and developers
come and go, some good and some not.
Whilst there is a lot in this plan I do agree with and look forward to, it is essential that you do your due diligence to see Jindabyne
thrive as a wonderful country town, that has something special to offer.
Regards
Julie Norling
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change, feral animals, the devastation of the 2019/20 bushfires, and existing development in the
form of Snowy 2.0. What is proposed in the SAP Master Plan risks degrading the ecological
values of the Park and in doing so diminishes its resilience in the face of climate change and
other existing threats. That is unacceptable.
The SAP should not extend into the Kosciuszko National Park and in its current form is in
conflict with NSW law
If there is to be a Snowy Mountains SAP it should be restricted to areas outside of the Park.
The primary objective of the State Environmental Planning Policy (Activation Precincts) 2020 is
to “promote economic development, industry investment and innovation and to create
employment in those Precincts”. This objective is entirely inconsistent with National Parks and
Wildlife Act 1974 (NPWS Act) which is the act that governs the management of the Park.
By all means the Plan of Management should be updated from time to time and it would make
sense to update it while having regard to and aligning with the intentions of a SAP focussed on
Jindabyne, however this process should be entirely guided by the objectives of the National
Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (NPWS Act) that provide for the conservation of nature and not be
guided by economic development and industry investment.
I am opposed to new development that extends the existing physical footprint of human
development in the Park. This is precisely what is proposed by plans to increase in-Park
accommodation by 40% and to expand parking facilities.
I am opposed to the proposal to allow motorised vehicle use of the Summit Trail for commercial
purposes. This change will inevitably introduce higher impact disturbance to the environments
adjacent to the trail and disrupt the peace and serenity for which they are appreciated.
The expansion of development and tour operations in the Yarrangobilly Caves Precinct poses
concerning risk to this internationally significant karst environment. These highly sensitive
systems require careful management to prevent disturbances and maintain their environmental
value.
The bath houses proposed for development adjacent to the existing springs in the Yarrangobilly
Caves Precinct are nothing more than an insensitive and expensive gimmick that detracts from
the heritage value of Yarrangobilly. Aside from the severe disturbance, their construction and
operation will impart on the local environment, the large-scale gas heaters required will
significantly increase the carbon footprint of the Park’s infrastructure.
Section 72AA of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 (NPWS Act) prohibits any
development that adversely affects the natural condition or special features of national parks. It
is incontrovertible that what is proposed in the SAP Masterplan, and is trying to be facilitated in
the POM amendments, would have an adverse effect. The NSW Government has provided no
evidence to the contrary and without that evidence, the POM amendments appear to be in

2

contravention of objectives of the NPWS Act and represent weakening of the Park’s POM to
enable the furthering of commercial interests in the Park through the SAP process.

The Commonwealth Government recently announced its participation in the High Ambition
Coalition (HAC) for Nature and People, which centres around a commitment to protect at least
30% of land and sea in conservation reserves in order to stop further biodiversity loss. With only
9% of the NSW state protected for conservation purposes, there is a long way to go in
contributing to this international commitment. POMs are required under the NPWS Act to remain
compliant with national and international agreements and thus the proposed amendments
allowing for development, that will further degrade, clear and impact the conserved biodiversity
of the Park, is not only disadvantageous in progressing national commitments made as part of
the HAC, but further incongruous with legal obligations.

A 40% increase in on-Park accommodation cannot be justified
I do not believe the proposed expansion by 40% of accommodation within the Park is justified.
The existing accommodation facilities are currently only fully utilised during the winter season,
meaning in practice there is presently a surplus of accommodation within the Park for the
majority of the year.
Increasing accommodation within the Park merely to provide for the peak season would create
a significant additional burden on infrastructure and services within the Park as well as increase
environmental impacts.
Despite seeking to facilitate expanded accommodation, the SAP Master Plan itself
acknowledges the various constraints that make such expansions undesirable or impractical. In
relation to Thredbo, for example, the Master Plan notes that ‘all future development must be
guided by the capacity of the skiable terrain, supporting infrastructure, environmental conditions
and visitor amenity to avoid a depletion in the on-mountain experience’.
The proposal for shuttle bus services linking Jindabyne with the alpine resorts should be seen
as a preferred option to facilitate any additional peak winter season visitation rather than
expanded accommodation within the park, or the proposed expansions of car parking in the
resort areas.
The commercial viability of any additional accommodation development within the park, given it
would only be required during the snow season, must also be questioned. Again, the SAP
Master Plan itself acknowledges that climate change will reduce the quality and length of the
snow season. Some forecasts suggest that the snow resorts will no longer be able to operate
within two decades. Indeed, given the aim of increasing year-round tourism to offset the future
decline in the snow season, an increase in accommodation to cater for the current snow season
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peak is without merit. Indeed it is questionable whether the SAP Master Plan’s projected
near-doubling of annual visitor numbers on 2019 levels by 2060 is realistic.

In summary, I do not support allowing the SAP to apply to areas of the Kosciuszko National
Park. This area should be managed in accordance with the objectives of the NPWS Act and not
based on economic development interests. The Park is already under significant pressure from
the development that has been allowed to facilitate Snowy 2.0, the 2019/20 bushfires, the failure
to manage feral horses in the Park, and climate change. Now is the time to be increasing action
to protect the ecological values of the Park. Further development, much of which is proposed in
the most pristine areas, would be a retrograde action and inconsistent with the law in NSW and
should be opposed.

Kind regards,

Justin Field MLC
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Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SMSAP) Personal Submission
Via portal - Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct | Planning Portal - Department of Planning and
Environment (nsw.gov.au)
Date of submission - 20th August 2021
Author: Justine Curatolo

This is my submission in response to the SMSAP.

Any financial or other benefit which is alleged be derived from this project could not be justified with the
environmental destruction and loss of habitat which will be caused as a result.
IF the government and other agencies wish to create financial benefit through the KNP, then I would suggest
developing eco-tourism opportunities from the iconic Australian Heritage Brumby.
In New Zealand, the Kaimanawa Heritage Horse Association is a successful collaboration between the government,
horse rescue and local groups to humanely and successfully manage the population of the Kaimanawa Heritage
horses.
The KHHA create successful photography tours and other eco-tourism ideas:

20th August 2021
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SMSAP – Person Submission

These successful programs in New Zealand are replicable and can easily be implemented in KNP, Australia as an
opportunity to develop economic opportunities for local communities whilst also maintaining the environment
protective practices necessary.

20th August 2021
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SMSAP – Person Submission

International experiences also show us the environmental benefits and opportunities with the existence of wild
horses. Rewilding Europe have been very successful in developing programs, social connectedness and economic
opportunities based on the existence of wild horses.

Rewilding Europe have developed packages which other jurisdictions can use to implement economic opportunities
which are based on their successful strategy. Australia should be looking towards these opportunities instead of
creating new corporate structures with huge environmental impact.

20th August 2021
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SMSAP – Person Submission
Some final points I would like to make for this submission:
* The wild horses of KNP are a key aspect of Australian culturally diverse heritage, vital to preserve and celebrate for
the richness they bring to KNP’s regional identity.
* KNP’s shared Brumby heritage is significant to Aboriginal and non- Aboriginal people of NSW.
* KNP Brumby values are as entrenched in historic social activities, an integral part of life today and vital to retain for
future generations to see.
* The Ngarigo’s Margarete Dixon described how her great Uncle Billy worked at Corrowong and broke in the
brumbies; ‘they had a lot to do with the brumbies.
* Incorporate Wild Horse/Brumby tourist viewing opportunities on maps, leaflets etc.,
* Ensure ALL Wild Horse/Brumby shared social heritage experiences are documented and easily accessed in Ngarigo
and non-Aboriginal people’s heritage buildings or locations.
* Ensure that Wild Horse/Brumby heritage records include, each mob’s founding stock and their links to local
experiences, such as; storytelling, artists, photos, poetry, book writers etc.

Brumby Red
By Indigenous Artist
Scott Miller

Thankyou,

Justine Curatolo
Justine Curatolo

20th August 2021
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This cannot be sustainable for the future and as a national Park, this requires independent assessments to test the veracity of
these plans. Have considerations been provided to flora and fauna?
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Dear Premier Berejiklian
I write to lodge my concerns regarding the proposed changes outlined in the Kosciuszko National Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management:
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct.
These documents espouse that the Snowy Mountains is an unspoiled alpine landscape [that] meets a drama ic climate that is unfound elsewhere on
the continent.
Given its uniqueness, it is abhorrent that this unspoiled area could be subjected to any hought of further intrusion in the form of he proposed increase
in he maximum occupancy permitted in the resorts. As we know, with an increase in accommodation, comes an increase in parking spaces and
commercial vehicles and pressure on services such as the supply of water and dealing with waste water and sewerage. Our national parks are already
under monumental threats from climate change and feral pests. We do not need to succumb this (and other na ional parks) to further pressures from
human beings.
If there is to be any increase in accommodation in the national park, it should be limited to remote camping sites – with only he most basic of facilities
(ie composting toilets) – and numbers need to be limited. I have no problem with increasing the facili ies and accommodation outside of the na ional
park (eg in the Jindabyne area) – and understand the benefits that this would bring to the region, but do not agree with increasing the resort
accommodation within he park. If we do not protect the national park, now, then we are contributing to its demise.
I also do not agree with he proposal to use helicopters to deliver people to/from the resorts. The national parks need to remain free from such noise
pollu ion. Users of the na ional park relish it for its natural offerings – being removed from all things human and artificial - and should be able to enjoy
the visual and auditory pleasures of he national park. Helicopters should only be used to provide assistance in times of emergency.
Although I had already intended to write a submission regarding these proposed changes, I note the open letter to you in the Sydney Morning Herald
on Saturday 21 August 2021 was signed by a large number of informed, eminent people. All were appealing to you to reject the proposals. It is very
clear, to me, that these proposals are negative and would only serve commercial interests at the detriment of those who really do treasure this national
park for its natural beauty. To proceed with the proposals would be absolutely shameful.
I further note that it is proposed to take this national park from under he jurisdic ion of the Energy and Environment Minister and place it in the hands
of the Regional NSW. What an error that would be! All NSW national parks should remain under the responsibility of the Energy and Environment
Minister.
One final comment: there is much debate about the horses in he Snowy Mountains area. Regardless of our “heritage”, hese horses were not in
Australia until hey were brought to Australia – they are feral animals. They are doing damage to he national park and need to be removed. Please
see sense and remove them from our national park so as to protect our native flora and fauna.
Yours sincerely
Karen Ireland
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I object to the Plan. The overarching purpose of the Park is not to support economic development. Particularly not at the cost of
loss of habitat and biodiversity as this Plan envisages. Where is the environmental impact assessment? Where is the consideration
of indigenous people and culture? Why would you import cultural concepts like Japanese bathhouses to a unique Australian
environment like Yarrangobilly?
I also object to decision making power being moved away from the Environment portfolio and towards the Deputy Premier. It is an
inappropriate transfer that seems to be deliberately intended to weaken environmental controls.
Where is consideration of the Park as both a National and Global asset and analysis of how this plan will enhance not diminish that
status?
Even the car parking options are Ill- conceived and will lead to loss of even more habitat.
I have not found anything to commend in this document.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I would like to submit that the road to the Kalkite boat ramp is Sealed and boat ramp facilities and parking upgraded. It is one of the best places to
access lake Jindabyne however it is in a bad state both road and boat ramp.
Also public toilet and improved play ground facilities or public hall in the village would benefit the community greatly as there is no public meeting spot
currently available.
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1. There is much about the SAP that is good, but not everything.
2. There should be absolutely no accommodation development along the western shore of Lake Jindabyne. The view across the
lake to the mountains is iconic - people stop and take photos of it from above Tyrolean (is there a viewing place planned for
there?). If anything, the western shore should be revegetated. (What will all this development do to our water quality? Already we
have to boil our water after a big rain event.)
3. I agree the town centre could be much better laid out, but I think the building height limit should not be more than 3 or 4 storeys.
4. Consider building the connector road 4 lanes straight up. If the Kosciuszko Road is going to be made 1 lane, will the connector
rod be enough?
5. Park and ride is much needed and should be built asap.But it must be cheaper for a family to use it than to drive up and pay
park entry.
6. The ski resorts should not be expanded (ie skiable area beyond existing boundaries). The national park is in enough trouble with
climate change without being further encroached upon.
7. There should not be helicopter transport to the resorts. Too much noise pollution will take away from the mountain experience
for everybody else.
8. The helicopter operation in Jindabyne is currently creating constant noise for residents. Future air travel to the aerodrome will
make this infinitely worse. Either the aerodrome needs to be moved, or do not include air travel to this site.
1

9 Not sure we need a viewing platform at Porcupine Rocks.
10. Need to carefully consider how many people can fit around Jindabyne and in the National Park before the environment and the
adventure/nature experience are compromised. lets not destroy what people come here for in the first place!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 11 August 2021 11:41 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 11/08/2021 - 11:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Kate
Last name
Greenwood
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As I find out more about the SAP, I get more concerned that it will ruin what people come here for in the first place. Yes we need a
plan as Jindabyne will inevitably grow, but at the moment it seems that this plan is written for developers, not residents and visitors.
I have not met one person who thinks that there should be accommodation built anywhere on the western shore of Lake
Jindabyne. I mentioned this in my first submission. Now I hear that there is already some activity around Hatchery Bay, before the
SAP is even approved. This is not due process!
Under the AP, it appears that the nowy Moanry Regional Council and National parks will lose control of what is ow their
responsibilities (eg what happening to the LEP?). This cannot happen.
I am very concerned about proposed developments within the KNP. While some infrastructure improvements are needed )eg more
carparking at Charlotte Pass), the ski resorts will lose their charm (especially Thredbo) if club lodges are replaced with apartments.
Contrary to what Mr Barilaro might say, many skiers enjoy their traditional lodge experience. The KNP is not big enough to support
much more development and is already under stress due to climate change and feral pests. With all of the extra proposed
accommodation around Jindabyne and in the KNP, where will all these visitors fit? Somehow this will need to be managed into the
future.
1

This whole SAP smacks of Barilaro and his developer mates getting what they want at the expense of a precious and threatened
national park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Please see document attached for submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

To Whom it May Concern,

RE: Snowy Mountain Precinct Special Activation Plan
Having the opportunity to grow up in some of the most pristine areas of New South Wales and finding
a strong connection with the Snowy Mountains area over the years, my submission is based on finding
the appropriate balance so that everyone now and in the future has the opportunity to experience even
a small amount of what I have been lucky to in this fantastic state. This submission focuses more on
the aspects in the National Park. I am not a resident of Jindabyne so do not feel it is my right or place
to make comment on how the town should look/run/operate.
The Overall Goal
The overarching purpose of the plan is what has been needed in the area for some time. When
compared to some of the resorts that are seen in the United States of America and Canada, Australia
has a long way to go in making our unique alpine areas year-round places for people to enjoy.
However, there needs to be a balance in this as while he goal is needed, the manner in which is is
being actioned is not ideal for the area.
Car Park Infrastructure
The lack of parking on mountain, both in winter and in the summer is problematic. Opening areas
while not providing adequate parking causes safety issues which has led to accidents resulting in
person and property damage.
The current parking is not sufficient at Perisher and sees individuals make questionable decisions on
the road because of the ‘race’ to get a spot. Without appropriate additional infrastructure at Perisher,
for example, will lead to more accidents and resultant injuries as well as property damage.
The other aspect to this is the transport availability to get up the mountain is insufficient. While the ski
tube is an excellent facility, it struggles to handle to volumes required to Perisher. The other factor is
the lack of transport from Jindabyne to the Ski Tube. If there was a transport option that allowed people
to go direct from Jindabyne to the ski tube or Perisher, it would reduce the volume of traffic on the
roads and reduce the need for significant amounts of parking increases to handle the crowds.

Recommendations:
•
•
•

Increase car parking capacity at Perisher with a multi level car park with extra wide
spaces.
Increase car parking capacity at the Charlottes pass junction for the walking tracks.
Consider transport options from Jindabyne to the Ski Tube or to Perisher direct to reduce
the burden on the congested roads.

Increase in Accommodation in the Park
In theory this is a positive move however, the manner in which it is done needs to be considered
appropriately. As a regular user of the camp sites in the Park, they are excellent and provide superior
facilities to many other National Parks. The only issue that has come up is the access roads which are
not maintained to the same standards as the grounds.

In relation to buildings, any new buildings should be small, 100% green powered and environmentally
friendly. The reality of the weather conditions make this relatively easy to accomplish in this
environment and has been done in other alpine environments worldwide.
With an increase in accommodation and therefore people, education must be undertaken to ensure
the individuals don’t destroy the environment while they are there, perhaps a surcharge would be
required to assist with the cleaning and maintenance. I say this because on each of my trips in the
area where there have been tourists who don’t appreciate the environment they are in, they leave
behind rubbish which I have seen animals stuck in, they break plants and disregard any warnings to
stay of protected areas.

Recommendations
•
•
•
•
•

Increase park accommodation in a 100% environmentally friendly and green way
Impose a surcharge to assist with the clean up and waste management in the park
Maintain a booking system for the camp sites
Maintain the access points for the camp sites
Increased education at accommodation facilities about respecting the area they are in

Helicopter and 4wd park road access
This should not be considered at all and I strongly oppose this. Currently, scenic flights are done over
the mountains, and these disturb people who are accessing the Park as well as the animals within the
park. They fly extremely low, and the noise pollution is significant – you can’t hear the person next to
you talking it is so loud.
Increasing air traffic in the park will ruin the pristine environment physically and will pollute the area
with noise. It is also a safety issue for people on the slopes in the winter months with increased risk of
injury.
Increasing the ability to access fire management trails in the park by car for individuals is not
appropriate in any manner. There are sufficient areas where 4wd can access pristine areas including
camp sites within the park. Opening up trails that are commonly used for mountain bike/push bike
riders and walkers and trail runners will increase the risk of person/vehicle accidents in the park. It will
also increase the number of animal deaths in the park due to animal/vehicle incidents. While some
individuals would use the roads appropriately and understand etiquette, from what myself and many
others have experienced this would not be the case.
If you wanted to open up specific fire trails, I would suggest they be restricted to certain operators who
could take the individuals who didn’t want to walk or ride to a specific area. This would help to reduce
the safety risks of increased vehicles on high pedestrian trails as well as the environmental impact on
the park. Limiting this to 3 or 4 days per week and in peak seasons not on weekends would assist in
managing safety obligations. Additionally, as this is clearly aimed at specific tourist markets, this would
result in an increase in income for the Park as well as creating jobs for people as well as allowing a
greater education to occur which would be beneficial not only for the Park but for Australia’s pristine
environment overall.

Recommendations
•

•
•

Do not permit additional air traffic as it is an increased safety risk and causes
environmental pollution as well as damage to the wildlife in the park. It also ruins the
environment for individuals.
Do open up fire trails to private vehicles due to increased safety issues and
environmental damage.
Set up specific operators who can access the trails at set times only and charge a fee
to those to wish to access the park in this way to assist with the additional maintenance
this would require.

Road Infrastructure
The roads within the Park are excellent, they are well maintained and marked. The road that is of
concern is the Monaro Highway from Canberra to Jindabyne. I have personally witnessed a significant
number of accidents and near misses on this road due to the lack of overtaking facilities and
inexperienced drivers on country roads. I have undertaken extensive driving around Australia,
including the outback and this road is the one that scares me. Before you consider increasing the
facilities in the Park, the primary access road to the entire area must be fixed or you will have more
deaths and injuries on this road.

Recommendations
•
•
•

Increase dual lanes on the Monaro Highway from Canberra to Jindabyne.
Increase visibility of safe overtaking areas.
Implement the use of the average speed cameras to monitor cars on the road.

Conclusion
The Snowy Mountains is steeped in history and pristine beauty which I have been fortunate enough
to experience. I acknowledge that changes need to be made to increase the access and safety for
individuals and to allow more people to experience the beauty of this wonderful State. However, you
cannot do this at the expense of the environment.
I was fortunate to experience the most spectacular day in May with a group of friends who had not
summited Kosciusko previously nor who had visited the area recently. On arrival to Jindabyne they
were all in awe at the beauty they saw and couldn’t believe it. The day of our hike was one in a million,

the weather was perfect, and
the range looked like nothing
I had ever seen before. I think
most of us shed a tear before
we even started walking
because we all knew it was
going to be something
special. That day we met
many wonderful people who
all said the same thing, the
day was something special
that no one had ever
experienced previously and
possibly will never again. To have the chance of having another one of these days and for my children
and everyone else and their children to have this opportunity is the reason I felt the need to write this
submission.
This is what people will fight to
maintain.
If
you’ve
not
experienced the area or the
beauty of the area, these
photos show what people are
fighting for. There is something
spectacular and so special
about this place that it
shouldn’t be sold out to the
tourism market.
There are ways to increase use and tourism in
the area that will help maintain the beauty and
environment for many years to come. It is about
finding a balance because if you fail to find this
balance you will ruin the area and will eventually
see the earnings from this place decrease
because no one wants to visit.

I hope you will consider this as well as the many
other submissions seeking to find an
appropriate balance to preserve the area for the
future.
Kind regards
Kate Harris
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Kate
Last name
Stebbins
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please do not develop his area. It is so beautiful on its own. An absolute gem of a place, I literally have fallen in love with the whole NP. Developing
on this land will take away so much of the beauty it tranquility of he area, takes away the excitement of exploring and observing nature at its absolute
finest. I cannot tell you how devastated my friends and I will be to not be able to have those same amazing experiences we have had here and instead
to come find a developed area that we cannot afford, hat takes away the nature, and further commercialises a place hat is so perfect the way it is.
This is important to me and I hope to see his beautiful place over and over just as it is.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Kate
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Info
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Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Mirrabooka Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 60 years. I strongly
endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Name
First name
Katherine
Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Biodiversity assessment – The biodiversity assessment that has informed he masterplan is inadequate. As a result, he masterplan nominates some
areas for development which are actually of high biodiversity value or threatened species habitat rather than directing it towards previously disturbed
areas of low biodiversity value. For example, areas surrounding the Thredbo Golf Course, and areas of Perisher containing heath and bog
communi ies. Better assessment needs to inform the masterplan, with the masterplan being varied accordingly. Perhaps sort out the car parking
situa ion in the resorts (with buses and multi-story options) and build on existing car parks instead. The same comments regarding biodiversity
assessment applies to expansion of the existing ski areas
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
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First name
Katherine
Last name
Booker
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
‘Activated’ development applications – this appears to be an excuse to sideline NPWS from the development assessment process on political grounds
and with zero evidence that their involvement slows the process or stifles development. NPWS is the environmental custodian of KNP and administers
environmental law for the whole of the park (including the alpine resorts). It is the owner of the land in the alpine resorts, it administers local
government functions and laws. I am primarily concerned about poor environmental impact assessment outcomes, but from a practical perspective,
how is NPWS supposed to carry out its landlord and local government responsibilities if his change to the Alpine SEPP is pursued? Any other local
council gets a say about what development happens in its area, even if it isn’t the consent authority!

So if administra ive efficiency is required, look at reviewing and addressing problems with the whole of the Alpine SEPP rather than ticking this cursory
‘activated DA’ box and leaving the whole SEPP in a mess. Look at exempt and complying development, introduce consistent development control
plans as proposed, but above all keep NPWS in the picture.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Katherine
Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am concerned that the development will impact an already fragile ecosystem and that the custodianship and planning decisions of
a national Park be taken away from Parks NSW.
The ecosystem is fragile, unique and worthy of protection both now and into the future. There are unique flora and fauna that risk
further habitat loss due to this development.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission file
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Submission
Since 1993, I have been closely associated in the Over 55 Retirement Living. It is obvious from the current drafts on exhibition that there is no
adequate over 55 retirement living allocated for the Jindabyne area. The mention of an Aged Care Facility is fairly limited and will not allow the over
55's community to live in a downsizing and secure environment. We are now living in an environment where the over 55 demographic is and will be
into the next 40 years on demand in the community.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct has made no adequate provision for this growing demand. The aged care facility that has been
discussed in the draft is targeted for the demand of high aged care which is basically palliative and dementia care. This proposition excludes the
demand for retirement living and downsizing (both physically and economically) for the elderly group of the Snowy Monaro Region who do not require
that high level of care, this is currently forcing and will continue to force people to relocate out of the region after a life ime of being part of he
community.
My goal is to provided a Self Funded Re irement Village hat has been modelled to connect with the community, with additional services such as Pre School Facilities, Aged Home Care Services including as meal on wheels, home care nursing and respite care plus additional community services.

- The Jindabyne area is in critical need of updated, well planned, self -funded over 55 Retirement Village and Aged Care Residence, to fill he huge
gap in he currently, poorly run Council Aged Care Facilities and also to provide future accomodation and lifestyle, allowing local residents the
opportunity to down -size plus offering with the opportunity to be able transit to Aged Care Residence when and If hey need to do so within the same
Village

- Through my thorough research, my property market analysis, with my team of Aged Care Consultants, Retirement Village Specialist Architects,
meetings with Local Councillors and CEO of Snowy River Shire, my discussion with the local community and my understanding of the current real
estate market needs, I am confident that the model i have envisaged can be sustained and will be sustainable into the future and will form an important
part of the long term future needs to this growing Regional Area.
- The issue at hand is to where to locate the village?
- There are two main landholdings hat I have identified that not only have the land size area required,but the location and accessibility for easy access
to and from the township of Jindabyne . These are:
1. A section of the "The Copper Tom" Land area, located on the eastern outskirts of the Jindabyne township, currently owned by Snowy Mountain
Hydro, which I am let to believe, after an unsuccessful marketing selling campaign, (apparently) has the chance of the to be gifted to the Snowy River
Council with prospect of being a suitable site for Aged car and other community based facili ies.
2. A parcel of landholding that was previously owned by the Snowy Hydro Scheme. Historically gifted to NSW Educa ion Department and then
amalgamated into NSW State land ownership. This parcel of land has the right size, favourable loca ion and topography to suit a Retirement Village,

located on the Barry Way between Lot 103 Barry Way Jindabyne, and the Department of Sport and Recreation Facilities where the new primary and
high schools are being relocated . Please see attachment
I wish submit this much needed infrastructure to be considered in the master plan of the current Special Activation Precinct for Jindabyne NSW.

Kathryn Hall

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
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Holman
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Hi,
I would like to see more emphasise on boating on lake Jindabyne. It would be good to see an official boat marina area and/or the
ability for property with foreshore access to be able to build boat docking areas and wharfs. Council could see this as an
opportunity to collect revenue for licensing of these boat facilities/areas.
Whilst it is important to understand that rising and lowering water levels will have an impact on the design of these structures it is
not impossible for these structures to be built and maintained.
The number of families that own boats in the price range of $200,000 or more has risen considerably over the past 10 years and
the ability to leave these boats on the water whilst they holiday here is a very important and attractive feature for our region.
Homes that have lakefront foreshore could be given approval to have boat docking areas that comply with stringent design
features and be maintained at a high level with considerable cost to the owner. But they could then use this feature to attract a
different market of clientele to the region who will then put more money into the local economy.
A marina area could then also be designed, preferably near a caravan park or in the Pooh bay region (where boats are already
moored) to cater for clientele with boats who might not be able to afford the more expensive personal mooring areas.
The lake itself is huge and had the ability to cater for many boats and the ability to leave boats on the water will put less strain on
boat ramp areas and reduce congestion.
1

Please consider ski and wakeboard boats as a very important clientele base for our region, and a rapidly growing market.
Kind regards,
Wayne Holla
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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First name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Hi,
I would like to see the designated West Jindabyne precinct developed for residential housing as well as tourism opportunities. The
growth of the region should be focused around the foreshore of Lake Jindabyne with more opportunities for residential land around
lake Jindabyne.
Historically, land that is close to water has always attracted greater value. This has been proven in city regions of Sydney and
Melbourne so why not adapt this to our region.
The western Jindabyne region also has good aspect for sun in the morning and afternoon and has less high winds in this area.
To see it developed only for tourism and recreation would be such a shame. For instance, if you are going to build a golf course it
could be located in a region where views of the lake are not important, such as down the Barry way in a rural area.
The Western Jindabyne region will also have good access to Perisher resort and/or thredbo resort without having to travel through
town for access.
Please consider the western Jindabyne region for residential land.
Regards,
Wayne Holman

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Email
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Hi,
I would like to see a tourist viewing area built at the Lake Jindabyne Dam wall.
The Dam wall is an impressive feature for our region and a highlight for many tourists visiting our region.
At present there is no viewing platform and no formal parking area.
There is opportunity to build a viewing platform on both sides of the dam with either over head or under road access to both areas.
There could also be a cafe and information centre with guided walks, possibly located on the left side of the road as you enter
Jindabyne before you cross the dam wall, or on the left side after you cross the dam wall.
There could also be a formalised path leading out to the overhang rock area where rock climbing occurs and this is also a great
vantage point to view the wall.
Please consider that the Jindabyne Dam Wall is an important part of the Snowy Hydro system and an impressive feature for
tourists visiting our region that is currently under utilised.
Kind regards,
Wayne Holman
1

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
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Name
First name
Katja
Last name
Girdon
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is a special natural environment which needs protection from lots more people. I would prefer less people and have special
events at a premium to bring in revenue required. Like Tasmania’s overland track for example.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:13:14 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
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First name
Katrina
Last name
Dempsey
I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Objection
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission Type
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Name
First name
Keegan
Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave it alone
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Keir
Last name
Ramsey
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to plans for changes at island Bend and any facility developments that allow for commercial helicopters in the park. Access to the park is
already expensive and making it more restrictive to access to island bend is worrying. Also I am kayaker and am concerned that changes to island
bend will restrict access.

I do support infrastructure improvements and expansion of the ski resorts in there areas eg between charlottes and Perisher. There needs to be work
done so more people can use it - but this needs to be managed by npws on a break even basis for the benefit of all not on a privatise basis for the
benefit of a few.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Keith
Last name
Besgrove
I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
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Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges
in Guthega and a lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski
Club and the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment
whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko
National Park for all.
Aside from my support of the Brindabella Ski Club’s submission I would also like to make the following personal observations. with
regard to Guthega village, I believe that the activation plan should encompass redevelopment of the Guthega ski centre. This
building, which occupies a substantial footprint, has been largely under utilised for much of the past thirty years. It clearly has the
potential to return to its earlier role as the centre of skiing and social activity in Guthega village but for this to happen it needs to
opened to commercial operations including ski hire and food services. For any of this to be viable, the car park chair lift must
operate for much longer periods that the current 8:30 to 10:30 a.m. operating hours.
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SNOWY MOUNTAINS SPECIAL ACTIVATION PRECINCT
COMMENTS
Following are comments on some aspects of the proposals from the documents for the Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct.
Accommodation within the National Park
The proposed development of a commercial cabin/camping area at Island Bend in conjunction with
the commercialisation of Sawpit Creek runs the risk of removing car‐based camping opportunities
near the snow areas and within the Park.
The increased bed numbers in the Park seem to be driven by the ‘demand’ in winter. Summer
demand is considerably less than the winter demand now and will remain so in the foreseeable
future. This large increase in bed numbers within the Park brings problems of waste management,
road congestion and parking as well as increasing the risk to the conservation values of the Park.
With the reduction in snow season length and warming temperatures, making even snow
manufacture problematic, this increase in bed numbers therefore appears to be very short‐sighted. It
is understood that problems are already being experienced with water supply to these resorts in
periods of low supply and high demand. An increase in bed numbers will only exacerbate that
problem.
It is expected that the increased bed numbers will then be used as an excuse increase the number of
ski runs and tows; this in a climate of decreasing snow. This will result in even more destruction of
the bush and erosion of conservation values, which is what many people go to the Park to
experience. And with the reduction in the length of the snow season, the season for non‐winter
activities will be extended. There is nothing quite so dismal and depressing as an empty snow resort
when there is no snow: the destruction of the vegetation to create the ski runs, the rubbish left
behind by the skiers, the chairlifts and tows running up the bare hills, and the decaying buildings and
infrastructure.
Catering to this perceived need for increased accommodation during the winter demand period
within the Park will to some extent negate the efforts to focus such developments in the local towns,
such as Jindabyne, that are outside the Park. Increased development within the towns will generate
additional work in those areas where it will be easier for support staff to find appropriate
accommodation. Restaurants and other services in the towns will also have more customers.
Accommodation and Recreation Opportunities Outside the National Park
Locating additional accommodation in Jindabyne and other areas outside the Park is an acceptable
solution to the problem of housing visitors to the area.
The provision of additional outdoor recreational opportunities in the Jindabyne area, such as a
mountain bike park and improving accessibility to the lake, is a good idea.
Opening of Walking Tracks to Commercial Vehicles
The proposal to open the Charlottes Pass to Rawsons Pass road to commercial operators’ vehicles
will downgrade the experience for the people that walk and cycle this road and is to be condemned.
Helicopter Commuting to Ski Resorts
Likewise, the proposal to allow people to commute to the ski resorts using helicopters will affect the
experience of other users. While it is appreciated that helicopters are currently used for
management purposes, most people would tolerate such activity because of the low frequency of
use. There seems to be an attitude in these documents of allowing the activities of a small number of

people to detrimentally affect the activities of a far greater number of people, of which this is just
one example.
Recreation Opportunities within the National Park
Some well‐designed recreation opportunities that are consistent with the concept of a national park,
could also be provided within the National Park, subject to approval and input from the NPWS.
Infrastructure associated with such activities may include walking tracks and mountain biking tracks
although both would have to be constructed to avoid ecological and other damage.
Planning Control
I am concerned about some aspects of planning control for the sub‐precincts within the Kosciuszko
National Park being moved under the SAP umbrella. This seems to remove some authority from the
NPWS and other authorities that currently have input into the planning process, with the intention of
permitting a less controlled construction regime within the Park. This is likely to have disastrous
effects on one of the main reasons that Kosciuszko National Park was created; nature conservation.
K. Thomas
23/08/21
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I fully support that the land next to SMGS be given to that school in order for them to develop a sports oval for their students and
the community to use.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Short & Sweet - hands off he park! No extra access, no extra infrastructure, please leave his special place alone. Care for Country!
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SNOWY MOUNTAINS SPECIAL ACTIVATION PRECINCT DRAFT MASTER PLAN
PERSONAL SUBMISSION BY KEN BARNETT
MY RESPONSE – IN SUMMARY:







The proposed masterplan is too grand in size and too long in its time frame.
The plan is essentially a Prospectus for large scale commercial development
inappropriate for application within National Park settings
In so far as it relates to areas within the KNP, appointing the Department of
Regional Development as Lead Agency is inappropriate.
The plan pays minimal attention to issues of sustainability and longer-term
environmental costs. There is no cost benefit analysis. The natural world is
not seen as having measurable value in its own right: The Snowiers are a
canvas; a landscape for further significant development.
(In this underlying assumption the proposed Masterplan is founded on
increasingly discredited Economic theories that treat the natural world as notto-be-measured “externals” … but let’s not start out now on that argument!)

MY INTEREST IN THE PROPOSAL










I Have family ties to the Alpine area going back to my grandfather (Ernest) who was in
the very different era of the1920-30’s a major shareholder in the “Elaine” mine near
Kiandra. My father (Jack) loved and respected the Snowies and instilled this in me.
Over the last forty years I have with my spouse Leontine (and others) made many
walks in the Australian Alps across all three state jurisdictions. Walks have ranged
from a few hours up to several weeks. Many of our longer low impact walks have
included significant “off track” sections in areas rarely visited.
I worked as a “Seasonal” [Discovery] Ranger at Yarrangobilly Caves during vacations
when an undergraduate in the early 1970’s. I maintain a strong association with that
area.
I have witnessed many changes in the Alps environment over those years. Some
positive, but especially in recent years, some most concerning: Damage due to feral
quadrupeds, invasive weed species, and fires. In places damage by other park users
– both willful and ignorant – has become more apparent. The exponential: growth in
Mountain Biking(and e-biking is presenting some new challenges for management of
sensitive Alpine areas that as a Mountain Bike rider I fully recognize.
I have been active in volunteering for many weeks over several years with the Hawk
Weed Eradication Campaign (“Hawk Weed Hunt”)

GENERAL COMMENTS ABOUT THE PLAN
1. I am broadly opposed to the plan. That is not to say that I do not recognise and applaud
some proposals in the plan that seek to address current issues (e.g., need to provide
alternatives to car transport) or propose modest development. But most if not all these
changes could be achieved without a grand development proposal extending over the
next forty, arguably very uncertain years. The proposal is replete with “developer

speak”. It does not instill optimism for the future protectionof the unique ecosystems
within Australian Alpine areas, arguably the most fragile in our continent and one most
likely to be affected by global warming and other threats in the next forty years
2. I do not consider that the Master Plan “supports” (Page 4) the KNP Plan of
Management 2006. In significant ways it subverts it. I shall address these concerns in
a separate submission.
3. I profess no particular interest so far as the plan relates to Jindabyne. My focus of
concern is with proposed developments within the Kosciusko National Park (KNP).
However, I know Jindabyne well from many stays there over the years and will just say
this much: Initially a planned “Snowy” town, Jindabyne has lost its way and is now in
my view a developmental hotch-potch. It is soulless. The older planned town centre is
disconnected from the more recently developed commercial zones to the west and
south There is an apparent lack of planning subsequent to the Snowy Scheme era. It
is now “just another country town” (I’ve lived in a few!) So good luck!
4. The plan does appear to recognise that, if significant additional accommodation needs
are required then a sensible approach would be to provide the additional beds in
Jindabyne with guests encouraged to use shuttle transport provision to and from the
Alpine areas.
5. However, given its proximity to KNP the impact of proposed significant growth
in Jindabyne as proposed in the plan would need very careful management to
prevent significant adverse impacts on the KNP.
6. I have considerable concern as to the underlying agenda of the Masterplan given the
language used throughout the Draft Document. True, all the expected, de rigeur
references are there, for example to the need to for careful development within fragile
environments, consultation with traditional owners etc. can be found in the Plan. But
“Developer Speak” language and buzz words used throughout, together with only
limited consideration of any possible negative consequences or longer-term threats to
natural systems betrays the fact that the plan has at its heart a “big development”
agenda. It reads to me like a Real Estate Agent’s prospectus for a new theme park
with mantra-like glib assertions such as “enhancing visitor experiences”. It talks of
“leveraging the landscape” (Page 25). Indeed “leveraging” is a term sprinkled
throughout the document. There are a number of references (eg page 28) to “carrying
capacity”. I could go further but that will suffice. Enough to say that…
7. The underlying understanding of the natural word held by those commissioning and
drafting the SAP proposal is revealed as outdated, limited and increasingly discredited
“Landscape” is some static “thing” independent from the ecosystem of which it forms
one element. It’s a picture hanging on the wall, devoid of context, to be admired by the
casual visitor whose experience will be “enhanced” by the Developer who will draw
over – “leverage” - the canvas
8. The danger of such a view is that instead of the Alpine areas being conservatively and
wholistically managed into an era of global climatic and other uncertainties, this
landscape will be “leveraged” to within an inch of its “carrying capacity” like some
poorly managed sheep run.
9. An additional concern is that the NSW Dept of Regional Development (DRD).is the
proposed lead agency for development within the KNP. With a focus on Development
this Department’s aims are likely to conflict with those of a more cautious NSW
Department of Planning Industry and Environment (DPIE) which has as one of its arms
the NSW National Parks and Wildlife (NPWS).
10. I strongly argue that the Lead Agency for any developments within any National Park
should be the DPIE – specifically, the NPWS. The approach of NPWS is likely to be
more expert, more nuanced, and more sensitive to the likely impacts of proposed

development. Presumably as the lead agency the Minister for the DRD at the end of
the of day will be able to “call the shots” and it doesn’t take imagination to foresee that
Minister of the day employing some mantra like “cutting through red tape” to push
through development despite expert evidence recommending against it. (One doesn’t
have to look far to find recent examples.)
The Lead Agency for development in National Parks should be the Department
or Agency under the control of the Minister with portfolio responsibility for
Environmental, not Developmental matters.

RESPONSES TO SPECIFIC PROPOSALS FOR DEVELOPMENTS IN KNP
I must emphasise that I am not a winter visitor. My comments can only relate to summer and
off-season experience within KNP areas within the proposed SAP.
My fundamental concern is the proposed extent of development especially the very large
increase proposed in “carrying capacity”; and, the stated aim to attract much increased
numbers of visitors across the year: That equates to more pressure, more sustained
throughout the year. Never give a landscape a chance to recover from leverage!
1. Page 89: “Visitor expectations are changing…” but the natural systems underpinning
tourism can’t simply be massaged by development to meet expectations that are
unrealistic. Sometimes an educative approach is advisable to modify expectations.
Unfortunately, over the years NPWS has had to cut educational funding, restricted by
reduced funding; commercial imperatives imposed by Government and muzzled by
political imperatives.
2. Page 90: Thredbo to my mind is one of the better examples of what can be achieved
through a plan developed and refined over time and in consultation with stakeholders.
It is in the main well laid out within its confined setting (it doesn’t “sprawl”) and the
buildings, painted in the palette of “Snowies” presents well. It has a unique character
among the ski resorts in the high country and I would hope that with limited controlled
development this could be maintained. It would be tragic if it ended up another dog’s
breakfast of development as so often occurs.
I observe that the aim for the resort is to “…leverage the …existing village character
[to] facilitate growth…” (page 90) That sounds nic!. As always, the “Devil will be in the
Development”.
3. Page 96 Para. 4: “Growth across…connectivity in mind”. Here we have more
Developer Speak about ”comfortable carrying capacity” and “enhancing the year-round
visitor experience”. Facile words but how to unpick them? Who decides what is
“comfortable” now? By what measures? Will “comfortable” be the same forty years
hence? Once development occurs it will be well-nigh impossible to un-develop if in the
future it proves un-comfortable.
Who determines what constitutes an “enhanced visitor experience” and what are the
environmental costs of such presumed enhancements?
4. Perisher Valley: Bit of a dog’s developmental breakfast in my opinion. Sensitive
parsimonious infill development might well produce an improvement Note the impact
of beetle attack in remnant snow gum forest in the area suggesting natural systems
already under stress. The visual and ecological impact of the myriad ski tows,
manicured ski-runs etc. are most evident to the summer visitor as eyesores. They
probably look quite nice in the snow. In an era of climate change is there any need for
more ski infrastructure?

5. Page 100: “A distinct alpine feel will be created…and is considerate of environmental
constraints.” Look I promise I won’t go on any more about this, but here is another
example, common throughout the Masterplan, of the old environmental horse being
tethered behind the flash new developmental cart.
6. Charlotte Pass: Parking at the pass is certainly an issue that needs to be addressed.
But is a bigger, better carpark the solution? Again, a “park and ride” system could be
a good solution. (Who knows: A captive bus audience might also provide an
opportunity to educate visitors about the alps and, just possibly, unsustainable
expectations might be modified!)
Page 110: Alpine Accommodation”: This page contains just one example of an
assumption implicit throughout the Plan: That if an area had been previously
“disturbed” it is ipso facto” thereby rendered ripe for development. Certainly, in some
cases that may be the case. The former Island Bend village (see Page 120 of the draft
Plan) is arguably a case in point. But even in such cases prior disturbance should not
provide an easy path to significant development. Camping areas can exist without a
need to establish “eco cabins” and “glamping”!
Besides: Disturbed areas can be successfully returned to something close to their
natural state and there are numerous examples of this throughout the Snowies: E.g.,
New Chum Hill at Kiandra; the Main Range. In both locations the Soil Conservation
Service did amazing work in past times to stabilise and revegetate landscapes that
had been degraded through mining or summer stock grazing.

CONCLUDING REMARKS:
There is a great deal more in the lengthy draft Masterplan that I have unpicked and
could comment upon. However, I do not have access to the resources that the State
had access to in preparing and presenting such a glossy document.
I’m tired… and no doubt tiresome! I’m sure that the reader will have got the drift of my
concerns.
As I stated at the outset, there are some laudable proposals within the Draft masterplan
so far as it covers areas within the KNP. But most if not all of them could be achieved
within the framework of the existing KNP Plan of Management.

Ken Barnett
Armidale
August 2021
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Good Morning,
The SAP is strongly focussed on the development of tourist attractions and accommodation for them. Our community understands
that we can't stop development / progression, but you are just cashing in on a seasonal market, like every investor who has no real
interest in the community, apart from making money off it and then moving on.
Without residents, there is no community. Without a community there is no town spirit. Our town is being sold out from under us
and you are promoting it. This is evident by the fact there are no additional playing fields in the SAP, just land listed for 'Sports and
recreation'. We live in the mountains, we don't have flat pockets of land. Do I understand that you propose to bulldoze hills in order
to make playing fields?
You propose to build 'ANOTHER' shopping precinct in Jindabyne! In the 2016 Census we had a listed population of 2629. And now
you want 3 shopping precincts in the town? To operate all year round. We don't have a population to support that, investors charge
ridiculous rates for seasonal accommodation and long term leases, and you believe tourists will come to Jindabyne all year round
knowing they are going to be charged an arm and leg to stay and enjoy the area. Local business operators have only just started to
survive all year round in the past 5 years, and now you are taking them all back to the 1980 -90's where they will struggle to survive
the entire year again. You would know this if you had any real knowledge of the area.
Your proposal to increase the towns population to eventually be in the 70,000's is absolute madness! And will never eventuate as
1

your vision is largely based on accommodating seasonal workers and tourists.
If climate change continues to heat the planet and the snow falls continue to decrease as is well documented, what will you do
when you have built all the seasonal rental houses and there are still no hospitals etc, are you just going to pack and walk away?
Leaving a once proud town empty and soul-less. Even your survey refuses to let the residents proceed past your objectives and
forces us to rank the importance of your SAP concepts in order to push them through.
Ken
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I use the Snowy Mountain NP regularly and would like to ensure it doesn't go down the American route where all amenities are owned and operated
by private companies. The government should be operating and making profits to be reinvested in the parks ensuring environmental goals are being
met. That is especially with pest control such as the brumbies and deer infesting the High plains. Climate change is already having a huge impact on
the park with up to thirty percent less snow falling. Ensuring people have access and can enjoy truly Australian flora and fauna is the most important
role the government can provide. Do not let Barilaro change the department in control to his own as he is already shown he'll save the brumbies for
commercial interests and create a situation now where real damage is being done and no effective control of horse numbers means hey are breeding
out of control and really changing the Park environment to its detriment
Ken Holley
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Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more
environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
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These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing
significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are
gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial
activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing
so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so
many environmental issues, let’s not add over development of KNP those failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future
development and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly
designed to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would
be protected by future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual
developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife
Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly
sensitive, extremely significant protected area.
The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally
sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 40% to a new cap of 14,000. All associated
services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to
support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is
that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP
for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow
season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current resorts. The
escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic.
The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a
single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those
beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict
so much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not
for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be
cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful
management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour
operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely
detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and
International significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their
significant values.
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Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of
Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to
create a new tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using
large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a national
park setting is entirely at odds with community expectations.
Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional
accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short
term. One is that the potential sites for expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species
and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their
development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened
ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred
hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in the particular areas proposed for
development such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly
abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the
case of KNP demands better mass transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance ‘the high ambition
coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea
in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30%
target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land
clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park.
At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to
diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Name: Kerry Juknaitis
Background: I am a resident of East Jindabyne and have lived here since 2002. I moved here after living in Canberra for over 20 years, and grew up in
Sydney.
Submission as it relates to: My submission relates to the proposals for development of East Jindabyne.
What part of the master plan as you wishing to comment on: Ethos Urban Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Housing and Accommodation
Study and Jensen Plus East Jindabyne – Alternative Plan
1. I am very concerned about the developments proposed for East Jindabyne, both in he Ethos Urban plan and the Jensen Plus alternative plan.
2. East Jindabyne is popular because of its unique environment – large blocks, trees and lake access. Both plans will result in the loss of considerable
amenity to local residents. As such every effort should be made to ensure that the proposals add to he visual appeal of East Jindabyne of a treed
suburb, ra her than replicate the worst of Tyrolean Village and recent developments along Old Kosciusko Road. gain and he loss is green space.
3. In both Tyrolean Village and Old Kosciusko Road developments block sizes are small – 500m2 – 700m2 and so hey have created a visual blight on
the landscape with the loss of trees, open space and lake access. New homes have been built to the edges of he building envelope to maximise
financial gain and minimise visual appeal. Recent developments on Kunama Drive in East Jindabyne utilising block sizes of 700 – 800m2 have shown
that developers fill the entire block of land with building and there is no space for growing trees or shrubbery, meaning hat he landscape becomes
permanen ly scarred.
4. Further, the recent spate of smaller (700m2 – 800m2) blocks have been used to build massive holiday rentals that do not allow sufficient parking for
the bedrooms available. For example, near me there is a dual occupancy on a 700 m2 block that has 8 bedrooms in total, and has provided only 2
usable parking spaces. The garage is not used, and with the shared bedrooms used for worker accommodation there are 12 cars parked on what is
already a narrow road with no footpaths. This is not amenable to local residents or visitors who may wish to take a walk. They can’t walk along the
road because of the parked cars, and there is nowhere on the grass verge to walk either.
5. The Ethos Urban plan would make this considerable worse. It suggests that block size of 400m2 is medium density. This may be so in Sydney, but
in rural areas block sizes of 400m2 are totally unnecessary, would make all of these problems worse. In addition they are bad for climate creating heat
banks in summer.
6. A constant cause of conflict in our local area is people building out other people’s views. This is totally unnecessary wi h good planning laws. In old
East Jindabyne everyone has a view, and this should be possible in new developments. This means that apartments and townhouse developments
should be subject to the existing strict height limits and left at the back of the development, not on the lakeside.
7. Canberra has maintained natural horizons by preventing building on the top of hills. This should be policy locally so that our horizons maintain a
bush feel.
8. I moved to East Jindabyne because it was a residential development, and holiday lettings were not permitted, compared to Tyrolean Village or
Town. Up until the recent developments in Old Kosciusko Road this has created a residential community to develop without the noise of holiday
makers and reduces the number of houses hat are vacant during off season. We want to continue this tradi ion, with local development that caters for
large blocks with lower density single dwellings, each with access to lake views and beaches and a requirement for tree replanting and maximal green
space. The benefits for developers are a niche market available for permanent residents to grow their families. With this in mind, I consider that short
term holiday rentals should not be permitted within East Jindabyne.
9. I am concerned that recent developments in East Jindabyne have been done by people who do not live in the area and do not have any long-term
commitment to create a desirable place to live. This has been the case with recent developments, who have not taken into account issues such as
maintenance of or access to parkland or green space in their designs. Their only driver is to make as much money as they can. The SAP is our
opportunity to set the boundaries for how we want our suburb to be, so that developers can no longer pursue a scorched earth policy. Please consider

our views.
Kerry Juknaitis

Date: 21 August 2021
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Support
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I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Please refer to my full submission, attached as a pdf file. The introduction to my submission is duplicated here.
Thank you for this opportunity to provide feedback regarding the Snowy Mountains SAP and draft Master Plan.
I OPPOSE both the draft Master Plan, and the proposed amendments to the POM for Kosciuszko National Park.
My main concerns are with the sec ions of the draft Master Plan that deal with Kosciuszko Na ional Park. Secondary concerns relate to inadequate
provision of year-round, secure, low cost housing for workers in Jindabyne.
Summary of Concerns
The draft Master Plan proposes a new planning framework that may be suitable for Jindabyne and the surrounding modified landscapes. In contrast,
this framework is definitely NOT fit for purpose for Kosciuszko Na ional Park and would subvert the current Plan of Management. The overarching
purpose of Na ional Parks is conservation, not economic development and commercial activity - hence the SMSAP Master Plan should NOT be driving
amendments to the Plan of Management for KNP. The draft Master Plan needs to be modified to take into account he current KNP POM, not the other
way around. The SAP Master Plan should focus on the region outside KNP, and sit alongside the POM, ra her than determine the POM. Likewise, The
Regional Growth NSW Development Corporation should work alongside NPWS, not become its master.
In par icular, the proposals to significan ly expand accommodation in KNP and facilitate greater commercial access is antithetical to conservation
values, disrespectful of place and socio-economically discriminatory. It is clear that it would be financially irresponsible to invest in such a large
increase in accommodation given the inevitable decline in snow-cover and given there are no explicit strategies described that would make it desirable
to stay overnight in KNP outside he ski season. All the evidence to date is that resort accommodation on Kosciuszko Road is not needed for most of
the year. More accommodation equals over-capitalisation and carries a high risk of creating stranded assets. Increasing the amount and price-range of
accommodation venues outside KNP is a far better strategy. Coupled with thoughtfully designed shuttle services and better utilisation of the Skitube
such an approach would have much more robust economic outcomes, be more socio-economically equitable and have a far sounder environmental
basis. Unlike further commercial development within KNP, development outside KNP would also be far more resilient in the face of climate change and
be able to generate economic ac ivity year-round.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION: Draft Master Plan for the Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct
Thank you for this opportunity to provide feedback regarding the Snowy Mountains SAP and
draft Master Plan.

I OPPOSE both the draft Master Plan, and the proposed amendments to the POM
for Kosciuszko National Park.
My main concerns are with the sections of the draft Master Plan that deal with
Kosciuszko National Park. Secondary concerns relate to inadequate provision of
year-round, secure, low cost housing for workers in Jindabyne.
Summary of Concerns
The draft Master Plan proposes a new planning framework that may be suitable for Jindabyne
and the surrounding modified landscapes. In contrast, this framework is definitely NOT fit for
purpose for Kosciuszko National Park and would subvert the current Plan of Management. The
overarching purpose of National Parks is conservation, not economic development and
commercial activity - hence the SMSAP Master Plan should NOT be driving amendments to the
Plan of Management for KNP. The draft Master Plan needs to be modified to take into account
the current KNP POM, not the other way around. The SAP Master Plan should focus on the
region outside KNP, and sit alongside the POM, rather than determine the POM. Likewise, The
Regional Growth NSW Development Corporation should work alongside NPWS, not become its
master.
In particular, the proposals to significantly expand accommodation in KNP and facilitate greater
commercial access is antithetical to conservation values, disrespectful of place and
socio-economically discriminatory. It is clear that it would be financially irresponsible to invest in
such a large increase in accommodation given the inevitable decline in snow-cover and given
there are no explicit strategies described that would make it desirable to stay overnight in KNP
outside the ski season. All the evidence to date is that resort accommodation on Kosciuszko
Road is not needed for most of the year. More accommodation equals over-capitalisation and
carries a high risk of creating stranded assets. Increasing the amount and price-range of
accommodation venues outside KNP is a far better strategy. Coupled with thoughtfully
designed shuttle services and better utilisation of the Skitube such an approach would have
much more robust economic outcomes, be more socio-economically equitable and have a far
sounder environmental basis. Unlike further commercial development within KNP, development
outside KNP would also be far more resilient in the face of climate change and be able to
generate economic activity year-round.

My Background
Like many others, I have a life-long passion for the Australian high country. I count the many
days and nights spent in Kosciuszko National Park as among the very best of my life. I have
undertaken numerous backcountry hiking trips and have been privileged to introduce other
people to KNP’s unique natural wonders. Additionally, I have been a member of a community
ski lodge in Smiggin Holes for more than two decades and enjoyed both downhill and
cross-country skiing. The natural and cultural values of KNP are precious to me and my family,
leading to involvement with organisations that seek to conserve country in accordance with
positive environmental values.
I am convinced that all areas of KNP must be managed according to the founding principles that
underlie the current National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974. It is inappropriate to subjugate the
environmental management principles for this National Heritage listed area to a Master Plan
that is essentially an urban planning document. The draft Master Plan elevates commercial
activity and development of the built environment over conservation of our natural and cultural
heritage. Under such a Master Plan, planning and management authority would be removed
from the experienced land managers in the NPWS. This is not the right way to manage this, or
indeed any National Park, and would inevitably degrade the core qualities of KNP.

Detailed Comments and Recommended Actions Regarding the draft Master Plan
1. Comment: The primary purpose of KNP is to conserve our heritage, both natural and
cultural.
Actions: Conservation of KNP must be the overriding management principle and the
many elements of the draft Master Plan and its technical papers that contradict this need
to be modified or removed. The current Plan of Management for KNP must not be
amended to enable problematic sections of the Master Plan. The current POM should
remain the key management document for KNP.

2. Comment: KNP is not a pristine area as described in the draft Master Plan. It has
suffered and will continue to suffer serious disturbance, including by: grazing, mining,
Snowy Hydro 1.0 and 2.0, skiing resort development, feral pests (including but not
limited to horses), weeds, catastrophic drought and bushfires (2003 & 2020), snowgum
dieback, and most seriously - climate change. This doesn’t imply that KNP is not worth
protecting - on the contrary our past carelessness and exploitation creates a strong
moral imperative to preserve what remains, cease further exploitation and to remediate
what we have damaged.
Action: I draw your attention to the Environmental Protection & Assessment Act, 10.6
(1). “A person must not provide information in connection with a planning matter that the

person knows, or ought reasonably to know, is false or misleading in a material
particular.”
In view of this principle please rewrite those sections of the draft Master Plan that
misreport the level of disturbance and associated fragility of KNP.
Develop explicit strategies, as part of the Master Plan, that acknowledge and take into
account this reality including (but not limited to) maintaining the current POM.

3. Comment: In line with the primary purpose as stated above, the NPWS must have
pre-eminence with regards to planning and management decisions inside KNP.
Actions: The approval authority within KNP needs to be the NPWS, not the Department
for Regional NSW or the Regional Growth NSW Development Corporation. All planning
instruments must be designed with this in mind. The POM should not be heavily
amended purely to enable the SMSAP draft Master Plan. The current POM must be
maintained as the pre-eminent management document for KNP (including the resort
areas). The National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 needs to prevail as the appropriate
legislative framework, since the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act is not fit for
the purpose of managing land use within a National Park .
4. Comment: KNP should remain available for low-impact recreation consistent with the
core principles of conservation and preservation. However, the draft Master Plan aims to
encourage more high-impact activities including: expansion of in-park accommodation,
expanded commercial activities, introduction of vehicles to closed service trails and the
use of passenger helicopters. In addition to noise pollution, construction of helipads
would cause damage to the environment. Note also that helicopter operation produces
many times the carbon emissions of road transport alternatives. It appears that SMSAP
is not serious about its carbon neutral aspirations.
Actions: The current POM should be applied to assessing these proposals. It is
inappropriate to vary the POM to allow activities that contradict the basic principles of
conservation and quiet, low-impact recreation. Helicopters should not be permitted for
joyflights and/or transfers to resorts. Commercial vehicles should not have access to
closed service trails, such as the Kosciuszko summit road.
5. Comment: The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting
commercial and recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits. This is
achieved in large part by the current bed limit of 10,433. The draft Master Plan and
amended POM enables a very large increase in the number of overnight beds and the
supporting infrastructure within KNP. There is inadequate assessment of the
environmental impacts of this, and the only justification for raising the cap is supposed
demand for additional accommodation in the short-term. The draft Master Plan gives no
actual evidence for the reality of this demand nor the environmental acceptability of the
proposal.

There are already widespread environmental challenges under the existing
arrangements, and they strongly suggest that expansion would pose a serious threat to
the health of the ecosystems in the resort areas. To note that resorts occupy a small
percentage of the total area of KNP does not imply it is acceptable for resort areas to be
even more heavily impacted by human activity. Resorts exist where they are due to
historical accident; it is a privilege not a right that they are allowed to persist in a reserve
whose primary purpose is conservation. Thus, protection of the local natural
environment must be prioritised. Given the high biodiversity and unique geography of
the resort areas, preventing further environmental impact is essential. Suggestions that
offsetting would be needed is concerning, and given the uniqueness of this area it would
simply not be possible. You can’t honestly offset the loss of Guthega Skinks, mountain
pygmy possums or alpine plant communities, given this is the only bit of high country we
have.
Additionally, the vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the
year. The proposed additional beds would simply service the peak of the snow season a few weeks in the middle of the 3 ½ months that currently have viable snow-cover.
Given the extremely poor prognosis for future snow-cover, the goal of expanding resort
accommodation is very bad planning. The SMSAP Ecologically Sustainable
Development Technical Report unequivocally indicates the rapid decline of skiable days
in the coming years. It is sobering to quote from the report:
“Projections of large increases in the maximum temperature, with the greatest increase
in winter, will greatly affect the peak snow season. With the Alpine zone projected to
become drier due to reduced rainfall in spring, projections show decreased snow cover,
depth and snow season futures. Natural snow season decreases of up to 96% by 2050
have been projected, with a peak snow depth reducing from 2 metres to less than half a
metre and snow season length decreases by 15-110 days. As outlined in the minimum
temperature section above, there is a significant reduction in days reaching minimum
temperatures below 0°C which will have a direct impact on snow conditions and snow
making.” (page 34 SMSAP ESD Report).
The draft Master Plan is thus recommending investment in soon-to-be-stranded assets,
that is, ski lodges with ever-reducing access to skiing. This is shortsighted and
financially irresponsible. The impact of Covid-19 on the seasons of 2020 and 2021
should be a strong dose of reality regarding how fraught heavy investment in additional
overnight accommodation would be.
Actions: At present there is no supporting data to justify increasing the bed cap within
KNP. This means the current cap within KNP of 10,433 beds should be maintained. If
needed, more accommodation outside KNP should be encouraged in association with
shuttle services and improved utilisation of the Skitube to access attractions within the
Park. This would generate more resilient, sustainable, year round economic activity that
would deliver greater benefit to the population of Jindabyne and its surrounds.

6. Comment: As previously stated, the primary purpose of KNP is to conserve the natural
heritage of Australia. While prioritising conservation, the current POM recognises the
opportunity for minimal impact recreational activities. There is immense value to both
society and individuals by simply being in a wild landscape, and this is facilitated by the
current POM in a way that ensures the environment is not negatively impacted. Equality
of access is another key principle that needs to be guaranteed. The draft Master Plan
proposes changes for KNP that are not equitable, benefiting only wealthier people in our
society. Adding beds to the resorts may increase accommodation diversity, but not in a
way that would make them financially accessible for lower-income families. The great
majority of additional winter beds would service well-off visitors only. Similarly, the
proposed glamping facilities at Island Bend would replace the existing minimal cost
campsites, gentrifying this experience while reducing the number of sites available to
lower income families. Accessing the summit road by commercial vehicles likewise
favours those visitors with money - and introduces the contradiction that people with
cash to pay for a guided hike, don’t actually have to walk! Even more extreme in its
socio-economic discrimination would be allowing helicopter transfers into the resorts,
accessible only by the wealthy few while simultaneously spoiling the peaceful enjoyment
of the many.
Actions: Do not increase bed numbers within KNP. Work with accommodation providers
to provide lower-cost beds from existing accommodation stock, both in the resorts and in
Jindabyne. Introduce a robust shuttle service from Jindabyne - all year round. Improve
connectivity with the Skitube. Do not amend the POM to permit elitist helicopter usage.
Keep service tracks for emergency and management purposes only. Remediate Island
Bend as a low-cost camping area, not high-end glamping.
7.

Comment: I have been a member of a ski lodge at Smiggin Holes for more than 20
years, and my wife is on the board and as such is involved with Ski Lodges of Perisher,
Smiggins and Guthega (SLOPES) - the not for profit organisation advocating for the club
lodges of Perisher. On 20th August SLOPES circulated a previously unseen joint
submission from SLOPES, Perisher/Vail and the chamber of commerce. In that email
members and associates of SLOPES were asked to support this joint submission.
Please be aware that management groups running the lodges had little to no input into
the joint submission. Regular members had no input into the submission and have
minimal awareness of the SMSAP and its implications. Consequently the joint
submission is not a reliable representation of views held by many of the members or
managers of lodges. Certainly, my wife and I do not endorse the joint submission.
The SLOPES/Perisher submission supports a planning and development framework we
disagree with. The submission supports increased bed numbers, a strategy we believe is
flawed. Apart from the unacceptable environmental impacts and socio-economic
inequity associated with more accommodation, the extreme financial risk of these assets

becoming stranded would rest not with the resort operator, but with the clubs. In the mid
to long term it is not in the best interests of club lodges to increase bed numbers.
Action: When considering the joint submission from SLOPES and Perisher, it is not
reasonable to assume the submission is supported by the informed approval of the clubs
and their members. When giving weight to this joint submission, the questionable
representativeness of the submission needs to be kept in mind.
8. Comment: The strategic target that construction be carbon-neutral by 2061 is extremely
weak. This date is after the expiry of the Master Plan so it appears the target is
effectively unenforceable. It also seems the target doesn’t account for the carbon debt
accumulated over the intervening 40 years. Introduction of high carbon footprint
helicopter transport is contrary to responsible emission policy. This tokenistic posture on
carbon neutrality is well out of step with strong public sentiment on the need to act
decisively on climate change.
Actions: Set a bolder target for carbon-neutrality, for example by 2030. Specify what
compensatory action would be enforced if the target was not met. Do not permit
helicopter visitor transportation.
9. Comment: The draft Master Plan for the SMSAP appears to have inadequate provision
for year-round, secure, low cost housing for workers in Jindabyne. My own observations
and the observations of friends who live in the region is that such housing is becoming
increasingly rare and insecure. Economic growth and the well-being of the region’s
workers depends on improving this situation. No Activation Plan can work without a
stable workforce. Ensuring it is possible to accommodate staff is of paramount
importance.
Actions: Substantially increase the stock of housing that is appropriate for lower-paid
workers, both for permanent residents as well as seasonal workers. Develop strategies
to protect these stocks from discriminatory rental increases.

Final Comments
It is my hope that the politicians and public servants responsible for reviewing the draft Master
Plan pay close attention to all submissions and modify the proposal accordingly. I would like to
think that this matter is not a “done deal” and that public consultation will not be relegated to the
status of “window dressing” with no impact on actual decision-making. Please ensure this
democratic process is meaningful. Again, thank you for the opportunity to make a submission.
Regards, Kevin Collins.
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Support
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Southern Connector Road between Barry Way and Alpine.
- This should be a more substantial bypass road ie 4 lane
- the road should be alinged further south toward the airfield, away from the crest of the hill, to minimise noise and the visual
impact back to the lake, and minimise the potential road closure from blizzard events that cause ice and vehicle accidents.
Alpine Precinct.
- These areas should be excluded from the KNP, under discrete head lease to each resort similar tot he current Thredbo lease.
The KNP development and planning criteria are too strict and not overly relevant to a ski resort.
- Link Thredbo via Charlottes pass to Perisher and then to Cabramurra for world best MTB.
- Remove brumbies and deer from KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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1. The cabin style accommodation must be kept only at the area adjacent to the Guthega Road. There must not be any cabins in the camping area
down near he river as hat would lead to pollution from septic system overflow and possible access restrictions to the river.
2. Unrestricted access to the river needs to be maintained as the area is frequently used for whitewater recreation wi h kayaks, canoes and some rafts.
The Island Bend campsite is the key location used to finish whitewater trips on the river.
3. Constructing a central camp kitchen would degrade the camping experience that Island Bend currently offers. Experience with other loca ions
around NSW shows that providing such a facility just induces more people to go here would not normally and with increased numbers there will be
unwanted degradation of the area. Such kitchens are “never” suitably cleaned and maintained and just become attractors for people to leave rubbish
there.
4. Constructing hot showers would also degrade the camping experience that Island Bend currently offers As Island Bend already attracts a significant
number of campers any septic system associated with showers is quickly placed above capacity and he wastewater overflows into the environment
resulting in an unwanted heal h hazard and pollution. Do NOT make his mistake at Island Bend. People can have a shower when they get back home.
The o her reason not to install showers is they are just not going to be kept clean and well maintained no matter what promises are given under private
investment. There is no commercial return in hot showers. NPWS do not have any capacity to maintain shower blocks – hey are barely able to
maintain he pit toilets. From experience with camping at Island Bend he toilets are often under-maintained.
5. The road down to the camping area directly adjacent to the river area needs significant improvement particularly a layer of asphalt or at minimum a
bitumen seal noting that a seal is not recommended as hey quickly fail. Stormwater drainage management is also needed.
6. A few more pump out pit toilets are needed and I support these being installed.
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Don’t develop on his land please x
I agree to the above statement
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I do not support our Iconic natural places being demolished and contaminated all because a shallow minded person only cares about a business
opportunity, I wish to take my family one day to Koziosko.. I have there would not like to explain to them his was never like this.
I agree to the above statement
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Attached is Submission on "Signature Golf Course" by Mr. Kim Howard in collaboration with Greg Norman Design organisatiuon
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission To: Special Activation Precinct Snowy Mountains Draft Masterplan
By Mr. Kim R. Howard (B.E., M.Eng.Sc), in conjunction with the Greg Norman Golf Course Design Group.
1. Introduction
This submission has been prepared by Mr. Kim Howard, with the active support, assistance and backing of
the Greg Norman Design Group. Mr. Howard is a retired senior Civil Engineer who has resided in Cooma
since 1954 and subsequently worked as an international Engineering Consultant ‐ for the Snowy Mountains
Engineering Corporation (SMEC), and later for a US Engineering Consultant. He is a keen skier, fly fisherman
and golfer and owns property in Cooma and Jindabyne. Mr. Howard's connections to Jindabyne and the
mountains go back to his childhood and the very early Snowy Scheme days.
As a keen (single figure) golfer, Mr. Howard has long held the view that Jindabyne, for all its winter
attractions and summer fishing and mountain‐biking, lacked an international standard golf course and
associated facilities that could attract visitors throughout the year. Even several years ago, his preferred site
location in fact broadly coincided with the Masterplan's current "Western Lake" precinct.
Mr. Howard is also a keen follower of the history of Jindabyne and the Snowy Mountains and in particular
the early development of the ski resorts (and golf courses).
2. The (Draft) Masterplan vis‐a‐vis "Signature Golf Course"
The (Draft) Masterplan has recognised the importance of a "signature" golf course towards the stated main
aim of increasing the outside winter visitor numbers. The possible location is shown as the "Western Lake"
precinct, with possible ancillary facilities including clubhouse/hotel/restaurant(s), tourist accommodation,
mountain bike trails, sporting facilities, biodiversity plantings, possible dock and ferry terminal etc.
At such an early stage, there is relatively little supporting (specific) detail provided in the Draft Masterplan
and the purpose of this submission is to discuss the history of golf in the Snowy Mountains, the attributes
of the (possible) golf course site, the course/resort's viability and benefits to Jindabyne and the Snowy
Mountains, local historical linkages ‐ and then what is considered the best way forward to expedite the
successful implementation and development.
3. Early Golf In the Snowy Mountains
The iconic Kosciusko Hotel (shown in the following photo) was built in the ski‐fields in 1909 by the NSW
Government Tourist Bureau. Besides skiing, the Hotel also had winter skating ‐ both on the frozen Diggers
Creek Lake and in the Hotel courtyard. In 1912 a nine hole golf course was added.
The hand coloured postcard (shown over) shows the hotel, lake and golfers in about 1915. The next year,
the hotel's white colour scheme was changed to a darker colour. The capacity of the hotel after subsequent
additions was approximately 90 guest rooms ‐ with occupancy usually high throughout the year.
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Kosciusko Hotel at Diggers Creek with Golfers (1915).
(Source "Hotel Kosciusko, The history and legacy of Australia's first planned alpine resort" ‐ Donald A Johnston)

Golf was an integral part of the year round success and viability of the hotel for the nearly 40 years from
1912 until the hotel tragically burned down in April 1951. This was despite the 16 hours travel (each way)
from Sydney to Cooma (by train), and then road transport to the mountains and hotel. The nine greens
were seeded with imported English grass with the length of the course 2,514 yards (par 34).
After the loss of the hotel, it would be another twenty years before a short nine hole (par 33) golf course
was established at the Thredbo Alpine resort. This is the highest elevation golf course in Australia and with
the unique alpine scenery and environment, it is played by a small but significant number of visitors to the
resort. Being above the snow line however it is only open from November to May. Further development of
the Thredbo course is constrained by it being well inside the National Park.
In the early 1990's, the NSW Department of Sport And Recreation built a short nine hole course at
Jindabyne however this was closed a few years back. Currently the nearest golf courses are at Berridale and
Cooma, however these attract few non residents. The nearest Championship golf course is at Canberra ‐ the
private and exclusive Royal Canberra course.
4. Collaboration and Assistance from the Greg Norman Golf Course Design Group
In assessing the feasibility and benefits of a "signature" golf course development at Jindabyne, it was
apparent that the reputation, record and expertise of the "signature" architect would itself play a very large
part in being able to establish an international standard championship course that would attract sufficient
golfers and visitors (both local and international) to ensure both the viability of the resort and maximise
economic and community social benefits to Jindabyne and the region. In addition, this would also not just
be a golf course (to be designed and placed at the Western Lake), but an integrated development with a
range of other facilities to be included ‐ such as hotel, tourist accommodation, bike‐paths, environmental
biodiversity plantings, possible dock and ferry access etc.
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In addition, the site environment needs to be protected and even enhanced through "eco signature" design
practices including use of renewable energy, water preservation, indigenous plant preservation and
proliferation, wildlife sanctuaries and pollution prevention.
In assessing and reviewing some of the excellent similar golf course developments in Australia and
overseas, the record of the Greg Norman Golf Course Design Group (both in Australia and overseas) stood
out. The attributes and capabilities of Australian golfing legend Greg Norman and his internationally
recognised organisation include not only golf course design, but a range of inter‐related key services as
summarised in the figure below. The organisation also can provide an eco themed design concept ‐ that
adds value to their signature design. It is considered that to be successful, a golf course development at
Jindabyne has to follow such an integrated approach.

For Jindabyne, besides the master planning and golf course design, team building will be particularly
important to bring together providers of hospitality and property/accommodation (mainly tourist
accommodation) as well as the many specialised consultants necessary. Greg Norman, with his national and
international reputation is considered to be very well placed to bring in leading high reputation, nationally
proven providers that will enhance the development and appeal for visitors and guests.
In terms of golf course design, the Greg Norman group needs no introduction. Greg Norman Golf Course
Design is widely recognized as the premier signature golf course design firm in the world, featuring over
100 courses opened across 34 countries and six continents, with many having won prestigious design
awards.
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Further details of the organisation's, capabilities extensive expertise and worldwide track record can be
shown in the following reference:
https://www.dropbox.com/s/8leh10mmxybef08/GNRE%20Presentation%20Slides%20Protected.pdf?dl=0
Throughout the Author's assessment of the potential and likely viability of Jindabyne for a world class eco‐
signature golf course development, and with regard to attracting additional year‐round visitors, the Greg
Norman organisation has been extremely supportive. They have also offered possible future assistance with
tasks (such as advice, scoping and feasibility) through their Queensland and US offices ‐ without obligation.
Prior to the finalisation of this submission, the Senior Vice President (Mr Jason McCoy) sent the letter of
support as shown on the following page.
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5. The (possible) "Western Lake" Signature Golf Club Site
The Draft Masterplan's Western Lake (approximate) precinct is shown in the figure below (allowing for
buffer zones around the lakeshore). The total area is approximately 270 hectares, which besides golf (and
clubhouse, hotel, restaurants, etc), will desirably need to cover other sports activities as well as biodiversity
plantings in appropriate areas and bike trails. It is considered that some plantings (mainly in elevated areas)
could be incorporated into the "Eco Signature" golf course design approach favoured by the Greg Norman
group. Jindabyne is seen in the background with the Kosciusko Road bordering the western side for about
half the length.
What is considered most important is that the development of the site should be predominantly "green"
with clubhouse/hotel, tourist and other accommodation, carpark etc being relatively inconspicuous such
that the site remains forever as a green buffer to further lakeside estate development.

Google Earth view of the Western Lake ‐ Site of (possible) "Signature" Golf Course development

There is one existing house within the site, and one quite large house and complex bordering the proposed
boundary (both shown on the above figure). There is also the requirement for public access to the Hatchery
Bay (shown in the centre of the above figure). It is believed that there are three Landowners, and this may
present an acquisition constraint unless they are prepared to sell ‐ for a reasonable price.
Safe and convenient access to the site from the Kosciusko Road will also be important and probably best to
upgrade the existing Hatchery Bay intersection and add turning lanes, to allow for the much greater traffic.
There has also been some public interest and support for a (triangular) ferry service connecting the site to
Jindabyne, and East Jindabyne.
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The golf course development could also include a dock (allowing for varying lake levels) to service boating
and sailing as well as facilitate possible ferry operations.
In terms of suitability for a world standard eco‐signature golf course, discussions with the Greg Norman
team have indicated (based on initial assessment) that the site appears to have all the attributes required.
In particular; an iconic sub‐alpine location; high existing visitor and tourist numbers (although currently
mainly in winter); a clean and pristine environment with lake and mountain views; an abundance of (non
winter) accommodation in nearby Jindabyne; and of particular importance, challenging and interesting
terrain such that large scale earthmoving would not be required ‐ so that the course can blend into the
environment.
Half of the precinct (from the Wollondibby to the Hatchery Bay turnoff) is bordered by the Kosciusko Road
with the terrain down from the road generally steeper (for a relatively short distance). This area should
desirably have a planting buffer/noise protection from the highway, and the relatively steeper terrain
possibly utilised for tourist accommodation ‐ as well as the potential for (limited) high end housing if
needed to ensure the development's viability. This could also include the steeper ridges at the northern end
of the Precinct.
The photo below, taken from across the Lake towards Hatchery Bay and the northern end of the precinct
shows the typical terrain from the lakeside up to the proposed site boundary (approximately defined by the
longitudinal land boundary/fence‐line as shown). The Hatchery Bay (gravel) access road is seen with the
Kosciusko Road shown in the left background (here well away from the site. This is predominantly
undulating grassland with stands of eucalypts mainly on the several steeper (granite) ridges. At the
Jindabyne end of the site, the terrain is less undulating especially around the Wollondibby Creek. This may
require measures for localised flood attenuation and careful design to make beneficial use of the Creek and
necessary crossings.
In summary, it is considered that the site would lend itself to a really high standard "links" style
championship course, particularly for those holes along the lakeside.

View from East Jindabyne across the Lake to the Possible Signature Golf Course site (Northern end)
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An example of a Greg Norman design for similar predominantly grassland terrain is shown in the photo
below. This is the eco‐signature championship Cathedral Lodge course in Victoria, where the course has
been acclaimed for its blending with the terrain and environment and the standard of the fairways, greens
and bunkers.

Greg Norman designed Cathedral Lodge championship golf course, Victoria
6. The proposed Golf Course/resort's viability and benefits to Jindabyne and the Snowy Mountains
It is considered that such a golf course with clubhouse/hotel, restaurant(s) and related developments
would be a world class facility and asset for which Jindabyne could be proud. Together with the growth in
summer mountain‐biking and other initiatives proposed in the SAP, it would make Jindabyne much more of
a year round destination in its own right.
Golf is one of the highest participation sports in Australia and the golf course and associated facilities would
certainly attract many additional year‐round visitors and provide a significant stimulus to the local
economy. It would also be expected that the typical demographics of the golfers and visitors would also be
somewhat different (but complimentary) to the currently more common (typically younger) mountain
bikers and the far fewer trout fishermen.
A relevant example of the potential benefits of golf to a local economy can perhaps best be gauged from
the growth and prosperity of the New Zealand South Island town of Queenstown. With many similarities to
Jindabyne (winter skiing, pristine sub‐alpine environment lake and mountains) the non‐winter visitors are
very much higher than for Jindabyne. This is due in no small part by their having five high standard golf
courses within 25 minutes drive from the town ‐ although it certainly also helps having an international
airport close by.
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That said, it is considered that such a relatively high level of development and commercialisation should not
(necessarily) be the goal for Jindabyne. The proposed Jindabyne course and development should therefore
desirably be part of a more appropriate, conservative planning approach.
As stated by the Greg Norman Senior Vice President, there would be a major boost to employment to the
region, creating jobs for many different skills and professions, in service industry, hospitality, construction
and so forth ‐ both during construction and permanently thereafter.
At this early stage it has not been possible to estimate or gauge feedback from Jindabyne residents but
those with whom the author has discussed have all been supportive and recognise the potential benefits
that the development could bring. In this regard it should also be noted that for many such "signature"
courses, local residents are often offered discounts towards club membership.
The Way Forward ‐ Scoping and Feasibility
At this early stage, it has not been possible (or indeed necessary) to assess and collect data relating to the
more detailed assessment and evaluation of the proposed development. To derive and quantify costs and
benefits, and to assess possible constraints and time‐lines for implementation requires a wide range of data
to be collected. Necessary basic resources and inputs include; consultation with NSW Government
agencies; obtaining of site detailed topographic maps; obtaining hydrological data; discussions on land
acquisition; preliminary public consultation; assessment of potential partners and funding sources;
feedback from stakeholder organisations (in particular Snowy Hydro, the Kosciusko National Park and the
Snowy Monaro Regional Council); as well as preliminary discussions with environmental, indigenous and
heritage organisations and individuals.
If the possible signature golf course development is considered desirable by the main stakeholders
(Government, Council and Community), and is considered potentially feasible, it is considered that the best
way forward would be for the Government to initiate an initial "Scoping Study" ‐ of relatively short
duration (of the order of 6 ‐ 9 months). This should aim to research and document the availability and
completeness of the types of data and feedback as discussed in the previous paragraph.
Based on the results of the Scoping Study, the Government may then be in a position to be able to proceed
with seeking expressions of interest for the development.
With regard to this Submission, if there any queries or qualifications, the author (and the Greg Norman
organisation) would be pleased to assist.
Finally, a possible opportunity to recreate an iconic heritage linkage to skiing and golf in the Snowy
Mountains is discussed in the following Section.
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7. Possible Recreating the Iconic Kosciusko Hotel

Frontage of the Iconic Kosciusko Hotel (established 1909 and tragically burned down in 1951)
(Source "Hotel Kosciusko, The history and legacy of Australia's first planned alpine resort" ‐ Donald A Johnston)

In the last few months, watching international golf on television, there have been a number of golf course
clubhouse/hotels (both old and new) that have featured Tudor style gable architecture ‐ for example the
Royal Sydney clubhouse, the new Carnoustie UK clubhouse (Womens Open Championship), and the
Greensboro Golf Club in North Carolina (Wyndham Championship, PGA Tour).

Sedgefield Golf Club, North Carolina USA (Established 1925). Home of the PGA Wyndham Championship.
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Whilst a future Jindabyne clubhouse/hotel design and architectural inputs would in any event be perhaps
several years into the future, the Author considers that there exists a once in a lifetime opportunity to take
advantage of the development to incorporate a recreation (at least in large part) of the iconic 1909 Hotel
Kosciusko. As previously discussed, the Kosciusko hotel was a successful year round resort in the Snowy
Mountains ‐ where golf played a leading part in attracting visitors for 40 years.
Feedback from (very) preliminary discussions with the Perisher Historical Society (Mr Philip Woodman) and
with Mr Donald Johnson (Heritage Architect and Author of the definitive "Hotel Kosciusko, The history and
legacy of Australia's first planned alpine resort") have supported the desirability of recreating what was,
and still is a heritage icon of the Snowy Mountains and the pioneering of skiing in Australia.
The original plans of the hotel are available from NSW Government archives and the ownership of the
name "Kosciusko Hotel" is believed to still be retained by the NSW Government. The linkage to the past and
the extremely innovative (especially for their time) NSW Government hotel developments (Hotel Kosciusko,
Kosciusko Chalet and the Creel) and to the history of the region (including the annual gatherings of the
Indigenous Tribes) could also be celebrated at a small audio visual theatre. Although early days, it is
considered that such a recreation in a similar prominent setting (overlooking Lake Jindabyne) would
enhance the appeal to both golfers, guests and visitors ‐ and in doing so, also improve the long term
economic viability of the development.

1:100 scale model of the original (1909) stage of the Kosciusko Hotel. Skating in the quadrangle
(built by Heritage Architect Mr Donald Johnson ‐ from NSW Government archive drawings)
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 12:57 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 12:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
kim
Last name
howard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
The huge success (Winter and Summer) as a national and international tourist destination of Queenstown in New Zealand should
be carefully studied with respect to (poor neighbor) Jindabyne. Besides better transport and access links, the main difference is
that Queenstown has six (6) high to international standard golf courses within 20 minutes drive. I note that the Master Plan does
feature a possible such golf course in the western precinct however there is no detail of how such a facility could be funded or
given even a remote chance of fruition. The only possible means of achieving such an asset would be to include with a golf course
housing estate. Both would be major assets and provide year round jobs. It is worth noting that this type of course generally
provides locals with discount membership and playing costs. What needs to be done is to do a feasibility study to look at the site
and prepare preliminary details and costs suitable for letting out to tender. I note also that Greg Norman has said that he will be
returning home. He has had years of experience with similar (integrated housing and golf) developments and would be an ideal
adviser (possibly even partner/investor).
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:31:55 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Kim
Last name
Kavanagh
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have serious concerns over many aspects in this plan. Some of hese are, but are not limited to:
1. You are put ing more buildings and more people into what is the main area of Jindabyne at the moment but I can not see any where you have
allowed for more parking. Currently in a normal year, Jindabyne streets are blocked with cars being parked on bo h sides and not enough room for 2
lanes of traffic .
2. Jindabyne West precinct will become an eye sore for htose arriving to he area. Most people who live in and visit Jindabyne love that first glimpse of
lake, open land and mountains as you come around the bend towards East Jindabyne. If this is to be turned into holiday accommodation it will be a
scar on the landscape. There is no where near the infrastructure on that side of the lake to cope with the demands put on it by that many people.
3. There is a lot of talk about 'transport options' as they are currently. What transport options exist for Jindabyne at the moment? There are none! If you
don't drive (can't park a car anywhere), you have to walk or ride a bike. As a parent walking around town is not easy at the best of times. The footpaths
are not maintained when hey do exist and in a lot of places they do not exist at all, so pushing a pram is an issue.
4. Parks and green spaces - there does not seem to be much consideration given to the people that use the areas all year round. parents with young
children do not want a park with easy access to he water.
5. Gondola - this would have to be so overpriced to cover he building and the ongoing maintenance of it that the average family could not afford to use
it. This would be to the benefit of a minority. Let alone becoming an eye sore. Many people who visit Jindabyne enjoy the rural landscape that is
around, no body wants to see poles sticking up everywhere.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:59:29 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Kit
Last name
Laird
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The land should remain untouched! It’s honestly to thousands of na ive animals whom do not deserve to have it taken away. Find other land to build on
and develop.
I object/ oppose/ disagree all he above!
Leave he land alone!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:21:20 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Kody
Last name
Freeman
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It should not be touched. Its a pristine park that is great for people to get back to rhe basics of life and enjoy nature. Please dont ruin the place.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:55 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Kris
Last name
Goman
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I've not got enough time to detail all my thoughts due to the very small window to provide input and my late notification of this
despite being a rate payer in Jindabyne for over 25 years. And I didn't find out through the council yet some of the ideas will directly
affect me.
I'm all in favour of positive development of the area and attempts to make it a year round destination. The area is beautiful and
deserves to be shared. In North America people chose the mountains in summer to holiday yet in Australia everyone heads to the
beach. They are missing out.
I like some of the ideas but others seem counter intuitive. For example, you're anticipating significant increases in tourist numbers
but plan on making the four laned Kosciusko Rd, two lanes. This is madness. It's a perfectly good road that manages the traffic. If
traffic increases it needs to stay as it is.
The alternate route is a good idea but don't go backwards with Kosciusko Rd. I do agree however that it needs a footpath and
either making it shared or putting in a bike path is a good idea. But not at the expense of two lanes of traffic.
Vehicles will always be the primary form of transport unless a direct rail link goes in and that's not going to happen. People like
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riding bikes but not at night and not when it's freezing. And not if they're going grocery shopping. You need to be realistic about the
use of cars because it won't be less and taking out two lanes of the road is expensive, stupid and will cause chaos and traffic jams.
My other big concern is the "beach" in front of Horizons Resort. I am vehemently opposed to this.
Currently a lot of people walk and ride along the path in front of the resort and that's fine. Anyone can in fact get into the water in
front of the resort but very few people do because it's usually too cold. Putting in a beach at a huge cost won't make the lake any
warmer. Apart from that, I really don't want the area in front of the resort to be a destination like that. It will be noisy, cause
pollution, ruin our views and amenity and affect our security.
One of our favourite things about staying in our apartment is sitting on our balcony and looking at the view and enjoying the natural
vista. The last thing I want to look at is a developed foreshore full of people screaming. There are two other areas already used as
beaches and boat ramps. They are available for use by don't really get that much use anyway, as a beach. They are also away
from established accommodation. They are well used as boat ramps. Either of these areas could be tidied up for better use as
beaches but people don't come to Jindabyne to go to the beach. I really can't think of a bigger waste of money and it will be a
significant inconvenience to the 120 owners at Horizons and seriously impact our privacy and amenity.
On top of that Horizons currently have the foreshore lease for the land in front of the resort and pay PL insurance for that. Your
proposed change of use will significantly affect our premiums for something that we don't want and won't support. I can't believe
this hasn't even been mentioned to the strata committee or the on site management as it directly affects us and no one will have
had the opportunity to even know about it, let alone provide a submission.
Jindabyne is lovely as it is. While I think it's good to make more land available for low cost housing for seasonal workers and
improve a variety of infrastructure items, it's the natural side of the town that is is biggest drawcard. Over development will ruin it
and it's unnecessary.
Making it a mountain biking destination is a great idea but let's keep it natural and beautiful.
There's a lot more I'd like to say but I really can't do it and get this in on time. There's a lot of information in the proposal and I didn't
even have time to read it all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:22:50 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Kurt
Last name
Mitchell
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko should stay the way it is
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:19:29 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Kurtis
Last name
Fairweather
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It should stay the way it is, don’t fucking touch it
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 1:34:07 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Kyle
Last name
Barnes
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave it as it is
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:32:00 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Kyle
Last name
Griffi hs
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Stop destroying our countries natural beauty. Enough is enough
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 2:32:11 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 14:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Kylie
Last name
Russell
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I would like to submit that I am against the proposal of allowing commercial vehicles to travel and share the road to Seamen's hut. This is a very busy
track used by mountain bikers, trail runners & hikers. It would only take one runner, ridder or hiker to be hit by a vehicle on the trail that is not wide
enough to share that could easily cause serious injury or even a fatality who would be liable for hat???
What impact would these vehicles have one he snowy river crossing?
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:49:59 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lachie
Last name
King
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Keep Kosciusko natural! We don’t need to ruin a pristine and fragile ecosystem for the benefit of tourists.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:57:04 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lachie
Last name
Meiss
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko should stay the way it is. Dont change anything.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:21 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lachlan
Last name
Catto
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
There is no need for an amendment on the plan for the Snowy Mountains. It would be terrible to see an iconic part of Australia
industrialised more than it is whether that involves buildings or other infrastructure. The environment of Australia needs to be
maintained in accordance with nature, not humans’ adverse desires.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:44:51 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lachlan
Last name
Gibbs
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to any further developments in the KNP. The mountain is under increased pressure from climate change and introduced pests.
We are currently on a path that is leading to its degradation and eco system collapse when we should be on a path to rehabilitation.
The plan is reckless.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 15 July 2021 4:34 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 15/07/2021 - 16:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lachlan
Last name
Robinson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Get rid of the "covid" booking fee and open the tracks and camp sites back up. We don't need new infrastructure, we need to be
able to access the natural beauty of this great National Park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:50:12 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lachlan
Last name
Torpy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave gods country untouched!!!!!!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:29:14 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lachlan
Last name
Williams
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3195
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave it wild and free. Don't destroy a natural icon for money
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:33:14 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lachy
Last name
Curtis
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3041
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
What we have left of this special environment does not need to be turned into a money making place. People come to see these places and spend
money at local towns purely because of how beau iful and untouched the area is. To develop it will only turn more people away from he areas and
further decrease the populations of already endangered flora and fauna.
For the sake of Australians wanting to enjoy the special places we have to explore, this is not the right thing to bring money into he state.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:44:07 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lal
Last name
Morriss
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2765
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This will ruin a sacred area
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Jessica Henderson-Wilson
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
FW: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 24 August 2021 7:34:19 AM

From: Daniel James <Daniel.James@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Sent: Monday, 23 August 2021 5:23 PM
To: Jessica Henderson-Wilson <Jessica.Henderson-Wilson@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Subject: FW: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Sent from my Galaxy

-------- Original message -------Date: 23/8/21 5:22 pm (GMT+10:00)
To: NPWS Park Planning Mailbox <npws.parkplanning@environment.nsw.gov.au>
Cc: Daniel James <Daniel.James@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Subject: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Hello,
I have reviewed the exhibited Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan and the Draft
Amendments to the Kosciuszko NP Plan of Management. I am an interested person as I am a
director and chairman of a Perisher ski club and have been regularly visiting the Snowy
Mountains both winter and summer for the past 57 years. In addition to using the resorts I have
experience in back country skiing and hiking including multi day trips.
I generally support the exhibited documents and the submission by SLOPES dated 20th August
2021. However I raise objection to the following matters contained in the draft amendments to
the Plan of Management (POM).
Clause 8.18 Aircraft Activities:
The current POM appropriately states
‘ the landing of powered aircraft in the park, for recreational purposes is usually incompatible
with the recreational experiences sought by on ground visitors. For this reason, such landings are
generally prohibited.‘
This very relevant statement is equally applicable to the areas of Thredbo, Charlotte Pass and
Perisher. The proposed introduction of powered aircraft, presumably helicopters, for commuting
purposes would be a significant and undesirable intrusion into these alpine environments. The
regular landing and taking off of commuter aircraft would generate a high level of noise and
detract from the acoustic ambience of the area. The likely high cost of commuting in and out of
the resorts by aircraft is not likely to be affordable or appealing to the vast majority of visitors to
the resorts. It will therefore not make any worthwhile impact on traffic congestion during

periods of peak visitation. Commuting by aircraft is likely to be the privilege of a limited number
of wealthy people, to the detriment of the majority of visitors.
It is my submission that the existing provision of the POM regarding Aircraft Activities should be
retained.
Clause 8.18 Commercial Activities:
The current POM appropriately states:
‘Prohibit the use of motorised vehicles by commercial tour operators on management trails
closed to public vehicles except in emergency situations.’  
The proposed amendment to the POM to permit commercial tour operators to transport paying
clients by motorised vehicles into the high alpine of the Main Range is inappropriate. The
proposal does not state what season is proposed, whether winter or summer. The summit road
from the turning circle has been closed to all except official vehicles for many years for good
reasons which have been widely accepted and not questioned for many years. For visitors to
proceed beyond the turning circle into the high alpine whether on the summit road or the main
range track is an adventure to be enjoyed. For people undertaking a multi-day snowies iconic
walk there is no reason why they cannot commence the walk at the existing trailhead. The area
beyond the trailhead is a pristine alpine environment which should not be intruded upon by
commercial tour vehicles.
It is my submission that the existing POM restriction on the summit trail should be retained.
Regards,
Lawrence Winnacott RPIA ( Fellow ) MRTPI ( UK )
Consultant Town Planner
     

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:38:35 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lauren
Last name
Fitch
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2620
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I, Lauren Fitch am a member of The Hus-Ski Lodge Ltd located in Perisher Valley. Hus-Ski Lodge is a member of SLOPES. I have been associated
with Hus-Ski for 15 years and our club has been associated with the Snowy Mountains and in particular Perisher for over sixty (60) years. I strongly
endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 13 August 2021 2:37 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 13/08/2021 - 14:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lauren
Last name
Rubin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
As new residents to East Jindabyne and lake lovers we would really love a boat ramp in East jindabyne.
Currently at peak times the queue at the main boat ramp is extremely long which ends up causing a great deal on angst among
users there is also not enough boat parking at the main ramp which is a major issue which represents the fact that a ourpoubuilt
second ramp is a must
Thanks

I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:41:10 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Layne
Last name
Girdler
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2528
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
By going ahead with his project you will be ruining the very essence of the Snowy Mountains and the National Park. Our National Parks need to be
protected and kept as they are for future generations to enjoy our countries sacred bush as it was. Soon there will be nothing left undeveloped for the
children of tomorrow to experience. Very disappointed in our government.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:02:08 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Leah
Last name
Appleby
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2033
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I absolutely object to this proposal.
Leave he environment as is!
If you cut more trees down, there won’t be a tourism industry to build for.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 14 August 2021 1:44 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 13:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lee
Last name
Clark
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
EAST JINDABYNE - BOAT RAMP
An official boat ramp and recreational facilities are much needed in this area.
Supportive of a central location such as around and near the foreshore of Siesta Villa.
Car and pedestrian access to the beaches / lake in East Jindabyne is extremely limited.
Need for car parking, trailer bays, toilet facilities as they are lacking around the lake in popular areas.
With proposed increase in year round tourism and residential dwellings these types of facilities are really needed.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 14 August 2021 1:33 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 13:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lee
Last name
Clark
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
EAST JINDABYNE - the proposed residential development plan for East Jindabyne is too much - it should be halved. There is
already a lot of housing being developed in the area, and the area can not cope. There does not appear to be a supporting
infrastructure plan.
The proposed residential development for East Jindabyne feels like it is being led by the developers greed / need instead of the
master plan creating a "village residential lifestyle" area that will enhance the neighbourhood.
All for enhancing the village ie park, bbq facilities, commercial nodes, boat ramp - and understand the need for additional
residential opportunities, but what is being proposed is over the top and excessive.
I am supportive of solutions provided in the JERCS group submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 14 August 2021 2:23 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 14:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lee
Last name
Clark
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
SPORT AND EDUCATION PRECINCT
CONCERNS FOR COMMUNITY INDOOR SPORT FACILITIES AND SWIMMING POOL LOCATION
It is clearly evident the community are in desperate need for multi-purpose indoor sporting facilities and an aquatic centre (50 m
swimming pool please! not 25 m). I fully support the inclusion within the master plan.
My concern is that it is co-located in the high performance node.
The facilities have been identified as "community" however I am concerned over who will be running and managing these facilities,
and that it will become "high performance first" and "community second" (or not at all - because "high performance" have it booked
out."
Community facilities should be able to be accessed any day of the week. I should be able to take my kids to their swimming
lessons on Saturday morning, and then pop over to the rock climbing facilities in the afternoon (pay per service of course!). Or play
basketball mid-week in the afternoon / evening.
1

I am genuinely fearful that we will have these amazing facilities built with the intention of them being "community" but the
management of them will limit access or there will be no access at all for the permanent residents / youth in the area.
I understand the economy of scale does not permit duplicate facilities to be built, however, I do urge that for these specific facilities
it is "COMMUNITY FIRST." The need was driven by the community and seen as an additional benefit to the high performance
centre.
I believe the COMMUNITY FIRST approach should be given priority for the multi-purpose sports facilities and swimming pool
during the delivery stages.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 16 July 2021 8:08 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 16/07/2021 - 08:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lee
Last name
Ellks
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to any buildings higher than 2 stories in Town Centre. What is Meduim development? This further development of busy
streets, such as Clyde St will cause more congestion and as it is you can only get one car along the road at a time. The street also
doesn't have any footpath. We were promised it in 2000! This means as well as cars on the road, people are forced onto the flat
road as the grass is hilly and uneven. If you build more tourist accommodation in these streets you will need at least one car space
per bedroom. If you are thinking it could be staff accommodation than you need at least 2 car spaces per bedroom as these are
rented out as twin share. There is no more room for large scale accommodation/units in Town centre!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 9:33:26 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 09:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lee
Last name
Friend
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
After reviewing he master plan and attending a mee ing at Horizons Resort I do not believe this development is in the best interests of the community
and feel you should instead focus on community needs such as affordable housing, staff accommodation, MPS and aged care services.
The reason most people live here is for the beauty of our environment and the community we love.
This will be undeniably affected and altered forever with this proposal.
Leave ASPEN in ASPEN and save our SNOWY MOUNTAINS
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 11:42:57 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 23:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Leena
Last name
Cavenagh
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Duffy 2611
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object to many of the Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Masterplan proposals. Given the fragile nature of the alpine and subalpine zones in
Kosciuszko National Park, all development proposals should focus on improving infrastructure below hese zones in he area i e at the Jindabyne level
without further increasing the impact on alpine areas.
I have been a frequent visitor to this area both summer and winter for over 40 years and think it is vital that the remaining wilderness areas of the park
(even around the existing developed areas) are preserved for future generations. Once developed they will be lost forever (as evidenced by he Three
Capes Track limiting public access to a previously wild area in Tasmania).
The caps on bed numbers within the Park need to remain and surprisingly many beds remain unutilised in summer (why are they not promoted instead
of new developments?). There are already many high end accommodation options available in the park. Commercial operators should not be have
rights to develop glamping areas within the park for their own profit and for the benefit of the wealthy, thereby destroying and excluding use of hat
area by the general public.
Island Bend camping ground needs to remain an undeveloped low key camping area given the recent investment by NPWS to provide basic facilities
which meet environmental guidelines. It will be ruined by construction of fur her facilities (hot showers/kitchen and cottages) driving even more people
into the fragile area and increasing pollution and noise. The camping area is becoming increasingly utilised (driven by the lack of affordable op ions in
Jindabyne) and needs to be kept for those who wish to camp in undeveloped bushland. Develop more exclusive camping options in Jindabyne lower
down the mountain!
The Thredbo Park Ranger station is an ideal base for another camping ground but it needs to be developed by the NPWS to complement Ngarigo and
The Diggings to ensure minimal environmental impact (i e only pit toilets) and low cost access to all, not as an exclusive facility. Allowing a commercial
operator permission to develop this area will inevitably lead to destruc ion of the surrounding precinct.
Helicopters should not be allowed in the park except for rescue purposes. No one wants their ‘wilderness’ experience ruined by commercial helicopters
carrying a handful of people who could easily pay on-land operators for he same access. We need to preserve the remaining wilderness experience
for our children, not ruin it.
Porcupine Rocks is a fantastic destina ion for families with an already ‘thrilling’ rock ‘playground’ at the end. Do not destroy the natural beauty by an
unnecessary platform!! Viewing platforms need to be near roads, not an unwanted surprise at the end of a bushwalk into the ‘wilderness’!
In regard to allowing access on he Summit road for commercial operators, have we not learnt from the 1970s when busloads of tourists disembarked
at Rawsons Pass, climbed the ‘strenuous’ road to the top and then took a short-cut down over the fragile face? The Summit track is so highly utilized
that the only time to appreciate the rare beauty of the Mt Kosciuszko area is already outside he peak times. Do not allow vehicle access for more
people to add pressure on the fragile Summit area.
The mountain bike park and new caravan park close to Jindabyne are fantastic ideas to provide facilities at this zone without causing undue stress on
the environment.
Lastly, any developments are Yarrangobilly and Currango need to protect he biodiversity and history of bo h of hese locations. The NPWS needs to
remain in charge and not outsource management of accommodation to a commercial operator, again in order to keep it accessible and affordable for
everyone.
It is our duty to future generations of Australians to ensure that the Master Plan does not allow commercial development to destroy one of our most
treasured national parks.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 6 August 2021 12:30 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 06/08/2021 - 12:30
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Leon
Last name
Collins
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Manly
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Kosciuszko National Park is one of Australia's most unique ecosystems and also one its most uniquely vulnerable. As such it
should be spared from the unwarranted pressure that additional development would place on the environment. It seems that the
proposed development which the management aims to legalise is targeted to benefit only a small number of people while it would
degrade an irreplacable natural asset that should be enjoyed by all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:52:49 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Leonardo
Last name
Contziu
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2037
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not believe the integrity of some of the best protected natural parklands in the state should be compromised for a resort. Long-term, native
ecosystems and national parks will far outvalue any commercial businesses in both economic and enjoyment value for the general popula ion.
Strongly oppose any new construction in he parklands.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 19 August 2021 6:47 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 19/08/2021 - 18:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Leonie
Last name
Stubbs
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Singleton WA 6175
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The purpose of a National Park is primarily to conserve and protect the natural environment comprising ecosystems and
associated fauna and flora, as well as cultural values . This is its primary role and this is where the government's efforts should be
targetted. In the face of climate change Kosciuszko National Park will be under greater stress than it currently faces following years
of grazing, mining, clearing and the impacts of feral animals and wildfires, not to mention the Snowy Hydro Scheme.
Commercial enterprises should only play a secondary role and only to enhance the values of the Reserves through low impact,
small scale tourism enterprises.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 10:41:41 AM
objection-draft-master-plan-and-sepp-snowy-mountains.pdf

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 10:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Les
Last name
Johnston
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Balmain 2041
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
objection-draft-master-plan-and-sepp-snowy-mountains.pdf

Submission
See attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Objection to the proposed draft Master Plan and SEPP Snowy
Mountains
The location of the Snowy Mountains National Park makes it unique in the Australian Continent. The
need to ensure long term protection of the alpine and sub-alpine areas is accepted without
question. The draft Master Plan and SEPP has significant environmental impacts and these must be
managed to protect the National Park. The management of human wastes in this location is integral
to the sustainability of the region including the long-term pristine water quality in both surface and
ground waters. Water cycle management is a central issue. The documents infer the necessity to
protect the waters of Lake Jindabyne from human pollution and be suitable for primary contact
recreation. The incidence of boil water alerts is an indicator that sewage management is suboptimal. Rectification action must be an integral element of the SEPP. The costs of the necessary
improvement in sewerage infrastructure must be recovered from beneficiaries of the proposed
SEPP. This issue has not been an integral part of the draft SEPP and must be rectified.

Land rezoning
The proposed Master Plan and SEPP includes the rezoning of land which will see an increase in land
values. This provides the opportunity for the increase in value to be used for service provision. This
was a significant issue when the Picton Regional Sewerage Scheme was introduced. This scheme saw
the replacement of septic tanks with reticulated sewerage infrastructure and a new centralized
treatment plant which provided treated effluent for irrigation and discharge under high flow
conditions in the local stream. Existing property owners within the area of the Picton scheme were
charged for the new infrastructure on a partial cost recovery basis. New areas to be rezoned were
charged full cost recovery. The same cost arrangements should be applied under this proposal. The
owners of land rezoned must be subjected to full cost recovery for sewerage infrastructure.

Potable water infrastructure
The documents describe some elements of the current water supply infrastructure. Almost no
information is provided of water efficiency infrastructure. There is no analysis of the efficiency of
water usage and loss within the systems. These aspects are integral part of assessing sustainability.
For example, details of whether dual flush toilets and low flow shower heads have not been
provided throughout all residential areas. There is no information provided of whether water meters
are fitted for each connection and whether instantaneous flow monitoring is able to be performed
to assess risk of leaks. Any assessment of future demand must be based on factual analysis of the
existing usage of potable water. The reference to the assumed usage of 100L/bed/d is an arbitrary
value which should be updated to best practice and a high standard of water efficiency.
One of the documents makes reference to a usage figure of 300L/overnight visitor. This is well in
excess of that applied for urban residential development. Any claim that developments using this
amount of potable water on a daily basis represents “touch the ground lightly” are seriously
questioned. The supply of water is directly correlated with energy consumption for that supply. If
the proposed development is to reflect a high standard of energy efficiency, then that will be
manifested in water consumption allowances.
The documents provided the following information which is a table of licenced annual water
extractions for potable water and snow making. The values show that snow making uses a large
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amount of “potable” water. Snow making would be seen by many as being non-essential relative to
potable water for domestic consumption.
The documents do not include any discussion of water efficiency measures that will be incorporated
into future developments and whether retrospectively required. Climate change is expected to
cause greater unreliability of rainfall and reduced snowfall. The assumption that future water
extraction rates per person will remain the same needs to be critically reviewed. The documents
make some comments on water efficiency for some facilities however there is no data on what
these efficiency measures have delivered. The assumed 300L/overnight visitor identified above
suggests that water efficiency measures have been a failure. For these reasons, the SEPP must
include water efficiency measures consistent with tread the earth lightly philosophy.
Site extraction licence

Water Extraction
ML/year
557
467
78
No known
No details

Jindabyne
East Jindabyne
Kalkite
Creel Bay
Lake Crackenback
Resort
DPIE Perisher
160
Smiggin Holes
45
Guthega
25
Thredbo
41
Charlotte Pass
16
Perisher Blue
5
Bullocks Flat
28
Sawpit Creek
?
Sponars Chalet
?
Ski Rider
?
Mt Selwyn
50
Island Bend
Nil
Thredbo Rangers
Tank
Station
New West Lake
?
Jindabyne
New Ngarigo Camping
No details
Table 1: Licensed water extraction data

Snow making
ML/year

137 + 710
50
260 + 345

Snow making
Table 1 shows that snow making uses a considerable amount of water. The assumption that future
snow making will be expanded to compensate for climate change may be invalid due to competition
from other water users. For example, drier years and the Snowy 2 scheme may make less water
available for snow making or consumption. Climate change may cause the competition to be more
pronounced during dry years. Water use hierarchy needs to be identified and discussed. For these
reasons, snow making could become only available during wet years.
Another aspect of snow making is its energy footprint. The energy intensity of snow making needs to
be explored in greater detail. Low or zero carbon snow making needs to be expanded upon.
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Sewerage infrastructure for residential areas within the National Park
The standards that should be applied to the management of sewage within the National Park should
be at least equal to that which is applied to the residential areas within the Blue Mountains National
Park. Sewage from townships in the Blue Mountains becoming drinking water for Sydney residents
either from Warragamba Dam or North Richmond. The closure of sewage treatment plants in the
upper Blue Mountains occurred due to the failure of these plants in these townships to consistently
deliver an acceptable standard of effluent. The highest elevation Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) at
Mount Victoria was at a similar elevation to the plant at Jindabyne. Sydney Water closed the Mount
Victoria STP and lower township STPs and transferred the combined sewage to an enlarged plant at
Winmalee a distance of about 40 kilometers (over 50km by road). The colder temperatures at the
STPs for the higher elevation townships plus the age of the STPs contributed to the poorer effluent
quality. It is of serious concern that the documents do not identify the issue of effluent quality and
low temperatures for STPs located in the Snowy Mountains National Park which are at a much
higher elevation than Mount Victoria in the Blue Mountains.
The documents contain large gaps in the information concerning STP performance. Some STPs do
not have any data on their performance and other STPs have multiple non-compliances identified in
their Annual Returns. The lack of data and licence breaches are unsatisfactory. There is little
information or discussion of in-stream water quality monitoring data required to be obtained by
some of the STP licensees. The documents make reference to the DPIE Alpine Resorts Environmental
Performance reports but these provide very limited information on the actual water quality results.
The documents do not include sufficient details of the environmental impacts arising from the
existing sewerage1 infrastructure. No discussion is provided of the existence (or not) of overflow
protection systems, telemetry, storage capacity of pump stations, availability of emergency pumping
equipment, response to power failures. Having multiple different operators does not provide an
opportunity for use of the same equipment at different STPs. The frequency of sewer overflows and
magnitude of overflow events has not been provided. The reports identify the need for some
improvements to specific pump stations but do not detail the capability of the existing systems.
Details of the sewerage systems within the National Park are significantly absent.
The appropriate standard for sewerage infrastructure within the Snowy Mountains National Park
should be at least equal to that applied to the Picton – Thirlmere – Tahmoor sewerage scheme which
was installed in the 1990’s. This scheme is within the catchment to the Warragamba Dam. Tunnel
boring was extensively used for installation of the reticulation system to minimize soil disturbance.
Vacuum systems were used in flat or low slope areas. This system has telemetry for monitoring of
sewer chokes and potential overflows. Eight hour minimum storage was provided at pumping
stations. Pump station flow monitoring provides the data needed to assess infiltration during wet
weather. Time histories can also be used to detect exfiltration.
Within the National Park, all drinking water supply connections should be fitted with smart water
meters which can be used for leak detection and also correlate with sewage influent flows.
Comparison between the volume of potable water extracted and that discharged from the
corresponding STP can be used to assess rainwater infiltration after allowing for any garden usage.
Access to daily sewer telemetry flow data in conjunction with water supply data can be very
beneficial for this purpose if accurate data is available. To claim best practice under the draft SEPP,
1

“sewerage” refers to the pipework system for transferring raw sewage to treatment plant. “sewage” refers to
human waste.
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flow telemetry data must be specified. The above discussion highlights the opportunity that needs to
be taken to improve the management of the sewerage system using best available technology. This
opportunity was not identified in the reports.

Sewage Treatment Infrastructure
The documents highlight some of the defects and deficiencies in the current treatment of human
effluent. The existence of multiple small scale discrete STPs as listed in Table 2 is a reflection of the
leasehold arrangements which NPWS have released for development over the years. The end result
is disconnected systems with a lack of application of current technology for supervision and
emergency response and co-ordination. The STPs do not have on-line data reporting and monitoring
using SCADA technology for monitoring of performance. The end result is displayed in the reports
which lack detailed commentary of each system including a critical assessment of the environmental
risk profile of each system.
STP name
Jindabyne
Kalkite
Creel Bay
Lake Crackenback
Resort
DPIE Perisher
Thredbo

Daily flow volume max
2000 kL
Est 240kL
Unknown
216 kL
2000 kL

Description
Tertiary
Pasveer
Septic tanks
Packaged STP
9 ML storage
Tertiary

1610 kL

Tertiary + ponding

Charlotte Pass

233 kL; max 400kL

Perisher Blue

3750 kL

Sawpit Creek
70 kL
Sponars Chalet
50 kL
Ski Rider
No details
Mt Selwyn
No details
Island Bend
No details
Thredbo Rangers
No details
Station
New West Lake
21 kL
Jindabyne
New Ngarigo Camping
No details
Table 2: Snowy area Sewage Treatment Plants

IDEA
IDEA + Final wetland
IDEA absorption pit
Evaporation?
2.5 ML Ponds?
Septic tank
Septic tanks
Septic tanks?

Discharged to:
EPA Lic2 773
Evaporation ponds
Irrigated golf course
EPA Lic 1797 + load
limits partial >23l/s
EPA Lic 1599; partial
>40l/s
EPA Lic 1591; treat up
to 7l/s
EPA Lic 2274;
partial >5.55l/s
EPA Lic 447
EPA Lic 3113
Pumped out?
Absorption
Absorption

No details

The above table was developed from information supplied in the documents. It is not known
whether the above table includes all sewage treatment facilities in the area covered by the draft
SEPP. The documents do not include a comprehensive assessment of the level of environmental
impact of each of these facilities.
The table makes reference to some STPs which utilise absorption trenches for disposal of treated
effluent. Some STPs use onsite irrigation for disposal of treated effluent. The documents include no
assessment of the suitability of the disposal method for each site. Caution must be exercised with
2

Reference to an STP holding an EPA Licence means the STP discharges to waters. Sewage Treatment facilities
with no EPA licence means all treated effluent is contained on site. No overflow to waters permitted.
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onsite disposal as these systems are prone to fail due to excessive treated effluent flows in wet
weather and during winter periods when flows are higher. The documents make reference to the
low nutrient holding capacity of the soils and their unsuitability for hydraulic and nutrient
assimilation due to low temperatures during the cooler parts of the year. Without a comprehensive
assessment of each STP disposal system, it would be prudent to assume that each of these systems
should be placed on a program for the existing effluent to be transferred to a new centralised STP.
The SEPP process provides the opportunity for the treatment infrastructure to be brought to best
practice. The existence of multiple small STPs within the National Park is highly problematic. The mix
of private ownership and DPIE operation shows that the delivery of the highest standards of treated
sewage is not being achieved. It would be very costly for each of the existing treatment plants to be
modified to deliver best practice treated effluent. A lower cost operation would be to use just one
facility. Such a facility could be located at the Jindabyne site. The lower elevation of this site provides
the opportunity for a higher standard of final discharge due to higher air temperatures. A centralised
sludge management and dewatering facility would be a further benefit from having just one major
facility.
By adding all the daily flow data together in Table 2, a single treatment plant would need to have a
capacity of around 10ML/d. Whether all the existing STPs need to be connected to a central system
or not would need to be determined after the capability of each system is critically assessed. The
assessment would be to ensure that nutrient migration is not and will not take place. That analysis
was not provided in the documents relating to the draft SEPP.
In the case of the NSW Blue Mountains sewage treatment system, sewage from the Mount Victoria
STP and lower elevation STPs is directed to the Winmalee STP via a series of underground pipelines
and drop structures about 40 km long. Septicity is managed over the length of the system. A similar
type of infrastructure could be developed for the Snowy Mountains region and this would deliver a
greatly improved quality of final discharge to Lake Jindabyne. This type of project would provide
greater assurance that the waters of Lake Jindabyne would be suitable for primary contact in the
future. It would also assist with improving the risk management of drinking water supplies in the
National Park.

Non-compliances arising from Jindabyne STP operations
The documents make reference to the licence breaches (highlighted) that are part of the operation
of the Jindabyne STP. This STP (like most of the STPs in Table 2) is in need of a major upgrade. The
documents do not attempt to account for the budgetary constraints imposed on the STP operator as
part of the third tier of government in NSW. A major capital injection is necessary to address these
non-compliances.
Year
TN limit 2857kg
TP limit 37kg
2017-18
2559.68
84.19
2018-19
2032.00
94.00
2019-20
3147.1
174.97
2020-21
1724.67
154.78
Table 3: Annual Return Pollution Load breaches: Jindabyne STP

TSS 2459 kg
2121.6
3178.00
1886.03
Not reported

The above data was obtained from the Public Register and shows that the Jindabyne STP has had
serious exceedances of various pollutants which are causing a loss of water quality to the waters of
Lake Jindabyne. Nitrogen and phosphorus are critical nutrients giving rise to algal blooms. The need
for improvement to the effluent quality from the Jindabyne STP was identified in the documents.
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Comparison of permitted STP Annual Pollutant Load Limits
Discharges of nutrients from STPs into streams within the Snowy Mountains National Park need to
be strictly controlled. Limits must be set which reflect the water quality guidelines for alpine and
sub-alpine ecosystems. It should not be assumed that the pollutant loads that are currently being
added to these streams should continue in the future.
The documents have not provided a discussion of the existing nutrient loads added to the waters of
streams in the National Park. The following table was prepared from licence information for each of
the STPs. Jindabyne is included for reference purposes. The maximum daily flow from each of these
STPs is fairly similar at about 2 ML/day each though permitted effluent lods are very different.

Annual STP load limits
DPIE Perisher STP
kg
BOD
4500
Total Nitrogen
6000
Oil & grease
3000
Total Phosphorus
300
Total suspended solids
4500
Max Daily Flow
2000 kL
Table 4: Annual STP pollutant load limits

Jindabyne STP

Thredbo STP

871
2857
292
37
2459
2000 kL

1320
1540
402
74
1286
1610 kL

Table 4 shows that 6 tonnes of nitrogen can be injected annually into the stream at Perisher while
less than 3 tonnes at Jindabyne. The DPIE STP at Perisher is permitted to discharge many times more
nutrients than either the Thredbo or Jindabyne STPs. It would appear that this “allowance” is not
based on instream water quality requirements but rather based on the capability of the treatment
plant. This highlights the need for a major review of the treatment of sewage within the National
Park.

Relaxed pollution standards for licensed STP discharges in National Park
The concentration limit conditions on STPs located in the National Park are less stringent that those
applied by the DPIE for STPs not located in the Snowy Mountains National Parks. For example,
Licence number 13210 for part of the St Marys STP in Sydney is provided below in comparison with
the DPIE Perisher STP.
Nutrient concentration
St Marys Lic 13210
DPIE Perisher 1797
mg/L 90 percentile
Ammonia
0.75
2
Total Nitrogen
1.5
10
Total Phosphorus
0.1
0.3
Table 5: Pollutant concentration limits St Marys Vs DPIE Perisher Vs Thredbo

Thredbo 1599
2
10
0.3

The documents provide multiple references to the need to upgrade many of the STPs in the National
Park. It would be much more cost effective to provide a new STP to treat the combined effluent
rather than upgrade almost all individual STPs. This was the reasoning behind the Sydney Water
decision in relation to the Blue Mountains STPs.
The less stringent discharge nutrient standards that are applied in the Snowy Mountains National
Park are of concern as they suggest there is a lesser need to protect the water quality in this
location. In order to protect aquatic species in the alpine area, discharges from STPs must achieve
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the highest standards. The current relaxed standards impose an unnecessary risk to the alpine
environment. This must be changed. The introduction of the new SEPP clearly provides the
opportunity to demonstrate that water quality is of vital concern and STPs must be upgraded to
reflect the need to protect and deliver a pristine environment. Whether each individual STP must be
upgraded or whether a centralised system is used does not matter. The end result must be to
provide treated effluent discharges of the highest sustainable standards.
The documents make generalised comments about STP performance in relation to private versus
public service supply. Of much greater importance is the design and operability of the system. The
current fragmented STP network is a high-cost activity and is largely based on 40 year old
technology. Adding new control functions to old technology systems is not cost effective. To achieve
the highest quality of treated effluent it is necessary for membrane bioreactor technology to be
acquired and operated for all discharges to waters. The information gaps in the documents highlight
the deficiencies in the existing systems and standards for discharged water quality.

Use of salt and runoff water quality
The documents detail the use of salt in both solid and liquid forms to address the effect of snowfalls
on vehicular road access. The documents provide extensive details of the low levels of natural
salinity in National Park watercourses and the existence of salt sensitive plants and aquatic life. The
documents also state that the use of salt in New Zealand has stopped due to its environmental
impact. In New Zealand, the use of calcium magnesium acetate (CMA) has a much smaller
environmental impact than the use of salt. The same would be expected to apply in the Australian
environment should CMA be used. The only justification provided for use of salt is that it is cheaper.
The documents provide no considered analysis of why it is an acceptable and sustainable practice to
apply salt to disperse snow and ice in the National Park when there are alternative products which
will deliver the same outcome but much less environmental harm. Consideration of cost is not a
relevant factor under the legislation to determine if waters have been polluted by a particular
action. The addition of salt to water will cause an increase in conductivity which amounts to
pollution of waters.
The documents highlight the sensitive state of alpine aquatic systems. Endangered species can be
impacted by additional salinity. Salt sensitive aquatic species will decline if there is an increase in salt
concentrations. Options which do not cause an increase in salinity need to be fully explored.
The existing practice of using salt to manage snowfall and ice on roadways because it is cheaper than
CMA could be likened to only providing primary treatment for raw sewage before it is discharge to
streams rather than providing secondary and tertiary treatment of sewage. The later is more
expensive and produces effluent of a much higher quality than that from just primary treatment.
While more water quality monitoring data could be obtained, the data that is available confirms that
the use of salt is causing an increase in salinity in the waters of the National Park. On this basis, the
practice should be stopped.
The documents do not include a wider consideration of other options to address use of roads
subject to snowfall and ice. While the use of chains maybe inconvenient, access to public roads is a
controlled by NPWS in the National Park. The discussion of special purpose transport vehicles
instead of reliance on private cars opens up other options which can be significantly more
environmentally friendly and have a lessor impact. Special purpose vehicles could incorporate over
snow passage capability. The Master Plan and SEPP needs to provide for past practices to be
upgraded to those more befitting of a world class tread lightly facility.
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Access fees for private vehicles can be set which reflect costs to provide safe passage. Speed limits
can also be changed to reflect road surface conditions. If it is desired to provide year-round high
speed travel on alpine roads, charges need to reflect the actual costs of using lower pollutant
options. It is good management practice that the public is charged for the level of service (LOS)
provided. If the aspiration is to create a unique alpine experience, those seeking to have that
experience should expect charges to relate to the LOS. Alpine roads are unique and users should
expect travel arrangements which are sympathetic to that environment not that of a six lane
motorway.

Use of Salt: Breach of Section 120 of POEO Act
The practice of applying salt to road surfaces constitutes a breach of Section 120 of the POEO Act.
This is because salt is a pollutant and causes a change in the conductivity of run-off water flowing in
the gutter and drainage swales adjoining roadways. Unless Transport for NSW holds an environment
protection licence, parties applying salt to roadways are guilty of an offence.

Future of Gas
The documents make the assertion that the burning of gas for heating and cooking has a future. This
assertion is out of step with the science of global warming caused by the combustion of fossil fuels.
Gas is not a sustainable option. This aspect is not supported. It is now best practice for new
developments to exclude reticulated gas systems. The proposal to include reticulated gas must be
deleted from this proposal if it is to gain credibility.

Development of Jindabyne Airport
The documents suggest that the existing Airport should be developed to cater for regular passenger
flights and helicopters. Aircraft operations using existing fossil fuel engines are extremely noisy and
intrusive. The existing airport is much too close to existing residential areas for these types of
aircraft to be used. The need to internalise the costs arising from the externality of aircraft noise
must be included in this proposal.

Conclusion
The proposal to sever a section of the Snowy Mountains National Park and expand residential and
overnight accommodation is not supported. The documents provided to support the draft Master
Plan and SEPP contain substantial information gaps and lack critical analysis. This submission is
largely based on sewerage infrastructure and it is clear that the proposed future development has
glossed over the scale of the impact arising from the poor state of sewerage infrastructure. The draft
Master Plan and SEPP has not identified the magnitude and impact of the problem and therefore it is
not supported.
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Submission to the draft Master Plan Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct (SAP)
Lesley Hodges, August 2021
Note: my comments mostly relate to the proposed application of the proposed SAP over
Kosciuszko National Park.
Summary
I have a strong objection to there being a Special Activation Precinct being declared over
any of Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). This should not be permitted. Therefore, the parts of
the Master Plan which relate to KNP should be removed. My reasons are below.
I have strong objection to the proposed planning, assessment and development control
processes and to many of the specific development proposals.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) draft Master Plan (the draft Master
Plan) proposes major and wide-ranging development proposals, planning and development
control changes which have significant likelihood of major environmental impacts to and
within Kosciuszko National Park (KNP), without a comprehensive, wholistic and publicly
available environmental assessment of the impact of the proposals on the values of KNP.
This is unacceptable, but these are reflected in the draft amendments to the KNP Plan of
Management (PoM).
This process takes responsibility for planning and development for increased areas of KNP
from the NPWS and the Minister for the Environment. This is not acceptable because the
basis for decision making is being taken away from the people who have the expertise and
from the protection of the values of the national park (for which it was dedicated) to the
pursuit of development and commercial gain.
The draft Master Plan and the proposed amendments are contrary to many of the
longstanding and well researched planning principles which have applied to this world
renown national park to ensure protection of its critical values, especially that of providing
any additional accommodation for ski resort access.
This includes but is not limited to the principle that any new accommodation should be
provided outside the Park. This protects both the fragile ecosystems in the resort and
surrounding areas and commercial interests outside the Park. This principle must be
retained.
The draft Master Plan gives lip service to environmental protection but many of the
proposals are counter to this aim. In addition, it removes essential protections against
inappropriate and environmentally destructive development. These are also reflected in
proposed amendments to the Plan of Management.
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The draft Master Plan does not even mention that KNP is a National Heritage Listed place
and the proposals do not take account of this status and implications. The draft Master Plan
states that KNP is in a pristine condition and environmentally resilient while the truth is that
is a Park under stress. The SAP and Master planning process and proposals should reflect
this.
The time available for comment for the draft Master Plan and PoM amendments has been
completely inadequate given the magnitude and potential impacts of the proposed changes
in both the planning processes and development proposals, and due to the number and
complexity of the documents that need to be reviewed.
I strongly object to the following specific proposals of the draft Master Plan:
•
•
•

•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•

Any increase in bed numbers in the ski resorts of Thredbo, Charlotte Pass, Perisher Smiggins, and Guthega.
Any use of helicopters for recreational purposes in the Park. No helicopters should be
permitted to be used anywhere in the Park for recreational purposes.
The construction of a series of bath houses around the existing springs and the heating
of water for these at Yarrangobilly Caves. This is an entirely inappropriate development
and would result in greatly increased CO2 emissions. That proposal it is not morally
tenable in our current climate crisis.
Increase in accommodation facilities at Yarrangobilly Precinct due to the sensitive and
unique nature of the karst and caves systems and surrounding native ecosystems
Facilities for “glamping” and camping on the Main Range and any areas above the tree
line.
Road traffic/ shuttle buses or other means of transport on the Kosciuszko Road above
Charlotte Pass to Rawson Pass or elsewhere for recreational purposes.
Additional ski terrain. There must be no mention of the possibility of new ski terrain
being developed in this planning process. If this were to be considered in the future,
then a properly considered separate and well-advertised process should be carried out
prior to any plan of management amendment or other in-principle approval for this
possibility. Climate change and carbon neutrality must be considered.
Camping at Guthega
Any use of biodiversity offsets to justify development proposals in the Park
The target for carbon neutrality by 2061. This should be 2030.
Expansion of the turning circle at Charlotte Pass. Parking could be at the village with a
shuttle bus available.

Alpine SEPP
The application of the Alpine SEPP over parts of the Park should not have occurred because
this removed important protections for these parts of the Park, which are in very sensitive
ecological areas of value to the nation.
Any extension of the Alpine SEPP as proposed to include Island Bend, Ngarigo, Thredbo
Diggings, Thredbo Ranger Station and Creel Bay, Waste Point is unnecessary and
counterproductive and should not occur.
2

Demand and Carrying capacity
Increased demand has been used as a justification for the proposed increase in bed
numbers in the ski resorts in both winter and summer. However no data are provided to
support this.
The impacts of climate change on the demand for winter accommodation is not taken into
account.
Carrying capacity has been used as a justification for increases in bed numbers but again
there is no availability of these studies, if they have indeed been carried out. Water supply
and the issues of providing sewage services need to be considered and both these are likely
to be limiting in some of the areas proposed for new or increased accommodation
development. Carrying capacity must be an environmental consideration and not just an
economic one.
It should be noted that not all carrying capacity limits can be solved by technical solutions as
seemed to be implicit in comments by Departmental staff at a recent public consultaton. For
example, there is limited water supply in Perisher Creek.
No increases in accommodation in any areas of the Park should be proposed before
comprehensive environmental impact assessment, environmental carrying capacity studies,
demand studies and social impact studies have been carried out and assessed by
independent experts.
Biodiversity offsets
I understand that there is some possibility of biodiversity offsets being proposed to justify
some developments in sensitive areas. This is entirely inappropriate in this context. It is not
possible purchase biodiversity offsets for the loss of sub alpine habitat for the construction
of proposed new commercial development because all equivalent habitats in NSW are
already included within the Park. The NSW government policy is no nett loss of habitat,
which is unachievable if these proposals are implemented.
Carbon neutrality
The draft Master plan has the laudable target of getting to carbon neutrality by 2061. In the
context of the current global climate crisis as declared by the UN, this target is not sufficient
and is not even consistent with NSW’s state goals. This target must by 2030 to have any
meaning and use.
I have been advised that there is no current Carbon budget for these proposals.
Future attractions
This section contains speculations about the future, including the potential of gondolas as a
means to provide transport from Jindabyne to alpine areas and is completely inappropriate.
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Jindabyne
Jindabyne Public School
I object to the proposal to move the Jindabyne Public School from its current location. I lived
in Jindabyne for 10 years and my children went to the school. In its current location the
school is an important community hub and must not be relocated. It is important that many
children can walk to the school. I understand that if relocated the NSW Government may
make a profit for the sale of the site. This is not acceptable as it would be at the expense of
the local community.
Kosciuszko Visitor Centre
The proposal to move the NPWS visitor centre and office from this significant building in the
centre of town is not acceptable. It is important that this remains in a central and accessible
location.

Comments
The main purpose of a national park, as defined by the IUCN and to which NSW is signed up,
is a:
“Large natural or near natural areas set aside to protect large-scale ecological processes,
along with the complement of species and ecosystems characteristic of the area, which
also provide a foundation for environmentally and culturally compatible spiritual,
scientific, educational, recreational and visitor opportunities.”
Most of the proposed developments as set out in the Master Plan process and the proposed
amendments to the PoM are mostly not compatible with the purpose of KNP and should be
abandoned.
KNP was dedicated to protect a wide range of unique and special natural, cultural, values as
well as to protect the headwaters of the major rivers of southern NSW and southern
Australia. Many of the proposals that relate to KNP are likely to degrade some of these
values and have been proposed without appropriate comprehensive and holistic
environmental assessment. It appears that the motivation of commercial gain and
development is more important than the conservation and protection of sensitive
ecosystems in this Park.
KNP is a Park under severely threat and showing signs of stress from factors including
historic grazing, climate change (eg causing heating up, drying, more fires, more extreme
weather), extensive damage from successive bushfires, ongoing and uncontrolled damage
from feral horses, snow gum die back, damage and destruction to large swathes of the Park
from Snowy 2 construction, proposals for un-needed overhead powerlines, and increased
demands for infrastructure supporting intensive and sometimes inappropriate types of
recreation.

4

Despite this, the draft Master Plan documentation falsely states the Park is in a pristine
condition and shows environmental resilience. The Park is actually not in the pristine
condition described in these planning documents and this must be considered in assessing
these proposals.
I strongly disagree that “… most of the SAP’s proposals are currently consistent with the plan
of management” and that the, “proposals that service the park’s changing visitation
demands” are “in a manner sensitive to park values”. There are major and far reaching
changes proposed to the Plan of Management due to these proposals.
The draft Master Plan and the proposed amendments also ignore many of the longstanding
and well researched planning principles which have applied to the Park, especially that of
providing any additional accommodation for ski resort access.
The draft Master Plan gives lip service to environmental protection but many of the
proposals are counter to this aim and it removes essential protections against inappropriate
and environmentally destructive development.
One of the aims of the proposed Special Activation Precinct and the draft Master Plan is to
“streamline development”. This is simply unacceptable in the absence of comprehensive
and holistic environmental and social assessment of the package of development proposals
and changes to planning processes. This is a strong reason why this SAP is not an
appropriate planning vehicle for this national park.
I have strong objections to the fact that a Special Activation Precinct (SAP) would be
applicable to any part of KNP because this will promote “streamlining of development
proposals” in the absence of comprehensive and holistic environmental and social
assessment of the package of development proposals and changes to planning processes.
I also have objections to the reduction of the sphere of responsibility of the NPWS and of
Minister for the Environment as the responsible minister in relation to development control
and planning in the Park.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) draft Master Plan (the draft Master
Plan) states that: “The proposed amendments will enable the delivery of the core elements of the
master plan and adjust parkwide policy on built accommodation within the National Park.” (Page 12

The Kosciuszko Plan of Management (PoM) is proposed to be amended to fit in with an
agenda that is focused on development and commercial exploitation of KNP without due
regard to the environmental values of this unique national park and impacts of the
proposals. Without even a proper assessment. This should not be permitted to occur.
I object to this process also because the critical the roles of the PoM, the NPWS and
ultimately the Minister for the environment in the management and development control
of KNP is being subverted by the SAP process. Quote: “As part of implementing the SAP
framework, this amendment also proposes to reduce the overlap between the plan of
management and statewide statutes and policies that apply irrespective of the wording in
the plan of management, such as for environmental impact assessment, bushfire
5

management, and biodiversity conservation.” (Page 4 of Plan of Management amendment
documents). This is not acceptable.
I note that Page 88 of the draft master plan that The Alpine Precinct includes the alpine
resorts of Perisher, Thredbo and Charlotte Pass, and much of the surrounding alpine
destinations within the southern region of Kosciuszko National Park, the state’s largest
national park. This area is unacceptablly and unnecessary even in the current proposals.
The time available for comment for the draft Master Plan and PoM amendments is
completely inadequate given the magnitude and potential impacts of the proposed changes
in both the planning processes and development proposals, and due to the number and
complexity of the documents that need to be reviewed.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:18:00 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lewis
Last name
Cressy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Casey 2913
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It is absolutely outrageous to even consider re-developing a natural warm spring such as Yarangobilly. To top it off, the idea to replace it with a facility
that requires gas heating? What planet is that idea from?
Fair enough pump some money in to Jindabyne, Thredbo and Perisher to activate hose areas all year round. Thredbo and Jindabyne have done a
brilliant job of that with heir mountain biking, bushwalking night life and accomodation. But leave the areas that are untouched, untouched.
Or consider funding/researching sustainable me hods for opening areas to four wheel drives and the general public. The amount of gated fire trails in
the Kosciuszko National Park is frustrating. Too much of his beautiful is kept behind lock and key.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:43:11 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lewis
Last name
Drayton
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2099
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don’t you fucking dare!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:30:32 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:30
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lewis
Last name
Munro
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2763
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not agree with what the government want to do to this beautiful country
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:05:08 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Liam
Last name
Nichol
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3090
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:51:51 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Liam
Last name
Plant
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sydney
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don't open new roads for vehicles.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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sap-submission-thoughts docx

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lil
Last name
Harding
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
sap-submission-thoughts.docx

Submission
See attached submission
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Objections/Proposed Amendments to Current Planning Proposal under SAP in Three
Instances
1. Mountain and Adventure Park Development
2. East Jindabyne
3. Town foreshore

1. Mountain and Adventure Park Development
Whilst the concept is supported by us generally the ownership and management of this
facility should remain completely community – with appointment of a board of directors
from the local area overseeing the actual business and management. The community
board appointment would ensure that the interests of the local community are maintained,
and whether that board elects to appoint a commercial management team is a matter for
them as long as the profits and vision of the business stays within community control.
As what I see is there is a huge investment in setting up this park as part of the SAP planning,
2. EAST JINDABYNE
East Jindabyne has always been and should continue to reflect the village style atmosphere
that enjoys predominantly large lot residential spaces to cater for persons living here on a
permanent basis. There is a need to develop an area that has a less dense development
focus than you have currently for those wishing to disconnect from the hustle and bustle of
a tourist town. There should be further consideration of an area dedicated to the “over
55s” moving forward as the area lends itself ‐ particularly when looking at the area to the
immediate right (behind the proposed commercial node) when you enter Jerrarra Drive.
The benefits the current SAP have put forward include
‐ the commercial nodes at entrance of East Jindabyne Area
‐the commercial node toward the point
‐ acknowledgement of greenspace required along foreshore and point areas

What needs to change
‐ increase lot size from 700 – 1100m2 in majority of proposed development areas
‐ although agree keep townhouse higher density along the Jerrarra Drive areas and
commercial nodes area to the East of Jerrara drive (possible over 55s precinct)– but provide
roads behind so that vehicle access is from the rear
‐ DO NOT allow 3 storey building
Benefits to the investors and the community
a. High‐value real estate for developers to maximise profit
b. Stable and happy community that sustains the town’s growth
c. Distinct niche in residential market for permanent residents
I have seen the plans submitted by JERC and adopt these submissions as well

●

●

Layout
o Replace rabbit warren street layout, fragmented green space and building‐
interrupted views of mountains and lake with a broad ridge‐top parkland that is
contiguous with lakeside park
o Ring road on the edge of the development
o Restrict new residences to the flanks of the ridge to north and south but not at
the front
Road access
o Intersection with highway will need major upgrade
o Internal link road through to Rainbow Drive needed to cater for extra traffic and
fire safety
Sports field with community centre in lakeside park

Overall East Jindabyne Development will need to have implemented an individual DCP with
requirements for height limits, scenic protection, setbacks, off‐road parking, low impact lighting,
building codes, etc.
3. Alpine Resorts
With 4000 new beds proposed. 1200 in Thredbo the planning SHOULD also incorporate increased
skiable terraine in Thredbo. This is necessary to ensure customer satisfaction and enjoyment, the
crowded lift lines are excessive and by allowing the opening up of a greater area of terrain this
would prevent that – particularly over the golf course area and beyond. Which are already skiable
areas just not provided with lifted access.
More consideration of year round facilities are required in both Thredbo and Perisher as a lot of
emphasis seems to be on Charlottes Pass in review of the SAP?
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To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Linda
Last name
Beaver
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Health services, or lack hereof!
The lack of attention to this critical element of any community is just plain disgusting. The premise of this project is to build tourism based on two
dangerous sports. Injuries with alpine sports and mountain biking are well documented so we have bland reference to the provision of health services.
” Engage with the relevant health and emergency service agencies to ensure the provision of services across the precinct aligns with popula ion
projections and is suitably located “
Health and Aged Care bundled into the infrastructure section with no definitive expectation, just a consultation. At a meeting last year, the possibility of
any emergency care or expanded medical services was quashed. It was advised that the need will be monitored.
That is just ignorant, head in the sand, unrealistic dialogue ignoring the fundamental need for heal hcare services in he community, let alone the
increased need when tourist numbers are supposed to escalate.
It seems quite incredible hat his basic human right is treated with such contempt. The Australian Commission for Safety and Quality in Healthcare
promotes a Charter of Healthcare Rights. The SAP project defies the basic principles of this Charter, let alone the failure to consider basic community
need wi hout the 1.35 million tourists!
How can anything hat purports to expand tourism in a community, based on high-risk sporting activities, completely ignore the need for health
services?
How can the only Emergency Department remotely accessible to the Jindabyne community and the Alpine Precinct, cope with the increased demand
when wait times are currently many hours?
I quote the many hours of wait time based on my own experience and that of other community members who have had to rely on their own transport to
get to the hospital because the local ambulance has been needed to stay in town in case something more urgent cropped up! My work as a health
advocate offers me insights into the real stories about health service provision and need.
This document is a joke where health services are considered, and the investigators and authors should be ashamed to have treated this essential
part of infrastructure wi h such incredible disregard.
Once again his is an appalling lack of understanding of community needs now, let alone in the future.
Not only is primary healthcare not considered but allied health is completely ignored also. I seems inconceivable to me, and the people with whom I
have contact in the community, hat his basic community service is not a focus.
Let’s allow developers to spend millions on resorts, high rise and little grey box-like houses but let’s just disregard he fact that people get sick. Let’s
ignore the fact that people injure themselves in sport and daily living. Let’s pretend we have adequate health services when here is no GP available
from midday on Saturday to 9.00am on Monday. Let’s assume everyone who lives outside the immediate community of the town, has ready access to
town to get to health services if required, or more importantly, get to the hospital an hour away when they are not fit to drive?
This is a pathetic and totally inappropriate exclusion of due diligence for the community both now and in he future.

At a minimum, the community needs a MultiPurpose Service. If Braidwood, with half the population and access to hospitals in Batemans Bay,
Goulburn & Queanbeyan within a 60 minute drive, can have a 37 bed integrated hospital, community health and aged care facility wi h no tourism
focused on high risk sports, why is it not an option for Jindabyne?
A Mul iPurpose Sevice seems like a logical expectation for this community that is already in need of expanded heal h service access. Why is it not a
consideration in the infrastructure model?
It seems obvious to me but clearly health service provision is not a priority. That is a great sadness and reflective of misguided commercial priorities,
overriding the basic needs of the community for reasonable levels of healthcare.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission Type
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JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Discriminatory Approach to Feedback Opportunity
The way in which this has been presented and the timing of submissions is perceived as a ploy to minimize feedback and push it hrough.
The reading ease is appalling. It’s offensive to think that a government body can present information in a way hat is outside accepted communication
and literacy models. It’s discriminatory in the assumption that this word heavy document will enable the general the population to access, understand,
comprehend, consider and comment in a way that is appropriate to meaningful engagement and feedback.
The community for which this is being provided is not a highly educated population base. The 2016 statistics clearly identify he education levels and
associated capacity to want to work hrough this government dialogue is suggestive of lack of respect for he people for whom this is to be provided.
The reading ease and readability grade scores place this outside community capacity to use the document. That is just a disgrace.
There is only one way to access he SAP proposals and that is hrough a wordy, hard to read, spin document hat is not written or presented in a userfriendly way.
There are so many ways his could have been provided in ways to appeal to the greater population base. Instead, this is government speak. It is a
government spin document that is lacking in transparency and realistic content to address he whole picture. The whole picture would include potential
problems with detailed strategies to overcome the issues.
Tokenism, lack of truth about the risks, lack of respect for he capacity of he community to even consider the content because of he language and
most importantly, the timing of feedback.
For a document that is requesting feedback for a community hat is already driven by tourism, it seems very strange that the time that has been
allocated to he feedback process is the time that the community is most overwhelmed with tourism and consequently, limited ime.
My cynicism runs wild as I consider the timing, singular presentation format and blatant one-sided approach to this life changing project for a small
rural community that is being bullied into something that is clearly driven by commercial benefit, not community interest.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The overwhelming concern I have is the emphasis on tourism as the only business model driving this project.
Over the last 2 years the area has been brought to its knees because of bushfire threats and the pandemic.
Despite this profound impact on the viability of tourism in the area with small businesses suffering, rental properties left vacant and people suffering
emotionally, physically and financially, this drive to push for a replication of an overseas type of tourist town is ongoing. That is blatantly ignorant of all
the possible impacts of the world and environment in which we live.
This is simply misguided. The age-old adage of put ing all your eggs into one basket, just sets you up for failure, yet this is the way this is being
handled.
There is no sustainable future for this as a stand-alone project without parallel diversity in other business opportunities. There is no alternative. It’s
tourism, tourist facili ies, tourist accommodation, tourist transport and any benefit to the local population is a by-product, which, when there are no
tourists will no longer be a viable resource. This is already evident in this community. Why should we assume this one-shot tourist design be a
sustainable future for the town when so many factors can impact on hat success in a negative way? Factors such as the financial capacity of the
tourist population, the wea her, climate change, access and cost effectiveness balanced against alternates in Australia and overseas.
We are NOT and CANNOT be a Whistler, Aspen, Lake Tahoe, Queenstown etc. The lake is just a big bathtub with levels changing and impacting on
the type of activities and access. The mountains aren’t suitable nor accessible enough for the real mountain bike experience. There are mountain bike
parks around the country that are more accessible and of exceptional design. The hiking is nice but not spectacular. The river doesn’t have the
physical characteristics for all the adventure activities in other resorts around the world. The only feature that is not available elsewhere in NSW is the
ski season. That is so expensive, people are constantly finding New Zealand and Japan are preferable destinations that are much more cost effective.
The o her glaringly obvious issues hat make this a very troubling concept is the only access is one lane in, and one lane out, over the dam wall.
it is simply ignorant to forecast for future tourist numbers and resident growth when hat single issue is the stumbling block.
My final comment is based on the simple fact that Jindabyne is a destination. You come here. You don't pass through. The lack of potential throughtrade when tourism is no longer the reason to come here, is a factor that must be considered.
In closing… Where is he risk assessment? What business model in the world launches into a project without all the essential hazard identification, risk
mi igation and appropriate management strategies hat enable strategies to overcome the risks iden ified.
It’s not hard to identify the following as key areas of risk that seem to have been neglected in this document. Financial, investment, environmental,
business, community, cost effective housing, health services and overall accessibility in and out of town.
The lack of identification of he ‘what ifs’ is equally disturbing. Did anyone, or could anyone, have considered a pandemic?
The Special Activation Project is fraught with risk yet there is no evidence of that being provided in he documentation. This is just bad business. No
bank would lend on that approach to a business development so why should government sell a concept deficient in proper due diligence.
There are too many questions and too many holes in his project to gain my support. The lack of transparency is offensive in the extreme. All smoke
and mirrors without identifying any of the fundamentals hat should include the basic SWOT concept to make I all blatantly clear to those that are
considering his concept for the future of their community.
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What do you do when the weather is bad? This is a major SAP gap.
Of all the plans for activities, plazas, bike paths, walking trails, Mountain Bike and Adventure Park and snow sports, one key issue
is missing. What happens when the weather is bad? Gale force winds, sleet, snow, scorching heat or rain can prevent access to
the great outdoors and everything that this tourist develop is built around.
The prospect of a Heritage Centre might fill half a day but otherwise, the swim centre is it.
This is a major flaw in this tourist development. Nowhere to go to occupy a day or two or three when the weather negates the
outdoor experiences.
Maybe build a casino?
Maybe build a Convention Centre?
Maybe build an indoor horse-riding facility. Oops, we have that already.
Maybe build an indoor ice-skating rink and introduce ice hockey as a local sport?
Maybe build an indoor alpine centre to operate all year with winter sports? Maybe build an indoor rock and bouldering facility?
1

There must be alternative options to occupy time when unable to go outside because that can happen often.
Add further heritage or rural activities to highlight the history of the area.
If the town is being developed as a big theme park, which it seems to be but only focused on bike riding and skiing, bring more to
the mix that offers indoor opportunities.
The current proposal will be another failure for local businesses when there is a wet summer or a wet winter or if the winds, so
prevalent in this area prohibit outdoor activities.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 4:53 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 16:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Linda
Last name
Chapman
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To John Barilaro,
I wish to object to any proposal that threatens the natural environment of the Snowy Mountains.
The encroachment into such a beautiful and pristine area by tourists and the tourist industry is a threat not just to the Snowys and
Mt Kosciosko but to the future livability of all human beings and their progeny on earth now and into the future. Every last inch of
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1. Personal background
I have walked and skied in Kosciuszko National Park every year since the early 1970s. I am a member
of a ski club with lodges at Guthega and Thredbo. I am a member of NPA ACT and Past President and
Life Member of the Canberra Bushwalking Club. I regularly lead groups on bushwalks in the Park. Our
trips to Kosciuszko always involve some expenditure in the region, including petrol, the Jindabyne
bakery and Coles, other cafes, the Thredbo chairlift, lodge or cabin accommodation, and occasionally
with commercial tour operators. I organised the Save Kosci protest walk in 2018 and am a volunteer
with the Reclaim Kosci campaign.

2. The Plan’s aims for the Alpine Precinct are contrary to the Objects of the National
Parks and Wildlife Act
Aims and Objects
The Draft Master Plan aims to encourage future development and growth: ‘development for tourism
and related uses’ (page 14). The delivery of the Plan is allocated to the Regional Growth NSW
Development Corporation which will ‘will attract and facilitate investment by working with all levels
of government, the private sector and the community to secure economic development’ (page 18).
This is appropriate, with consultation and agreement of the local community, in all the areas covered
by the Plan except those within Kosciuszko National Park.
All planning within the Park should continue to fulfil the Objects outlined in section 2A of the
National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 where the primary purpose is ‘the conservation of nature’. It is
not the primary purpose of any NSW national park to ‘facilitate investment and secure economic
development’. The Draft Master Plan is, in relation to all of its proposals which affect Kosciuszko
National Park, thus flawed. It is also open to legal challenge.
There is always some tension between visitor access to national parks and the conservation of
nature. The National Parks and Wildlife Act includes ‘fostering public appreciation, understanding
and enjoyment of nature’ as one of the Act’s Objects. NPWS has a long history of managing that
tension. NPWS has built up relationships with stakeholders and visitors based on patient explanation
of rules that require the stakeholders and visitors to adapt to the aim of conservation of nature. The
Draft Master Plan aims to shatter that relationship by introducing ‘streamlined planning and
environmental approvals to provide certainty and confidence to business’ (page 5) and by dividing
responsibility for Park management between NPWS and the Regional Growth NSW Development
Corporation

Carrying capacity and bed numbers
The Plan states that ‘a carrying capacity framework will facilitate redevelopment within the alpine
region’. To fulfil the Objects of the National Parks and Wildlife Act, this should be reworded as
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‘redevelopment within the alpine region will be subject to a carrying capacity framework’. Carrying
capacity should be defined in the Plan in a way that reflects the Objects of the Act. A calculation of
carrying capacity should precede any quantification of planned extra bed numbers

The Plan’s aims of growth and ‘yield’ are incompatible with the objects of the Act
The Plan states that an objective is to ‘develop an exciting mix of new tourism activities and
accommodation opportunities to substantially grow visitor yield’ (page 31). I assume ‘yield’ means
‘profit’.
The Objects of the National Parks and Wildlife Act, crystallised are
‐
‐

First, conserve nature
Second, foster appreciation of nature

Profit‐making is acceptable as a spin‐off of any development that has the Act’s objectives of
conserving nature and fostering appreciation as its primary aims. But growth in yield cannot, under
the Act, be an Objective of this Plan.
The statement ‘Future growth within the precinct will … support the protection of the unique alpine
environment of Kosciuszko National Park’ (page 25) is a complete non‐sequitur. Such wording does
nothing to support confidence that the developer‐speak in the Plan will be implemented in a way
that adequately recognises the Park’s objective of conservation of nature.
Here is a test sentence, from page 89. If in the final Plan, this sentence ‘The alpine landscape is
vulnerable to the impacts of climate change ‐ environmental resilience must be the cornerstone of
future growth’ is changed so that the last word is ‘management’ instead of growth’, it will indicate
that, in that sentence at least, the Plan is compatible with the Objects of the Act.

Already‐disturbed areas
The Plan proposes development within what is described as already‐disturbed areas (e.g. ‘infillling’
page 98). Actions within disturbed areas in a national park should aim to rehabilitate rather than
increase the disturbance. The National Parks and Wildlife Act gives the NPWS power to rehabilitate
landscapes and reinstate natural processes (72AA).
‘Redevelopment will focus on existing sites, including infill within existing lease areas. This approach
reflects the high biodiversity and cultural heritage values present across the valley and ensures the
clearing of habitat to facilitate new development is avoided’ (Draft management plan, page 98). This
statement does not recognise the principle that structures within national parks be spread far
enough apart to allow the land in between to continue at least some of its ecological functions.
Instead of infilling with additional structures, some of the 4.2 billion (page 4) should be spent on
environmental remediation and landscaping that improves ecological conditions, particularly within
Perisher Village.
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3. Divided Ministerial control is a recipe for inefficiency and conflict
Responsibility for management of Kosciuszko National Park will also, according to the Plan (page 18),
become divided across two Ministerial portfolios. One Park – two masters – is a recipe for inefficient
administration, unending conflict and a confused public.
Control of Kosciuszko National Park, including the ‘Alpine Precinct’ should remain with the Minister
for the Environment.

4. ‘Growth’ is incompatible with the Plan’s statements about respecting Ngarigo
culture
The Plan also mentions in several places its ‘recognition and celebration of Monero Ngarigo culture
and the ongoing connection to Country’ (page 11) and explicitly states that ‘the Traditional
Custodians of the Snowy Mountains hold Cultural knowledge that has allowed for the sustainable
use of the area for around 80,000 years prior to European settlement (page 25). That’s 80,000 years
without any activities to ‘develop an exciting mix of new tourism activities and accommodation
opportunities to substantially grow visitor yield’. The Plan does nothing to address its glaring
contradictions with the sustainable, non‐exploitative nature of Indigenous culture.

5. The problem of uneven visitation over the seasons
I support the Plan’s aims to even out the annual peaks and troughs of visitation and to ‘focus on
year‐round ecotourism attractions’. The Plan, however, contains internal conflicts in its proposal to
achieve this. The proposals to increase the number of beds and to extend parking in the Alpine
Precinct are aimed at accommodating higher peaks of visitation, rather than distributing that activity
into off‐peak periods. The Plan acknowledges issues with peak periods, particularly in relation to
transport and parking, but does not contain any proposal to address those problems by moving
activity towards off‐peak periods. Instead, the Plan focuses on year‐round growth.
I have included some suggestions on distributing visitation from peak to off‐peak in the Transport
section of this submission.

6. Funding
The final plan needs to address funding in a more detailed way than simply mentioning that delivery
will be funded as part of the ‘the $4.2 billion Snowy Hydro Legacy Fund’ (page 4). The final PLAN
should identify the proportion of the $4.2 Billion that will be allocated to the Snowy Mountains
Precinct.
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Funding of maintenance costs
Studies in various fields show that operating and maintenance costs are significantly higher than
initial building costs e.g. 4.75 to 30 times higher 1. A study by Infrastructure Australia identified
maintenance of rural roads as often underfunded. 2 The Draft Plan sets up a significant maintenance
obligation. It appears to aim to bring in a number of new private operators into Kosciuszko National
Park, supporting them with government‐funded extensions of water supply, waste‐water treatment,
parking, a shuttle bus service, electricity supply, ‘landscaped gateways’, public toilets for increased
day visitors, new tracks and signage. All of these will need maintenance, and the new private
operators will be vocal in their demands for maintenance.
The further these infrastructure developments are from Jindabyne, and the higher in altitude, the
greater will be their maintenance costs. (High altitude infrastructure is at greater risk of damage
from snow‐pack, frost heave and extreme weather events.)
The plan should include a budget for these costs, and a government commitment to ongoing
funding. It should also consider the advantage of confining development to lower altitudes and
closer proximity to Jindabyne, as a way of managing future maintenance costs prudently.

Funding of increased visitor services
The increased visitor numbers will need increased services. The plan should identify the revenue
streams that will fund these. As test questions, the plan should be able to answer, under the new
governance arrangements described on page 18:
‐
‐

which agency will attend to a report of sewage overflow at the Perisher Treatment Plant,
and
which agency will issue parking infringement notices at the Charlotte Pass turning circle.

Having identified those agencies, the plan should outline how those agencies will be funded to cope
with the workloads that will accompany the increased visitation generated by the Plan.
The plan should also consider, if the proposed increased in in‐Park beds occurs, how the increased
demand for night‐time emergency services – medical, police – will be managed and funded.

7. Transport and parking
I support the Plan’s aim of ‘Increased and reliable transport options, enabling less reliance on private
vehicles’ (page 11).

1

: Wu, Shaomin & Clements‐Croome, Derek. (2007). Ratio of operating and maintenance costs to initial costs
of building services systems. 49. Page 31.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/291863112_Ratio_of_operating_and_maintenance_costs_to_initia
l_costs_of_building_services_systems
2
GHD> Infrastructure maintenance A report for Infrastructure Australia. March 2015. Page iii‐iv.
https://www.infrastructureaustralia.gov.au/sites/default/files/2019‐07/GHD‐Infrastructure‐Maintenance.pdf
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Conflicting aims of the Plan
There is a conflict, however, within the Plan between the proposed new shuttle bus service (a
commendable part of the Plan) and the plans for parking. Page 32 suggests that the shuttle bus
service will be provided by Transport NSW. It is likely to require significant government financial
support, at least until passenger numbers reach a certain level. Clearly, the only way to push up
passenger numbers is to make the shuttles more attractive than drive‐yourself transport. Yet the
plan proposes to make drive‐yourself behaviour more attractive by extending parking areas at
Charlotte Pass, Perisher, Smiggin Holes, and by implication at Island Bend, Ski Rider Hotel and
elsewhere.
In the long term, it is easier to increase shuttle bas capacity than to increase parking within the Park.
So it would be wise to give the shuttle bus program every chance of success from the beginning,
with frequent services and well‐maintained buses. To that end, in‐Park parking at high‐demand
places should be reduced, not extended. Parking fees and new ‘No Parking’ areas should be
considered for existing parking areas that are in high demand.
The Plan’s transport strategy could also be used to support the Plan’s aim of levelling the annual
peaks and troughs of visitor numbers. In off‐peak periods, when current parking capacity is more
than adequate, parking fees and restrictions could be waived. Messaging such as ‘In spring and
autumn, outside the school holidays, you can drive to the door of your lodge’ will carry more weight
than just ‘In spring and autumn … you can avoid the crowds’.

Parking extensions conflict with the Objects of the National Parks and Wildlife Act
As a photo in the Plan shows (pages 96‐97), the current parking in Perisher is an eye‐sore, it already
detracts from the ‘charming village’ aims of the DMP. It involved infilling alpine wetlands. Because it
is in a frost hollow, it cannot easily be masked by tree planting. It should not be extended in area.
New areas such as Pipers Gap should not be cleared; clearing new car parks does not further the
Act’s object of ‘conservation of nature’.

Helicopter transit
This (page 131) should not be permitted, because:
‐
‐
‐
‐

it provides privileged access to wealthier people; that extent of privilege is not appropriate
in a state‐owned National Park
it disturbs the peaceful, natural ambience which is one of the Park’s ‘selling points’
it weakens the demand for shuttle buses, making the shuttle buses less viable and more
likely to require government subsidy
mountain weather conditions and occasional need for helicopters to be diverted for
emergency services such as fire‐fighting will mean that helicopter services will sometimes be
cancelled or delayed; some of the high‐end clients booking helicopter flights may feel a
sense of entitlement that will put pressure on pilots to fly in marginally‐safe conditions.
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8. Environmental impacts
It is significant that the Plan does not have a chapter devoted to environmental impacts. It should
have one, and it should include:
‐
‐

A list of principles for determining whether any particular development proposal will meet
the ‘nature conservation’ and other requirements of the National Parks and Wildlife Act
A list of strategies for mitigating negative environmental effects. At present, the Plan does
mention a few such strategies, such as buffers to the river and local streams in the Thredbo
plan (page 95). These mentions need to be drawn together, and strengthened into a set of
mitigation requirements for particular types of development.

Some of the mitigation strategies could include:





All wastewater from newly developed accommodation or day use areas should be treated at
the highest standard of tertiary treatment
Development should be confined to altitudes well below the tree line (suggested altitude
1460 metres and below), in order to:
o Reduce the likelihood of disturbance of alpine catchment areas and high altitude
wetlands.
o Reduce the likelihood of sewage treatment works being covered in deep snow, as
can occur at the Perisher treatment plant, resulting in the possibility of overflows
being masked by snow (https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/‐
/media/OEH/Corporate‐Site/Documents/Parks‐reserves‐and‐protected‐
areas/Alpine‐resorts/perisher‐range‐sewerage‐system‐pollution‐incident‐response‐
management‐plan.pdf)
o Reduce the likelihood of a future increase in Park entry fees to support maintenance
of infrastructure that is subject to the more extreme weather of higher altitudes
o Minimise visual disturbance by allowing tree plantings around structures
o Provide less windy and otherwise milder environmental conditions for
accommodation
I have also suggested some mitigation requirements for new walking tracks, in the section
‘New tracks and lookouts’.

A separate section in the Plan as outlined above would allow the Plan’s many statements about
‘conserving and enhancing important environmental and heritage value’ (page 4) to be tested to see
if they are merely aspirational or actually enforceable. Some statements in the Plan indicate a lack of
intention to enforce environmental standards – for example the reference on page 25 to situations
where ‘avoidance and mitigation cannot be achieved’.
The Plan’s environmental safeguards for proposed infrastructure are weak. The infrastructure and
services objectives (page 33) presently include ‘Investigate ‘green’ network enhancements for
wastewater, renewable energy, and water quality to deliver environmentally sensitive solutions and
reduce the potential for water pollution’. ‘Investigate’ an extremely weak objective for proposed
activities in any area which has ‘nature conservation’ as its legislated Object. This statement on page
33 should be re‐worded with ‘Implement’ instead of ‘investigate’ and extended to cover upgrading
existing infrastructure for environmental purposes: ‘… Implement ‘green’ network enhancements for
wastewater, renewable energy, and water quality to deliver environmentally sensitive solutions and
7

prevent water pollution; fund the upgrade or replacement of existing wastewater and energy
infrastructure that is performing at less than current standards’.

9. New walking tracks and lookouts
The Plan should include a set of environmental safeguards for new walking tracks and lookouts.







The Plan should ensure the right of Indigenous Custodians to veto any proposed track or
lookout because of Indigenous cultural requirements (not simply a right to be consulted)
New tracks should keep well away from alpine wetlands
New tracks should encourage visitors to lower altitudes in the Special Activation Precinct, to
take some of the likely future load off the sensitive, and less sheltered, alpine areas.
All new tracks should minimise ecological effects downhill of the track by using permeable
surfaces e.g. metal mesh or ‘re‐inforced’ grass (with local grasses) rather than hardened dirt
surfaces or paving. The surface should absorb as much water in peak rain events as
undisturbed vegetation does, to avoid increased siltation of streams, flushing of litter into
streams and distribution of any foot‐borne pathogens or weed seeds from the tracks into
the surrounding areas
Mountain bikers and pedestrians should have separate tracks, for safety and a more relaxed
experience for both.

10. Charlotte Pass
Protection of catchment of wetland downstream of Charlotte Pass Village
The proposed ‘gateway entrance plaza’ and ‘new development sites’ and ‘open ampitheatre’ and
new building for staff (page 106) at Charlotte Pass would inevitably disturb an area that is within 200
metres of upper Spencers Creek, a high altitude wetland that needs protection from any further
disturbance to its catchment. Government funding would be better spent on updating the Charlotte
Pass wastewater treatment facility to ensure the water quality in Spencers Creek is drinkable levels.

Over snow access
The plan refers to an ‘over‐snow access node featuring sheltered waiting areas and facilities for
short‐term and day use visitors. The establishment of this node will support a range of vehicle types
and sizes to improve access from Jindabyne and other alpine villages’ (page 106). The second
sentence is concerning. The only two types of over‐snow vehicles are tracked vehicles of the kind
presently used between Perisher and Charlotte Pass, and some lodges, and skidoos. An increase in
skidoos along the road from Perisher to Charlotte Pass would increase the risk of accidents with
skiers and snowshoers. (The mention of ‘Jindabyne’ in this section is presumably a typing error for
‘Perisher’, since there is no over‐snow transport coming out of Jindabyne.) The mention of
improving access from ‘other alpine villages’ suggests that the proposal is for tracked vehicle or
skidoo travel from Guthega and Thredbo to Charlotte Pass. This would result in serious diminution of
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the quiet, natural experience that visitors seek in KNP, would be a safety risk to cross country skiers
and an additional load on park managers called out to accidents or failures.
The plan proposes ‘additional parking to be provided at Charlotte Pass and the turning circle’ (page
126). It is difficult to see how parking could be added at Charlotte Pass turning circle without
removing some of the lovely old snow gums which delight tourists, provide the last wind protection
before walkers set out for Mt Kosciuszko and are home to a much photographed Australian raven
(see https://www.ngarigo.com/). Charlotte Pass Village may be able to sustain a few more parking
places, but they should have permeable surfaces to minimise effects on the downstream wetlands.

11. Creel Bay
The development proposals for Creek Bay seem sensible to the extent of information provided. If the
area is to be leased to a private operator, strict lease conditions should apply.

12. Guthega
Sealing the remaining road and the link road would be useful. The proposed camping spot (page
104) is probably not workable for practical and safety reasons outlined in this map. By the time you
avoid proximity to the icy slope into the dam (red), protect the small wetland (green) and allow
access for XC skiers (dashed blue line), there is not much room to develop even modest camp sites.

I am a member of the Brindabella Ski Club, which has two lodges at Guthega, but would prefer to
see no increases in bed numbers in Guthega in order to retain its quiet village character.
9

13. Island Bend
The development proposals for Island Bend seem reasonable to the extent of information provided.
Details on the extent of disturbance for delivery of power need to be included in the final Plan, and
on sewage treatment. Encouraging family camping in the area close to the Snowy River would bring
increased risk of drownings when the river levels rise suddenly due to power generation activity at
Munyang; if this cannot be mitigated by landscaping, camping should be confined to the areas some
distance from the river.

14. Perisher
Perisher Valley is not a suitable location for ‘expanding accommodation and commercial uses,
transport connections, and public spaces to support the establishment of a vibrant village centre’
(page 96). It is too high in altitude. Supporting its ‘long‐term prosperity’ (page 96) is not compatible
with the legislation that controls KNP. A ‘night and day economy with bars, cafes and restaurants’
(page 100) is fine in Jindabyne, but not appropriate for a national park.

15. A final comment
The Draft Master Plan’s Executive Summary invokes a vision of ‘an unspoiled alpine landscape …
experiences that inspire exploration and provoke adventure’. But the plan, with its aim of
accelerating the increase in visitor numbers and an expansion of the built landscape, will move the
alpine precinct closer to a spoiled, not an unspoiled, landscape. And instead of ‘inspiring exploration’
the plan aims to deliver packaged experiences. The wildness and beauty of Kosciuszko National Park,
and its difference to more developed parts of Australia, is the goose that keeps laying a golden egg
for businesses in the Snowy Mountains region – don’t kill the goose!
Linda Groom
23/8/2021
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Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:30
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Linden
Last name
GILLBANK
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Princes Hill, 3054
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) is one of Australia's most iconic national parks. It is much more than a conveniently-situated piece of real estate
awaiting plans for speedy economic development. Especially if such exploitation threatens the health of the Park.
Management of the conservation of KNP's extensive and challenging landscapes is no easy task. Some ecosystems are extremely fragile. Some are
already recognised as threatened. Invasive pests and weeds increase in diversity and extent. And there is climate change and the increasing
frequency and intensity of bushfires.
To consider KNP merely as a commercial commodity is a dangerous insult. The proposed increase in accommoda ion, carparks and other forms of
intrusive infrastructure will further harm ecosystems. How many tourists will be attracted to degraded ecosystems and landscapes?
Keep any Special Activation Precinct outside our precious KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Summer Hill 2130
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not support the inclusion of the KNP within the boundaries of the SAP. The SAP should only be applied to Jindabyne and the surrounding area up
to the KNP boundary.
The existing planning controls for he KNP have done an excellent job in protec ing this unique alpine environment which is already under threat from
climate change and the existing usage. It needs fur her protec ions not a relaxa ion of he existing planning rules which have provided an appropriate
balance for the usage of KNP up un il now.
The environmental impacts for the additional development wi hin the KNP and then the ongoing operational impacts are not acceptable and his SAP
should be amened to exclude the KNP.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:
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I am making a personal submission
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
1. Any plan to increase winter day visitor numbers to alpine area requires much improved facilities for bad weather, eating, resting.
2. You talk about family friendly ski areas - but park and ride strategies are very family unfriendly. So much stuff to carry, kids won't
carry their own gear at the end of the day.
3. Overnight visitors will also have trouble with park and ride due to amount of luggage. Transport services within the resort are
crazily expensive. Families will always need to be able to drive to accommodation with park and ride to leave the vehicle for period
of holiday.
4. Park and ride services need to operate in later evening times for those arriving late. SM is at least 6 hrs drive from Sydney arrival times will always be outside peak periods.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 11 August 2021 5:53 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 11/08/2021 - 17:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Liora
Last name
Claff
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Lismore Heights
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave the Snowy Mountains to Nature and the natural world. Take your tourism elsewhere. This is totally unacceptable. This is not
yours to do what you want with. This should be kept natural for this and future generations and in respect to the wildlife that inhabit
that ecosystem. It is theirs - not humans to destroy even further.
There are trees, plants and animals who depend on the KNP. Again - HANDS OFF!!!
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:05 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lisa
Last name
Gori
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To whom it may concern
I am a current resident and long term visitor to the Snowy Monaro region.
I've read the proposed Snowy Activation Precinct plan and while I'm largely in support of the proposed development, I am
concerned that there may be over-development of the campsites in the National Park. I've camped at there sites and they provide
an opportunity to commune with nature and spend time in the peace and quiet of this beautiful and unique Australian environment.
I don't believe that we need to develop every site in order to drive tourism and profit for this sector. Some places should remain
undeveloped for those that can appreciate a different type of stay experience.
I have also heard that there is a possibility that National Parks would not be in control of development within the Kosciusko
National Park. I would be deeply concerned if this happened. This would open up the Park to the danger of over-development.
Overall, I support the expansion of the tourism sector in the Snowy Monaro region but not at the expense of the current pristine
environment, which is already at a fragile tipping point due to climate change.
1

Your sincerely
Lisa Gori
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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JINDABYNE 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Submission re page 62 - Mountain Bike & Adventure Park esp re Gondola
My name is Lisa Matthes & I make his submission in the capacity of;
* a Jindabyne resident of 18 years,
* regular user of the existing mountain bike trail network,
* small business operator of a large restaurant & bar located within Perisher Ski Resort,
* avid traveller constantly comparing offerings in other domestic & international destinations with the possibilities of what could improve the offering in
the SAP precinct.
Whilst I commend he bold and aspirational vision of offering another tourism product via the proposed mountain bike & adventure park on p62 of the
draft plan, I do not believe this will be a unique and iconic enough product offering to encourage year round visitation given;
i) there is so much existing competition in other des inations of similar product ie: there are many mountain bike parks all over Australia
ii) here is already an excellent mountain bike trail offering eg: the Thredbo Valley trail with a far more picturesque & desirable offering.
However, I do believe the SAP does not contemplate leveraging on the iconic glacial cirques eg: Blue Lake as unique destination offerings that would
attract tourists from all over Australia & internationally.
The reason our region currently has such seasonal demand over Winter is because the snow itself being so unique & accessible is so few places.
Hence, to create a year round experience as unique as the snow that is accessible to the young, the old, families, active & not so active tourists &
those who only have limited ime during heir travels would be to place a gondola accessing the unique glacial cirques such as Blue Lake within the
Kosciuszko National Park.
Look to the success of Skyrail in Cairns which spans a World Heritage rainforest, he Blue Mountains Scenic Skyway or Arthurs Seat in he Mornington
Peninsula or even the success of he recently installed Thredbo Gondola for day trippers to get a small experience of he snow.
Cradle Mountain in Tasmania has managed to leverage off its glacial cirque, Dove Lake, to become an internationally renowned destination.
A gondola with an interpretive information centre and facilities at the end of the Koscisuzko Road and heading to a viewing platform at Blue Lake could
be an interna ionally iconic destination product attracting many visitors and enhancing the visitor experience of many looking for an ecotourism
experience but wi hout requiring equipment such as mountain bikes, snow or water sports equipment. It would be accessible to the very young, the
elderley, both ac ive and not so active adventurers and hose with limited time to hike the existing trail to Blue Lake.
I commend the SAP's vision of a gondola but believe this would be a better location with far more tourism and economic benefits and become an
iconic tourism product outside of the already at capacity winter period.
Thank you for the opportunity to respond to your draft plan & I wish you well in the future of this project.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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sap-master-plan-submission-v1.pdf

Submission
Attachment Refered to in submission - Article which articulates he experience of a cultural tourism visitor to Lake Jindabyne during Easter 2021.
https://nowuc.shorthandstories.com/lake-light-sculpture/index.html?fbclid=IwAR2-p3yLXzBlxlfGCAcFllPlbr6Jvdk76DwrvjJJCe3n-QMFPskTFbkQVns

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission regarding Arts & Cultural Elements of the Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan (SAP Master Plan)
My name is Lisa Matthes and I am preparing this submission in the following
capacity;
•
•
•
•

•

A full time resident of Jindabyne for 18 years
Board Member & Treasurer of South East Arts (Regional Arts NSW RADO)
Member of Snowy Monaro Regional Council Arts & Council Advisory
Committee (SMRCACAC)
Immediate past Chairperson of Lake Light Sculpture Committee (7 years)
which delivers the region’s largest annual Arts & Cultural event being an
outdoor sculpture event situated along the Jindabyne lake foreshore.
Refer www.lakelightsculpture.com.au & associated Instagram account. In
2021 the event attracted over 25,000 visitations and approximately 150
sculptures from 80 regional and interstate artists.
Small business operator in the tourism sector with a large restaurant &
bar operation located within Perisher Ski Resort

Overarching Comment & Recommendation
Whilst I support the bold vision, goals & plans of the SMSAP, I believe its
underpinning principle of being a tourism precinct is more likely to be realised by
giving an equal weighting to Arts & Cultural tourism infrastructure as
active/sport tourism & leisure infrastructure. Many tourists arrive in this region
without the requisite mountain bikes, water and snow sports equipment to
engage in active tourism pursuits but are still wanting to immerse themselves in
cultural, environment and heritage experiences which can be delivered by an
emphasis on arts & cultural tourism infrastructure such as galleries, public art,
interpretation trails, etc. Similarly, the very young, and older or less active
tourists may not want to undertake hiking or glamping experiences. Even active
tourists may be time poor or arrive during periods of inclement weather thereby
seeking complimentary experiences that can be delivered by Arts & Cultural
tourism infrastructure. Vibrant, mature communities demand and expect
facilities like these. Much tourism research indicates that Arts & Cultural tourists
are amongst the highest yielding profile.
Recommendations & Comments
1. The SAP Master Plan’s Vision Statement & Goal (page 4) “that the
precinct will leverage the region’s unique cultural and
environmental attributes to establish a resilient year round
tourism destination” will be more likely to be achieved by not just
focusing on active sporting & leisure pursuits but by simultaneously
incorporating rich arts & culture experiences, facilities for indoor
entertainment & experiences (due to the extreme weather conditions that
can be experienced) catering to not only the active demographic but a
broader age group & demographic as well as the residents of the area.

2. Recommend expanding the Vision Statement that “The rich culture
and authentic character of the region is sewn through the
patchwork of local experiences that inspire exploration and
provoke adventure” with “and creativity & expression”.
(Supporting resources attached – Easter 2021 Lake Light Sculpture
published article by visitor)
3. Key Driver’s for change (page 10) - Concur but recommend that all
new land releases are accompanied by design considerations sensitive to
the unique rural/mountain landscape and with a caveat that there be
accompanying gateway infrastructure and community space that
incorporates artistic statements regarding the unique environment &
heritage
4. Recognition of the Monero Ngarigo Cultural Heritage (page 12) &
“Connection to Country” principle (page 27)
Recommend that South-East Arts be a stakeholder in the further
development of these plans via their First Nations Advisory Committee as
well as their recent experience in delivery of indigenous cultural tourism
events and product development. With increasing demand for indigenous
cultural tourism experiences, I applaud the focus on this area.
5. The SAP Master Plan’s “Place & Landscape” principle (page 26)
would be enhanced by the stated inclusion of a civic landmark
contemporary arts & culture facility inclusive of a regional gallery,
artist workshop hub and performance space. As the community
continues to grow, the existing infrastructure (namely the Memorial Hall in
Jindabyne) has become outgrown and unable to host contemporary
events, community gatherings and a hub for youth, artists, older people,
and other members of the community to meet, work & create. The
development of a new venue would add significantly to the liveability and
vibrancy for permanent residents.
The current SMSAP consideration of tourism drivers are heavily focussed
on outdoor and adventure tourism. The proposal for an integrated cultural
facility provides an additional and complementary tourist attraction,
bolstering year-round and non-weather dependent potential. For example,
a performing arts centre capable of presenting a programmed schedule of
visiting performances and local amateur productions would also have the
dual benefit of providing visitors to the area with a night-time offering
encouraging overnight visitation.
Key spaces within the facility would include a performance theatre,
regional gallery, exhibition rooms, workspaces for artists (messy space), a
youth space, community / function rooms for people to meet, make, learn
and explore, and a café which could be run as a social enterprise.
During time of crisis (eg: 2020 Summer bushfires encroaching on
Jindabyne) there was no adequate facility where the community could

meet to hear instructions from the emergency commanders as existing
infrastructure is too small & outdated. A tiered seating performance centre
would have assisted with this.)
Place making initiatives & design (page 26) & Streets for people
(page 49) – Recommend stated inclusion of public art, mural and graffiti
spaces.
For sculptural public art - flat, safe open spaces with access to
environmental safety features such as lighting and visibility.
For murals - new infrastructure such as buildings, water tanks, and
concrete bollards/barriers could be used in creative ways.
Members of the Jindabyne community, particularly young people and their
advocates, have expressed a desire for larger expression spaces such as
legal graffiti, street art and mural sites. There are a number of potential
sites currently such as the walls of the skate park however this should be
considered within the opportunities presented by the SAP (eg: the
development of additional sporting infrastructure such as the proposed
basketball courts).
6. Lake Jindabyne Foreshore Park (page 44) – Already a cultural hub
despite its infrastructure limitations, I commend the SAP Masterplan for
seeking to leverage opportunities in this iconic space. However, para 6 of
p44 seems to focus the Banjo Paterson Park proposed improvements
around improvements to the skate park, play space, etc and para 4
contemplates moving the Arts & Cultural space to the Claypits.
Arguably the premier event on the Arts & Cultural calendar is the annual
Lake Light Sculpture Festival which attracts over 80 artists and 150
sculptures each Easter. This event attracts visitors both from within the
immediate Snowy Monaro & South Coast regions and from further afield
(Canberra, Sydney) with over 25,000 people attending in 2021.
The unique element of this event is the illumination of all sculptures each
evening which transforms the event into an entirely new exhibition and
experience under the Easter full moon. A digital light projection show and
twilight food festival are elements which require enhanced underground
power installations and supplies.
The event has been growing in popularity over the last 19 years but is
now becoming constrained due to inadequate power infrastructure along
the sculpture trail to the point where it may fail.
There is already significant power infrastructure located between the
Strzelecki monument & the NRMA caravan park to enable the illumination
of the sculptures so it would be a shame if this was not expanded upon
rather than the event needing to be relocated to the proposed Arts &
Culture Hub at the Claypits.

Recommendation – Whilst the creation of an Arts & Cultural Hub
at the Claypits is commended (p44 para 4), this will not be an
ideal place to host the much loved annual Lake Light Sculpture
event as it does not have the requisite natural backdrop required
to showcase the sculptures with the same dramatic impact as the
existing location along the Banjo Paterson foreshore. Accordingly,
it is recommended an expansion of the power infrastructure be
undertaken in the existing Banjo Paterson Park to enable the
existing event to grow whilst at the same time creating requisite
infrastructure for other events to be serviced and held in Banjo
Paterson Park.
7. Creel Bay (page 116) – Delivery of non-snow experiences
including establishment of a sculpture trail.
Whilst recognition of the delivery of these experiences is applauded, the
location at Creel Bay seems totally incongruous to one of the SMSAP’s key
objectives to activate the Lake Jindabyne foreshore and likely to be
prioritised very low in the scheme of all the SMSAPs ambitions.
Incorporated into the Lake Jindabyne foreshore development could be a
sculpture trail comprising internationally and nationally acclaimed
sculptural works can become a cultural tourism destination product in
itself (Case Study – Naoshima Island in Japan which resulted in the
transformation of an unknown destination into an internationally
acclaimed destination after the commissioning and installation of
sculptures by internationally acclaimed artists and galleries containing
internationally acclaimed artworks)

Thank you for the opportunity to provide a submission and best of luck with the
future of this project.

Talia Walker
From:
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1. I object to the creation of "a new waterfront urban park...including a promenade, upgraded shared path, new beach and small
jetty" in front of the Rydges Horizons Resort.
My partner and I have owned an apartment in the resort for 25 years. It is our quiet getaway. We look onto the lake over the
existing small natural beach which will be buried under the proposed construction described above.
I love gazing at the lake from our loungeroom and balcony. Looking at the beautiful natural vista of foreshore, lake, islands &
distant ranges has a stress-reducing effect on me - I can feel myself relaxing every time I experience this stunning view.
Our quiet enjoyment of this natural beauty will be lost if this section of foreshore is developed as planned.
We bought the apartment because of the beautiful natural setting. I don't want to be looking at a developed destination filled with
lots of people, and boats & jetskis. I don't want to hear the noise associated with said people, etc.
The thought of this development proceeding makes me feel ill.

1

2. I also object to the removal of the caravan park for "redevelopment of a large area of lakefront land to create a vibrant foreshore
destination and experience."
This is an iconic caravan park and its amenity should not be lost to travellers & campers, some of whom have been going here for
decades. Equality of access to such a place should be maintained.
3. I am concerned that all of the proposed developments for Jindabyne in their entirety will be a massive over-development of the
area's remaining natural alpine environment.
I am concerned about the impact of these massive developments on the existing ecosystem. We should be rewilding massive
areas, as per the United Nations Decade on Ecosystem Resoration, to support nature & biodiversity (and therefore ourselves); not
increasing development of massive areas. Please see https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2021/jun/03/rewild-on-massivescale-to-heal-nature-and-climate-says-un-decade-on-ecosystem-restoration-aoe
4. I am concerned that adding thousands of beds to the alpine resorts in Kosciuszko National Park is another massive overdevelopment of an already stressed natural environment, for the reasons outlined at point 3.
Thank you.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I strongly oppose these changes taking place in the Snowy Mountains. They will destroy the wildlife and impact on the long term sustainability of the
ecosystem. Please don't put the desires of some users of the mountains convenience above those of the na ion as a whole. we should all be able to
walk in the Snowy's and we should limit further development.
kind regards
Lloyd Babb
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Support to the fullest
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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File attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft
Master Plan submission

1.

Public “Consultation” has been a farce

I am sorry to say that the public consultation on the array of documents which includes the draft SAP
Master Plan and its associated technical documents, plus proposed amendments to the Kosciuszko
National Park Plan of Management (KNP POM) has been a farce, and is unfair to the interested
community.
The Jindabyne community was engaged in the original “Go Jindabyne” project has had a lot of time –
years - to absorb the concept. The community interested in the future of KNP never dreamed that
the SAP proposal would be extended to the KNP in the overbearing way which is now proposed.
There is a wide community with a strong interest in our national parks. Your agencies have failed to
adequately engage with the community or give sufficient time to review and comment on the
complex proposals and huge number of detailed documents, or to ask questions and have them
answered.
The short time for response, the complexity and poor structure and editing of many of the
documents, and the dominance of the Special Activation Precinct over all considerations of the
purpose of a national park give nothing but apprehension about the true intention of this
extraordinary attack on the Kosciuszko National Park.

Submission 1:
•

When the submissions have been considered for the proposed draft Master Plan, there
should be further consultation before the Master Plan is finalised, or withdrawn.

•

The Master Plan should apply only to the two Jindabyne sub-precincts, and not to the socalled Alpine Sub-Precinct, which is the southern part of the Kosciuszko National Park.

2.

Special Activation Precincts

The draft Master Plan (dMP) states:
“Special Activation Precincts are a new way of planning and delivering projects in
certain areas of regional NSW to attract and grow businesses, provide more
employment opportunities and stimulate the regional economy.”
These are not the purposes of a National Park, which is set out in the National Parks and Wildlife Act
1974 - Sect 30E, and the objects of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 in S.2A Objects of Act
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Submission 2:
The draft Master Plan is not aligned with the requirements of the National Parks and Wildlife Act
1974.

3.

The Kosciuszko National Park should not be included in the
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct, and should not be
subject to the draft Master Plan.

The dMP is focussed on the requirements of a planning process which originates outside the
national park and pays no attention to the requirements of the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Act
1974.
Removal of the Kosciuszko National Park from the Snowy Mountains Activation Precinct would
resolve this conflict. The SMSAP should be restricted to the Jindabyne region outside the National
Park.
The Kosciuszko National Park’s Plan of Management should reflect only the provisions of the
National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974, and should not become a vehicle for implementing a Master
Plan which has nothing to do with the values of a national park nor the legitimate expectations of its
visitors.

Submission 3:
•

The KNP POM should not include nor respond to any provisions of the SMSAP or its Master
Plan.

4.

Including “Vision for Kosciuszko National Park” in the Master Plan
is inappropriate

Figure 3 of the dMP (p.7) is titled “Vision for Kosciuszko National Park”.
It is the role of the NPWS and its Minister, via the Kosciuszko National Park’s Plan of Management
(KNP POM) to set the vision for Kosciuszko National Park, NOT a Master Plan prepared for a different
purpose and not subject to the National Parks and Wildlife Act.

Submission 4:
•

Delete all references to the Master Plan being a vehicle to set directions such as ‘visions” for
Kosciuszko National Park.

5.

Incorrect claims abound in the draft master Plan

An attempt is made to justify the dMP by such statements as
“To date, development has occurred within Kosciuszko National Park and Jindabyne on
a case-by-case development application approach with limited implementation of
strategic planning.” (p.10)
2

Fact: KNP has had strategic direction and a zoning approach to development since the 1960s, and
development has been strategically controlled by a range of planning controls based on the KNP
POM. There has never been a “case-by-case” approach.
The dMP is filled with such incorrect and misleading statements as:
‘. . . Kosciuszko National Park. This is an asset that presents opportunities, but also
represents a challenge to ensure that future development and growth outcomes
recognise and respect the National Park setting and the Plan of Management. This will
be achieved by protecting and enhancing environmental values, driving sustainability
and mitigating impacts.”
Any reading of the dMP shows that it can deliver none of these claims. The dMP provides no
evidence that it will protect or enhance environmental values. The environmental values of a
national park do not require enhancement.

Submission 5:
•

The dMP needs a thorough edit for facts and misleading statements and assumptions, and
exaggerated claims.

6.

Proposed amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of
Management (KNP POM) inappropriate
“Exhibition of the draft master plan will occur concurrently with the proposed
amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management. The proposed
amendments will enable the delivery of the core elements of the master plan and adjust
parkwide policy on built accommodation within the National Park.” P.15.

This is a clear indication that the “consultation” process has been a sham. If submissions to the draft
MP were to be seriously taken into account and used to improve and inform the future MP, it would
not be possible yet to propose amendments to the KNP POM at this early stage. There is a serious
lack of honesty in the process.

Submission 6:
•

It is too early to propose amendments to the KNP POM, as the future Master plan has not
been finalised. If there is no intention to alter the dMP in the light of public submissions,
this should have been stated.

•

The NPWS should withdraw the proposed amendments to the KNP POM which purport to
implement the dMP, until such time as decisions are made on the future master plan.

•

In any case, the Master Plan is not needed for the Kosciuszko National Park. The Park
already has a statutory Plan of Management which was developed after extensive
community consultation and expert inputs.

7.

KNP POM is not a “Delivery Mechanism”

Figure 5 Planning framework lists the KNP POM as a “delivery Mechanism.
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The KNP POM is a comprehensive statutory Plan, required and developed under the extensive
legislative requirements of the National Parks and Wildlife Act.
It is unfortunate that those who drafted the SMSAP and dMP documents appear not to be familiar
with the nature and requirements of the relevant legislation .

Submission 7:
•

Remove the misleading Figure 5 from any future documentation.

8.

Where is the Alpine Sub-Precinct?

A search of the entire draft MP documents does not reveal the location of the Alpine sub-precinct of
the SAP.
An untitled map at pages 16-17 shows the outline of the SMSAP, but does not show the location of
the sub-precincts. The location of the “Alpine Pr3ecinct” is not shown, although some development
sites are shown described as “Alpine SEPP Sub-Precinct”. But this is not the extent of the dMP, as the
dMP makes recommendations about many other areas such as the alpine short herbfield areas and
the Thredbo River western escarpment.
On Page 36 is mentioned:
“Alpine Precinct includes the Alpine Resorts of Thredbo, Perisher Valley and Charlottes
Pass, Alpine Accommodation, Alpine Camping and associated visitor access and
attractions.”
which also gives no accurate indication of the extent of the intended sub-precinct.
And at page 88
“The Alpine Precinct includes the alpine resorts of Perisher, Thredbo and Charlotte Pass,
and much of the surrounding alpine destinations within the southern region of
Kosciuszko National Park, the state’s largest national park.”
This is accompanied by Figure 27 showing outlines of resort areas, titled “Alpine Precinct Structure
Plan”. It certainly is not a “structure plan” in the common planning use of the term. Its meaning and
purpose is obscure.
It might appear that the “Alpine sub-precinct” is in fact, a scatter of development zones within the
Kosciuszko National Park?

Submission 8
•

Where is the “Alpine Sub-Precinct”? There is no map in the dMP to show its boundaries.

•

Before comments on the dMP can reasonably be made, we need to know where the
boundaries of the sub-precinct are located.

•

This is a serious oversight in a so-called “planning” document.

9.

Structure Plans
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The structure Plans for the resorts present an air of unreality, e,g, for Perisher p.98
“Redevelopment will focus on existing sites, including infill within existing lease areas.
This approach reflects the high biodiversity and cultural heritage values present across
the valley and ensures the clearing of habitat to facilitate new development is avoided.”
How is “infill”, an urban design concept, appropriate for a dispersed planned national park setting, and how does “the high biodiversity and cultural heritage values present across the valley and
ensures the clearing of habitat to facilitate new development is avoided”.
Infill as a development strategy, will simply cause more, not less, clearing.
The structure plans for the other resort areas have similarly inappropriate proposals and I will not go
into detail here. Suffice to say, the urban-style proposals will degrade the KNP resort areas and
reduce their interest to many visitors.
Submission 9
•

The urban-style proposals for the resorts will degrade the KNP resort areas appeal and
reduce their interest to many visitors who come to a national park to escape for
urbanisation.

10. Perisher Range “infill” proposals
The proposal for infill as a strategy for Perisher clearly does not appreciate that Perisher has a
longstanding settlement plan from its earliest days, in which buildings have been separated in the
landscape so that each has minimal impact on the outlook of others, and the overall naturalness of
the landscape and the biodiversity is conserved.
The concept of “infill” is an urban design concept, as if spaces between existing development are
awaiting more development. Perisher’s existing strategy is consistent with the national park’s
landscape values and allows park visitors who are accommodated in Perisher to experience and
appreciate natural surroundings with minimal intrusion by built elements. This would be reversed by
introducing to Perisher the inappropriate urban concept of “infill”.
Much of the proposed “infill” will be viewed from the Kosciuszko Road, and so visitors would be
faced with a far more intrusive built landscape than at the present time. One can only assume that
whoever wrote this must have visited the area without understanding its history and the intention of
the present development, which has been remarkably successful.

Submission 10:
•

Reference to “infill” development should be excised from the proposed dMP and the
accompanying maps, as such development would change the strategic approach to
landscape conservation of Perisher which is very appropriate in the national park context.

11. Guthega “ecotourism”
The proposed “The addition of basic camping facilities is proposed on land with lower environmental
sensitivity towards the Guthega Dam” (p,105) is just ridiculous. The “ecotourism” site shown on the
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plan It is a steep and very windy site which would require massive earthworks. A camping area is not
appropriate here.

Submission 11:
•

A camping area is not needed at Guthega, especially on the site proposed.

12. Thredbo Ranger station development would contribute to
undesirable ribbon development
The proposals for the Thredbo Ranger Station are an over-development of this site. There is river
access, but it is an exaggeration to say that “The site presents a strong development opportunity . . .
that benefits from its proximity to the Thredbo River’s renowned fishing locations” – perhaps it is
wishful thinking simply because there is a nearby river. As anyone who has fished there will advise,
catching a fish of legal size is rare. A “fishing lodge” with 40+ beds is unlikely to be popular and
would soon over-fist this part of the river; and having “up to twenty individual glamping pods
extending east and west parallel to the Thredbo River are also proposed to cater to visitors who
prefer an immersive accommodation experience” would degrade the quality of this lovely stretch of
river and alienate it from the average park visitor.
The intensification of ribbon development that would be caused along the Alpine Way by this
expansive development is inappropriate in a national park. Bad planning. This development would
be better in Thredbo Village, where there are already infrastructure services.

Submission 12:
•

Development at Thredbo Ranger Station site would add to the undesirable ribbon
development along the Alpine Way and require extensive new infrastructure. It would spoil
and alienate a lovely stretch of the Thredbo River from the average national park visitor.

13. Sponars Chalet should not be further developed
The proposal “Lake activation and enhanced walking and cycling connections will attract visitors
year-round, establishing the site as a hub for active travellers. Commercial development will centre
around conference facilities to enable the chalet to deliver a full-service offering” is extremely
unlikely to be successful, for so many reasons.
The intensification of development here would be an undesirable contributor to ribbon
development along the Kosciuszko Road. Conference facilities will be better located in Jindabyne
where there is the required infrastructure and nighttime activity.

Submission 13:
•

Development at Sponars Chalet should not be expanded.
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14. Ski Rider Motel, Wilsons Valley
This eyesore should be demolished when its lease expires, as is a requirement of its lease conditions.
Otherwise, the public purse will need to fund this when it again fails. It is not in a useful position
from point of view of park visitors. Its contribution to ribbon development along the Kosciuszko
Road should be ended as soon as possible by demolition.

Submission 14:
•

Development at Ski Rider Motel should not be expanded and the lease should be closed
down when it expires, and the buildings there demolished and the site cleaned up at the
lessee’s expense. It contributes to undesirable ribbon development along the Kosciuszko
Road.

15. Creel Bay
This is a much-loved low key site, and any development there must be very low-key to preserve its
accessibility and attraction for existing park users, which include many Jindabyne residents. This is a
place where you can be fishing with a grey kangaroo standing beside you. Platypuses are seen there,
because it is quiet and undisturbed. It does not need such “attractions” as “the site will deliver
unique non-snow experiences and expand the location’s visitor appeal through arts, culture and
education. Such experiences can include the establishment of a sculpture trail, interpretive walking
experiences, heritage interpretation and an adventure activities hub at the boat ramp.”
The writer of this thought bubble obviously did not visit and experience the existing special natural
qualities of this site, and the proposals now offered would degrade what is already an important
low-key attraction. Not an adventure hub, not a sculpture trail - please!

Submission 15:
•

Development at Creel Bay – keep it simple and low-key, no extra “attractions” such as a
sculpture trail etc. Leave these for Jindabyne.

16. Camping at Island Bend – keep it simple
The average park visitor’s needs and desires are likely to be much simpler than the dMP suggests.
The statement “Existing facilities are limited to a number of pump-out toilets, fire pits and picnic
tables” might indicate that this is the very reason these camping areas are so popular. “Upgrading”
the facilities and presumably increasing the cost to the park visitor by installing lessees to run these
places, might not be what the average park user desires. Such sophistication should occur outside
the national park.

Submission 16:
•

Review the standard of camping facilities needed at all proposed camping areas and be
careful not to over-develop the simple basic camping experience which brings so many
visitors to the region.

•

Before these proposals are added to the dMP, conduct a summertime survey of existing
users at Island Bend and other camping areas.
7

•

There might be a growing demand for more sophisticated facilities regionally, but where is
the evidence that the existing cohort of users want such facilities in the national park?

17. Camping area classification and hardening
Hardening of the camping experiences available in KNP must be avoided. If demand for more
sophisticated camping facilities is a regional driver, this should be encouraged to be offered by
private providers outside the National Park.
There must be no increase in up-market camping grounds with built accommodation (cabins and onsite tents, powered sites and more) inside the national park, where visitors should have simpler
choices to experience quiet natural surroundings. Clearly, no survey of the existing camping visitors
has been done to support the development conclusions reached.

Submission 17:
•

Hardening of the camping experiences available in KNP must be avoided. If regional
demand for more sophisticated facilities is a driver, private providers outside the National
Park should be encouraged to provide such facilities.

18. Porcupine Rocks viewing deck is insensitive and unnecessary
Of all the bad ideas in this dMP, this is among the worst and most insensitive. The Porcupine Rocks
are said to be an Aboriginal site of significance and the rock formations are very beautiful and
popular as a walking and cross country skiing destination. The landscape view from there is lovely
and expansive. You can see it by sitting on a granite rock, of which there are plenty. A constructed
viewing platform is simply out of place in this natural setting, and it would spoil the visitor’s
experience; this idea is insensitive and unnecessary and MUST NOT BE CONSTRUCTED.

Submission 18:
•

Do NOT construct any viewing platform at Porcupine Rocks or elsewhere in this area. And
there should only be very low-key track in this area.

19. No Helicopter transit for non-operational purposes
It is difficult to think of anything more inappropriate in a national park than to have quiet solitude
interrupted by helicopters. Unless a helicopter is needed for operational reasons (bushfire, search
and rescue, transport of construction materials etc.) they have no place in the national park. Even
one overpass in a day can wreck a visitor’s experience. (p.133)

Submission 19.
•

NO helicopters for non-operational purposes.
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20. Future ski terrain – no expansion of resort terrain
The entire alpine area is already “ski terrain”. Development for mechanized downhill skiing is an
irreversible impact and the existing resorts should not be expanded. These high alpine areas are
overall very small in area, and further impacts would reduce and degrade the most important
natural heritage areas of the national park.
Developers have long eyed the snow of the main range peaks and have always retreated when they
realise the realities of the development they desire.
It must not be forgotten that back country and cross-country skiing are very popular activities which
have barely been acknowledged in the dMP. These park visitors use the areas of snow cover beyond
the groomed slopes of the resorts, and seek quiet self-sufficient recreation.

Submission 20.
•

There must be NO expansion of mechanized ski terrain. The impact on natural heritage
values of the high alpine zone environments would be extreme, and irreversible. The use
would be short term as climate change advances.

21. CONCLUSION
Kosciuszko National Park should not be part of the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct. It is
a NATIONAL PARK and there is a comprehensive planning regime to protect the Park’s significant
values.
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Submission
23 August 2021
Black Springs, 2787
New Sou h Wales
To whom it may concern,
I am writing regarding the Special Activation Precinct Masterplan and he Amendment to the Kosciuszko Na ional Park Plan of Management, curren ly
out on public exhibition. I am a supporter of the Kosciuszko National Park and its solitude, enabling me to partake in self reliant and adventurous
recreation. As such, there are elements of he proposed plans that concern me. In particular, the increased focus on commercialisation of the national
park. I believe that Australia’s national parks should be accessible for the public, but also that they should remain unspoilt, natural places. In this form,
they allow visitors to connect with our natural landscapes and ecologies, promoting heir protection and support for future generations.
I object to the plans for an increase in beds from 10,433 to 14,567 due to the infrastructure that is needed to support the development. I note that the
occupancy rate within the national park is extremely seasonal, with the vast majority of visitors arriving during the winter. I believe that the impact of
the increase in the number of beds is not in alignment wi h the goals of a national park, for which the priority should be the conservation of Australian
landscapes and ecology. This will be par icularly pertinent as the effects of climate change become apparent, affecting bo h the availability and
longevity of skiable snow. Surely the focus should be on using this accommodation hroughout the year, rather than building more accommodation for
an increasingly uncertain winter cohort.
In addi ion, the proposal for a number of new “glamping” accommodation sites and “fishing lodge style accommodation” should not be at he expense
of non-commercial users of the national park. For example, the camping site at Island Bend is a popular campsite for whitewater kayakers. While I am
aware hat here is a need for the rehabilitation of buildings that are affected by asbestos, and support this proposal, this should not be at the expense
of current users of these facilities. The proposal to heat the hot springs at Yarrangobilly using large-scale gas heaters must surely be in jest?
I aIso object to proposals for commercial vehicle support on the Summit Trail of the Snowies Iconic Walk. I propose that anyone who is not capable of
undertaking this walk in a self supported manner should, instead, choose a shorter, more appropriate route. In addition, I believe that commuter
helicopter flights set a dangerous precedent that may lead to expansions of both commuter routes into the national park and to tourist, or sight seeing
flights, that have no place in a national park.
I do support the proposed developments in Jindabyne, including the plan to build a “Sou hern Connector” bypass of the town and prioritising people
over vehicles within the town. I also support plans for mountain bike and walking trail infrastructure around the town and believe this is a much more
appropriate site for development.
I believe that the priority of national parks should be the conserva ion of nature. However, I also believe that national parks provide the wider
community with the opportunity to engage wi h nature, to learn about it, and to appreciate it for its own value. This is essen ial if we are to continue
protecting our natural areas into the future. A focus on tourism for tourism’s sake, or for the sake of making a profit, does not, in my opinion, fit with the
principle of what a national park should be. As such, I believe hat any development in the national park should be with the goals of education and

engagement of the community, not merely to provide he next Instagram post for a “high end” tourist.
I am pleased to see that there are plans for Jindabyne in the proposal. There are many ski and mountain towns in Europe and North America that
manage to be a hub for heir local recreation areas. I believe that Jindabyne has the potential to be such a base; a place where there is ample
accommodation, outside the national park, with public transport links to ski resorts.
I appreciate the opportunity to comment on hese plans and am happy to further discuss my concerns.
Yours sincerely,
Louise Capel

I agree to the above statement
Yes

23 August 2021
Black Springs, 2787
New South Wales
To whom it may concern,
I am writing regarding the Special Activation Precinct Masterplan and the Amendment to the
Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management, currently out on public exhibition. I am a
supporter of the Kosciuszko National Park and its solitude, enabling me to partake in self
reliant and adventurous recreation. As such, there are elements of the proposed plans that
concern me. In particular, the increased focus on commercialisation of the national park. I
believe that Australia’s national parks should be accessible for the public, but also that they
should remain unspoilt, natural places. In this form, they allow visitors to connect with our
natural landscapes and ecologies, promoting their protection and support for future
generations.
I object to the plans for an increase in beds from 10,433 to 14,567 due to the infrastructure
that is needed to support the development. I note that the occupancy rate within the national
park is extremely seasonal, with the vast majority of visitors arriving during the winter. I believe
that the impact of the increase in the number of beds is not in alignment with the goals of a
national park, for which the priority should be the conservation of Australian landscapes and
ecology. This will be particularly pertinent as the effects of climate change become apparent,
affecting both the availability and longevity of skiable snow. Surely the focus should be on
using this accommodation throughout the year, rather than building more accommodation for
an increasingly uncertain winter cohort.
In addition, the proposal for a number of new “glamping” accommodation sites and “fishing
lodge style accommodation” should not be at the expense of non-commercial users of the
national park. For example, the camping site at Island Bend is a popular campsite for
whitewater kayakers. While I am aware that there is a need for the rehabilitation of buildings
that are affected by asbestos, and support this proposal, this should not be at the expense of
current users of these facilities. The proposal to heat the hot springs at Yarrangobilly using
large-scale gas heaters must surely be in jest?
I aIso object to proposals for commercial vehicle support on the Summit Trail of the Snowies
Iconic Walk. I propose that anyone who is not capable of undertaking this walk in a self
supported manner should, instead, choose a shorter, more appropriate route. In addition, I

believe that commuter helicopter flights set a dangerous precedent that may lead to
expansions of both commuter routes into the national park and to tourist, or sight seeing flights,
that have no place in a national park.
I do support the proposed developments in Jindabyne, including the plan to build a “Southern
Connector” bypass of the town and prioritising people over vehicles within the town. I also
support plans for mountain bike and walking trail infrastructure around the town and believe
this is a much more appropriate site for development.
I believe that the priority of national parks should be the conservation of nature. However, I
also believe that national parks provide the wider community with the opportunity to engage
with nature, to learn about it, and to appreciate it for its own value. This is essential if we are
to continue protecting our natural areas into the future. A focus on tourism for tourism’s sake,
or for the sake of making a profit, does not, in my opinion, fit with the principle of what a
national park should be. As such, I believe that any development in the national park should
be with the goals of education and engagement of the community, not merely to provide the
next Instagram post for a “high end” tourist.
I am pleased to see that there are plans for Jindabyne in the proposal. There are many ski
and mountain towns in Europe and North America that manage to be a hub for their local
recreation areas. I believe that Jindabyne has the potential to be such a base; a place where
there is ample accommodation, outside the national park, with public transport links to ski
resorts.
I appreciate the opportunity to comment on these plans and am happy to further discuss my
concerns.
Yours sincerely,
Louise Capel
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Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any
national park in Australia. The sources of hat damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construc ion works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national
parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds. All visitors need basic
services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting,
and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any fur her assaults. It needs better protec ion, not further damage through the inappropriate developments described in he
Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awai ing a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are gazetted for the
protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recrea ional and commercial activities may be appropriate in
national parks, but only where they are consistent wi h the core conservation objectives of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal,
national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so many environmental issues, let’s not
add over development of KNP hose failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn he planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of he POM defining the limits of future development and activities
after careful analysis of the values and hreats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly designed to increase commercial access to, and
returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would be protected by
future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for he assessment of individual developments, not for the
strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park. The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong
tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.

The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain he proposed developments. It doesn’t. It
should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from he National Parks and Wildlife Service to the
Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly sensi ive, extremely significant
protected area.
The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects he values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits.
This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 60%. All associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage
treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is hat here is a
demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP for at least 9
months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service he peak of the snow season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing he natural snowline above the current resorts. The escalating costs and
excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the
end of the snow sports era wi hin two decades, however if current trends continue a single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those beds, would only be
required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict so much damage on the na ional park for
the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central
objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to existing development footprint. The
proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and
species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their
clients on he Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought by
many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and Interna ional significance.
Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for he sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, bath
houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to create a new tradition,
and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using large-scale gas
heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a na ional park setting is entirely at odds with
community expectations.
Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional accommodation as an
unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in he short term. One is that the potential sites for
expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their development proposals
only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened ecological communities and species hat are
found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is
the significance of impact in he particular areas proposed for development such as these carparks.
The o her concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly abandoning for long
distance travel. National Parks should be promo ing environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands better mass
transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the Interna ional alliance ‘the high ambi ion coalition’. The centrepiece
of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be
fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and other
inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park. At a time when we
should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to diminish one of the jewels in our reserve
system, KNP.
Our parks are meant to be pristine natural environments and protect vulnerable and unique species. National Parks are not for money making or profit
to a select few people. They are there for everyone to enjoy the beautiful outdoors, do not destroy them with greed.
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I HOPE THE BUTTON I PRESSED (OBJECT) MEANS I AM AGAINST FURTHER CONSTRUCTION SITES IN KOSCIUSKO
NATIONAL PARK..SUCH A BEAUTIFUL PLACE AND AS THE POPULATION OF AUSTRALIA GROWS WE NEED BEAUTIFUL
PLACES LIKE THIS TO WANDER..PLEASE LEAVE THIS PARK ALONE.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Your destroying New South Whales last bit of heritage and adventure. This place is so special to all Aussies that love our bush, history and outdoors
and the best part of it is its almost stuck in ime with dirt tracks untouched wilderness (it mostly like this due to it’s hard to reach, rugged landscape)
Making visi ing this park easier sounds like a good idea but will surely destroy whats left of the already over populated, money hungry state as people
with big dollars and no apprecia ion visit in there high end European cars demanding only luxury and connivence over what our states history actually
is! Rugged, tough, basic Beautiful
Please don't develop NSW’s best assist.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:
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Hi,
I would like to make comment that the ‘Alpine Village’ feel for East Jindbayne which does not align with the current village feel.
Small blocks & large homes/town houses will not suit the feel.
I propose a mix of small & large blocks with a 1 story limit.
This allows for older" locals" to remain in the area with limited garden if this is better suited to an older person.
The developer should pay for the road infrastructure as there will be more people living in the area & the current 1960's road
system does not currently suit the local traffic already in place, so with an estimated 300 approx homes the road system will not
cope. Which leads me to the fire issue & escape plan with 1 access road into the village. Leads me onto parking which is currently
a bottle neck on Jerrara Drive with multiple seasonal workers, living in accommodation without allocated parking. ( looks like a
dogs breakfast) also huge safety issue where a child ran out from behind cars recently & nearly got hit by a driving car, This is all
because of parking issue.
In addition to this, I note in one area of the Jindabyne township, on Mcclure Circuit ( where the current Caravan Park is ) could
allow the medium scale tourist accommodation I can not see what the plan is , which explains medium scale accommodation.
1

Could you explain please . Is the Caravan park going?
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To continue to develop the Snowy Mountains as a tourist destination fur her alienates and belittles the voices and opportunities for humans who
cannot afford the often extortionate costs to connect with these spaces. With particular attention to planned works at island bend camp ground, a
popular take out and campsite for river people, the cost of overdeveloping our natural spaces begins to outweigh the monetary benefit.
Is it only the affluent who deserve to recreate in our na ional parks?
Developing out the ability to freely ( or even affordably) access National Parks sends a very clear and disturbing message: Poor people not welcome
here.
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Strongly object
I agree to the above statement
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This would be an absolute disgrace . It’s not needed at all. Leave the area for nature and campers .
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:35:40 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Luke
Last name
Perry-Gore
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2529
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to this plan as it opposes the intent of National parks and risks he preservation efforts required to maintain the park for future generations.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:57:20 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Luke
Last name
Prangell
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2112
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I reject to development in the Kosciusko national Park
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 11:16 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 23:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Luke
Last name
Simmons
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2602
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Parks need to be managed by the National Park Service not by the Department of Regional NSW. We need to protect our
fragile alpine areas. I object to opening up more tracks to 4wd vehicles which trash walking tracks and surrounding bush. The plan
to do supplementary gas heating of the thermal pools at Yarrangobilly is ridiculous and a waste of energy resources.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 4:26 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 16:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lyn
Last name
Green
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Balgowlah 2093
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the Masterplan for further building development in this fragile yet magnificent landscape. It is not sustainable and will
further degrade the ecosystem of the Snowy Mountains.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:31:47 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lyn
Last name
McLean
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
SYLVANIA
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I urge the Department to make ecological sustainability the guiding principle of master plans for he Kosciuszko National Park (KNP).
The KNP is already staggering under the weight of damage from recent bush fires, clearing of bushland, urban impacts, grazing and mining. This
important natural resource must be protected.
It is important hat he master plan ensure that:
- here is extremely limited urban development
- he National parks and Wildlife Service retain responsibility for development
- limi ing visitor accommodation & not increasing he number of overnight beds by 60%
- limit unnecessary transportation - eg drives on Summit Track & helicopter transport
- abolish plans for ba h houses at Yarrangobilly Caves area.
- take all necessary steps to preserve the integrity of this precious area.
Thank you for your consideration of this submission & I look forward to your response.
Lyn McLean

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:29 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lynette
Last name
Lee
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2100
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As someone who greatly values Australia's wild places, and our many special and unique plants and animals, I would like to voice
my objection to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Master Plan. I have visited Kosciuszko National Park several
times over the course of my life, and have developed an appreciation of it's amazing flora and fauna, and the special beauty of it's
alpine environment.
In particular I object to the following:
- I do not support making the 'lead agency' in decision making the Department of Regional NSW. Decisions relating to the
development in Kosciuszko National Park should continue to be made by the Department of Planning, Industry and Environment,
who will put the conservation values of the park above other money making interests;
- Developments within Kosciuszko NP (and all national parks) should be based predominantly on the 'nature conservation' purpose
of national parks, and NOT on economic or business opportunities that will likely result in further degradation or the park's natural
values
National parks by definition are areas of natural beauty and conservation value that have been set aside to protect them for future
1

generations, and to preserve habitat for native wildlife. They are not there to provide "business opportunities" for those that do not
understand their intrinsic values and see them just as something to exploit and make money out of, without care or thought for the
impact upon the plants and animals that depend upon it for their very survival.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:20:25 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Macca
Last name
Baldwin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bowen mountain
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please don’t destroy this beautiful land that we get to call out home to built an amusement park. Such stunning land that some people just haven’t
people able to explore yet and for you to built on it would be really disheartening to see.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:07:06 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Madelaine
Last name
Allen
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2650
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Nature should not be privatised for the rich
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 4:07:52 PM
sap-aboriginal-heritage-submission.docx

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 16:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Margot
Last name
Flynn
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
sap-aboriginal-heritage-submission docx

Submission
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage submission uploaded as a word document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1.2 Monero Ngarigo Cultural Heritage

I have read and am impressed with the Technical Study undertaken by Ozark
which underpins this section of the plan; particularly the sensitivity shown in
navigating the disparate views of the various aboriginal parties involved. I
expect there will be more input from those parties now that the draft
Masterplan is on exhibition.

I can only comment as a now retired “white fella” who has lived in Jindabyne
for over 30 years and had tangential interaction with Ngarigo elders in my role
as Community Services Manager at pre-amalgamation Snowy River Shire
Council. During those years the NPWS played a key part in engaging with
Ngarigo elders and literally showed our laggard Council that it too should
engage, if only through inviting the Ngarigo elders to perform Welcome to
Country at appropriate occasions. Currently the amalgamated Snowy Monaro
Council acknowledges on its web site the Ngarigo people “as the traditional
custodians of the majority of the region we now know as the Snowy Monaro
region.” Note: Ngarigo people, not Monaro or Monero Ngarigo people.
Somewhere in the technical report I came across this: Ngarigo’ rather than
‘Monero Ngarigo’. OzArk has changed this descriptor to the more common term
‘Ngarigo’.
However this change does not appear to have made it in to the draft
Masterplan. I strongly suggest it should.

Further, the report makes some very clear recommendations in regard to
Aboriginal cultural heritage, but they are not incorporated in a meaningful way
in the Masterplan. Rather there is the very small section at the beginning
(Section 1.2) which reads like an add-on/afterthought, although clearly there
has been an enormous amount of work undertaken which is obvious in the
technical paper. Recommendations from that report seem to be scattered
throughout, more or less as “nice to haves” in various other sections of the
plan.

•

•

Some of the recommendations which I believe should be clearly and
definitively incorporated in the Masterplan include:

The proposed new cultural centre at Jindabyne could be the repository for
displays and interpretation of regional Aboriginal heritage, including some of
the 5,000 artefacts excavated from Kunama Ridge estate. Furthermore, it may
be feasible for the new cultural centre to house the valuable and highly
significant kangaroo tooth necklace and other grave goods found near Cooma
in 1991
Complete the inventory of the artefact collections held in the old NPW office at
Sawpit Creek and liaise with Ngarigo people regarding potential repatriation

or use of the artefacts in displays in a potential cultural centre.
•

In relation to identifying how cultural heritage can be incorporated into the
‘visitor experience’, cultural signage, place naming and regular ‘welcome to
country’ ceremonies are seen as ways to improve Aboriginal people’s sense of
belonging whilst sharing local culture with visitors. The establishment of
Aboriginal operated tourism businesses and a cultural centre / keeping place
is also supported, as is the formation of an annual Snowy Mountains
Aboriginal cultural festival to acknowledge the unique and complex cultural
landscape. The report also concluded that relevant authorities could also
establish permanent positions for Aboriginal interpretive/community
liaison/education officers.

Please do not let this become a token effort.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 2:41:31 PM
parking-and-traffic-management-submission-jindabyne-sap.docx

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 14:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Margot
Last name
Flynn
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
parking-and-traffic-management-submission-jindabyne-sap.docx

Submission
see attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Parking and traffic management
I agree with/support most of the elements that I have seen in the masterplan and
associated studies - southern connector road, better connectivity between town and
foreshore, reducing width of Kosi Road, priority access for pedestrians and cyclists,
etc etc. The following statement appears somewhere in the documents (unfortunately
I did not take proper note where!). The final two sentences are really key.
Parking must be better managed across the centre with strategic public parking on
the edge of the town centre core (potential in larger, multi-storey car parks), to
encourage a ‘park and walk’ culture. Parking must also be better integrated into
buildings and sites to reduce its dominance within the streetscapes. This can be
achieved through basement, undercroft or decked parking behind retail and
residential uses.
The topography of Jindabyne absolutely lends itself to this treatment. Why not go the
whole hog and excavate under the current Thredbo Tce carpark as well as building on
top of it? Likewise underneath the current carparking areas in front of Jindabyne
Town Centre? Not so keen however on a multi storey carpark in Kalkite St opposite
current JCS site, although clearly parking does need to be provided for access to the
community buildings/library elements of whatever ends up on the JCS site and for the
anchoring park/ride function of the western end of Snowy River Av
As depicted in the Masterplan, Snowy River Ave is the logical main street/heart of
the town, but it will only really work if it is completely pedestrianized, No vehicle
traffic whatsoever, apart from deliveries at specified times and emergency vehicle
access of course. Consistent with this, Gippsland Street should dead end at Snowy
River Ave, and Thredbo Tce should not be trafficable between Snowy River Ave and
Kosi Rd; why not take vehicles (other than those accessing Thredb Tce carpark)
behind this central area via Park and Kalkite Streets and thence out to Kosi Road or
across to the new beach area?

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 6 August 2021 6:52 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 06/08/2021 - 06:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Maria
Last name
Bradley
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2034
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object to the proposed Plan of Management for Kosciusko National Park, (KNP) which is an iconic and vulnerable
national park
KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that
damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
1

These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing
significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further degradation. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate
developments described in the Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are
gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial
activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing
so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so
many environmental issues, let’s not add over development of KNP those failures.
I strongly OBJECT to the proposed plans
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:02 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Marie
Last name
Summersgill
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2035
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object to the development proposal outlined & it causes me deep concern. The draft plan intends to develop Kosciusko
National Park causing more pressure on an area that needs greater protection not less. Many unique & sensitive alpine flora &
fauna are already stressed & threatened due to climate change, fire, feral animals, disease & drought.
Increase any development outside of the park. Increase jobs to National Parks & Wildlife, threatened species & science. Improve
the footprint of the accomodation already in the park & improve the ‘green rating’ of buildings & infrastructure that already exist.
National Parks are there to preserve wilderness not to build car parks, more accomodation, and especially not to have direct
control of a national
Park taken from the NSW Environment Minister. This would set a dangerous precedent that would threaten our unique wildlife,
flora & fauna to development & destruction..
Australia is already one of the top 10 land clearing nations in the world. We need to do all we can to protect what is left especially
our National Parks.
Similarly any changes to Yarrangobilly thermal pool & overdevelopment of that area would have a huge impact especially to the
1

platypus & frogs & other wildlife of the area.
This proposal must be defeated as it goes against the very purpose of National parks which we must protect for everyone’s future.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 2:54:53 PM
m hind knp developt objection.pdf

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 14:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Marilyn
Last name
Hind
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Belmont North NSW 2280
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
m hind knp developt objection.pdf

Submission
I object to the development of Kosciuszko National Park as proposed in Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan (the Masterplan).
The Masterplan outlines the NSW Government’s vision for he development of the Snowy Mountains region.
Please find attached my objection submission.
Yours sincerely
M Hind

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) already under extreme environmental stress
The Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) is under extreme environmental stress from the
existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national
parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in
Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage
treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services are
difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a
history of causing significant environmental damage. KNP cannot sustain any further
assaults.
The sources of that damage include:
•
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
•
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense
wildfires in recorded history;
•
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation
protecting feral horses;
•
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
•
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
•
massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
•
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and
commercial purpose. National Parks are gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes,
ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial activities
may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core
conservation objectives of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting
the future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal, national and international
obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so
many environmental issues, let’s not add over development of KNP those failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the
POM defining the limits of future development and activities after careful analysis of the
values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly designed to
increase commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes
that the environmental values of KNP would be protected by future assessments under the
Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are
designed for the assessment of individual developments, not for the strategic management
of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park. The
Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of
KNP to sustain the proposed developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these
issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within
KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife Service to the Department of Planning and the
deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly sensitive,
extremely significant protected area.

The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and
recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits. This is achieved in large
part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 40% to
a new cap of 14,000. All associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment
plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to support this
increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight
beds. The only justification provided is that there is a demand for additional
accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a
large surplus of accommodation in KNP for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the
only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural
snowline above the current resorts.
NSW Government will diminish Federal Govt environmental credibility
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the
International alliance ‘the high ambition coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of
the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in
conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long
way to go to get anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be fatally undermined if
the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land clearance,
infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead
endanger the conservation values of the park. At a time when we should be stretching
towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to
diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Sunday, 15 August 2021 7:40 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sun, 15/08/2021 - 19:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Marion
Last name
Davies
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Shelly Beach 2261
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I started to list my objections but being so specific would be longer than your documentations.
The only built structure I endorse is the replacement of the bridge over Munyang River. This would be a replacement of a former
condemned and dismantled bridge. Replacement of historical huts has been undertaken most ably by Park authorities and Kosci
Huts Association. The people do not need to bargain off the protection of our park for commercial funding to replace them.
Once you amend the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management under Section 73B of the National Parks and Wildlife Act
1974. You have effectively changed it for all our N.Ps
"Welcome cruise liners to Marine Parks".
I stand in strong support for the current Act.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 24 July 2021 3:12 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 24/07/2021 - 15:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Marissa
Last name
Ripper
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
EAST JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
6.3 Southern Connector Road
The Southern Connector Road is a great concept and I expect it will be well utilized asset.
The vision for Kosciusko Road through the town centre and lake foreshore development will greatly enhance the towns appeal.
My concern is that by reducing Kosciusko Road from four to two lanes, while only building the Southern Connector Road with two
lanes, will not address the current traffic congestion issues as the new road system will still only be four lanes which is exactly what
the town have now.
With the planned developments for the Sports and Education facility, Leesville Estate, the proposed Park and Ride facility and the
3ha Commercial Opportunity on the corner of the Barry Way and the Southern Connector Road, I envisage the Southern
Connector Road will be heavily utilised.
Peak traffic periods occurring early morning and late afternoon as Tradies travel to Leesville Estate for supplies, school buses and
parents drop and collect children from school will compete with tourist travelling to the Park & Ride Facility the new commercial
1

centre or heading up to the resorts.
This new road will be busy from the onset, not in 10-15 years as the population of Jindabyne grows and projected tourist numbers
increases.
The proposed plan for the Southern Connector Road has wide verges for additional traffic lanes.
Let’s build these extra lanes from the onset rather than having to come back in a few years and add them when the road is already
operational.
It makes sense and will save money in the long run.
You know I’m right
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:23:09 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Bernhardt
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sans Souci
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am Club Captain of the Hus-Ski Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for over 50 years. I endorse the
Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way
that provides for improved use and enjoyment of he Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:06:53 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Boast
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2611
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
Thank you for all your good work and preservation of our globally significant parkland area.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 9:51 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 09:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Brackenreg
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Grose Vale 2753
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am a whitewater paddler who often uses this area with groups of friends who are fellow paddlers. It is essential flexible, free,
public access to the river is maintained for whitewater paddlers, and that the campground be available for our use.
I am also an avid bushwalker who often camps with my family in this this beautiful, natural environment. Having a commercial
enterprise in this location would spoil this experience.
National parks are here to protect our unique, special environments, not for commercial exploitation. It is essential that NPWS
retain management of the Island Bend and that it be available to all Australian citizens.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:20:48 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 08:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Cahill
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sydney
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a member of Kalymaro Lodge (Co-operative) Limited, trading as Kalymaro Alpine Sports Club, I strongly endorse my club's submission to the
Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan and Kosciuszko National Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management in objection to these proposals.
The draft plans contain many positive suggestions, but require greater considera ion of communities, transport, and activities. The draft plans should
also remove the proposals to increase development and to introduce high impact commercial activities into the national park before they can be
supported. I request that the SAP team is mindful of he detailed comments in the Kalymaro submission.
Kind regards
Mark Cahill
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 12:35 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 12:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Davies
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Alexandra 3714
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am concerned that camping grounds such as Island Bend will be negatively impacted by any changes proposed. Current user
groups need to be considered in any development that occurs in this area. The upper Snowy River is valued for some of the best
kayaking in Australia and the campground is essential for events such as the Snowy Extreme Race which is held every
September. Any proposals that change this family friendly, cheap and good campsite for the exclusive use of a few well healed
tourists is not what public land should be used for. Public land is for the public!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:24:59 PM
marks-submission.docx

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Fensom
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2045
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
marks-submission.docx

Submission
I support much of the report but object to most of it - including the scurrilous transference of powers and the huge increase in bed numbers.
Thanks Mark fensom,
I agree to the above statement
Yes

I am making this submission having viewed the documents “Masterplan” and the
proposed amendment to the “Plan of management” relating to development
proposals for Kosciuszko NP. Overall i find the proposals generally ill conceived
and another example of how developer mates of the current government
further their greed at the cost to the amenity for general public and to the
further degradation to the past, present and future heritage of the Australian
environment.
Underlying False Assumptions – “Pristine and Resilient”
Regarding the Kosciuszko NP the NSW Government’s video introducing the
masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient.”
This statement is blatantly false (and thus undermines most subsequent claims)
as this Park experiences more environmental damage than almost any national
park in Australia, There are many sources of past, current and future damage to
this sensitive alpine wilderness including
1. The escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most

intense wildfires in recorded history
2. Past scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites and current
massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project
3. Past historic and continuing environmental impacts from the snowfields
resorts
4. The continuing destruction of fragile alpine habitats by feral horses,
exacerbated by the deputy Premier’s foolish legislation protecting these
feral horses
The Masterplan and amended POM would intensify the stresses already
confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national
parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future development and
activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the
current process is unashamedly designed to increase commercial access to, and
returns from activities within KNP
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It
proposes that the environmental values of KNP would be protected by future
assessments under the (EP&A Act)
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are
designed for the assessment of individual developments, not for the strategic
management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a
national park. The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNPthat is the role of the POM
This is yet another blatant and shameless case of putting the fox in charge of the
henhouse. The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility

for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife Service to the
Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional
NSW. This is totally unacceptable in a highly sensitive, extremely significant
protected area
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase
by 60%. All associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment
plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to
support this increase
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in
overnight beds. The only justification provided is that there is a demand for
additional accommodation. Visitors need basic services such as sewerage
treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These
services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the
year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP for at least 9 months
per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to
service the peak of the snow season
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to
KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their clients
on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both
proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to
national parks
KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national parks in NSW and contains far
more accommodation than any other national park in Australia,
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further
damage through the inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan
and POM

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 30 June 2021 1:29:36 PM
east-jindabyne-update pdf

Submitted on Wed, 30/06/2021 - 13:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Hand
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
east-jindabyne-update.pdf

Submission
Lets add some beauty to he development. Not just residential houses stacked next to each other. I see the proposed plan for east jindabyne with the
purple area as residential houses with the nice green area for vegetation/ public park. I think we should extend the vegeta ion area so their is a bit of a
natural barrier from the 'old kosciuszko road' houses. Most houses overlook that nice grass hill and it would be a shame to turn it into more houses.
In short, build houses on the backside of the hill but keep our side looking natural to preserve the vegeta ion/ environment and beauty of east
jindabyne.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Picture explains it all.
Put the houses ‘out of view’/ ‘backside of the hill’ to create a more natural look.
Extend the vegetation pathway.
Preserve east jindabyne

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 11 August 2021 9:41 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 11/08/2021 - 09:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
lees
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Tumut 2720
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
The Snowy Valley LGA and local business sector have noted concerns with the suggested naming of 3.4 Visitor Attractions Snowy Valley Track. The Snowy Valleys is a visitor destination and LGA located on the northern end of Kosciuszko National Park
and part of the Destination Riverina Murray. The use of the "Snowy Valley" brand name is used to promote the region and its
related attractions. There is also a touring route branded the "Snowy Valleys Way" which links the towns of Gundagai, Tumut,
Tumbarumba to the Victorian High Country.
The SAP naming of a proposed new Track called "The Snowy Valley Track" will conflict with the Snowy Valley LGA brand names
and result in potential visitor confusion. Suggest a name change to "Snowy River Track" as this aligns to the fact the trail follows
the Snowy River.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 2:45 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 14:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Panopoulos
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2200
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
KNP already has sufficient development to facilitate people enjoying its natural beauty. A cash grab at the expense of the park
would disappointing to say the least and I don’t trust John Barilaro to carry the best interests of the park into a development
proposal.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:30:47 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:30
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Pigott
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Lawson 2783
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
There are only a few 1000s of people who Live year round in jindabyne, whist development re infer structure is inevitable and in many cases needed,
overdue [high school, aged care,hospital], yes he resident population will increase.
It is imperative that development and building Disneyland for the tourist may well kill the very thing everyone was originally attracted to the area for and
makes the place so special.
Be careful and sensitive to what you wish for as it may just come true and alienate the locals.
Rushing development and selling out to hose with he deepest pockets just for the sake of fast progress is not always he smartest answer for the
community,look before leaping over a cliff with no airbag at the bottom.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 4:45:05 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 16:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Read
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Thornleigh 2120
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to any further commercialisation of the Park. Changing it doesn't improve it!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:51:57 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
MARK
Last name
ROARTY
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Total lack of understanding of local roads issues in this plan. We don't want anything higher han two stories around lakes. Parking needs to be sorted
in residential areas ie all developments should have enough parking on-site not in the street. All streets need to be 4 car widths wide so you can have
safe traffic flow.
Infrastructure needs to go in first before any development. There is no decent infrastructure in East Jindabyne, traffic, pedestrian, parks, walking
tracks, footpaths. Entry and exit to East Jindabyne are dangerous in their current form and are a fire hazard on extreme fire days.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 8:09:48 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 20:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Stevens
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
5063
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I visit he Kosciusko na ional park regularly to walk and backcountry ski .
The major draw is it is a relatively unspoilt area- no cars or helicopters etc
As a domestic tourist I would be deterred from visi ing the area because of the consequences of the proposed changes.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 11:06:39 PM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 23:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Turnbull
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Warriewood
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Overall, the general impression I get from the Snowy Mountain SAP is a desire to increase the bed capacities within Kosciusko Na ional Park. Whilst
there are token gestures throughout the document that mention sustainability, managing impacts, traditional custodians, renewable energy etc, there is
scant detail about them and/or how hese ambitions are to be achieved. I can only conclude that these are window dressing green-wash, designed to
placate the public sensibilities.
1) The Snowy Mountain SAP contains numerous contradictory messages.
a) There are several men ions of a desire & aim to reduce the large differences between summer/winter visitation numbers.
Yet, there is a proposal to build accommodation upon the exis ing Thredbo tennis courts & reduce the golf course to 6 holes. Golf & tennis are two
major summer attractions at Thredbo which does well over the summer months, whilst the other ski resorts are ghost towns.
b) At Perisher, a goal to reduce the rate of private car use, is followed in the very next sentence by a proposal to build additional parking.
c) Also, development at Perisher is to prioritize year-round activation but nothing is proposed to draw addi ional people there over the summer months.

d) There is a desire & aim to increase visitation to Jindabyne, yet there is a proposal to build a highway bypass.
2) Transport
a) The park & ride proposal for visitor access is vague & insufficient in detail. It treats winter visitors as though they are city commuters wi hout an
understanding of the specific requirements of winter visitors. Ski gear is heavy & clunky to move around in. People will still need to load up their car
from their accommodation to get to the park & ride location, then unload & carry all their gear onto a bus, and hen unload & carry it all again once at
the ski resort. This is not practical & the venture will fail.
b) A better solution (which should've happened in 1987) is to extend the skitube into Jindabyne.
c) Helicopter transit - totally opposed to this in National Parks anywhere. Peace nature & solitude are the main attractors to these places, helicopters
are not compatible.
d) "Moving forward 20 to 40 years from now there is potential for vertical take-off and landing planes and helicopters to move directly between Cooma
and Jindabyne and provide connections to Canberra". Are you serious, I literally laughed out loud at this absurdity in a formal government document.
In general, whilst bemoaning large differences between summer/winter visitation, he whole SAP seems to be focused on increasing visitation & bed
capacities over the winter season. It feels like subterfuge to justify increased development within a fragile embattled environment, whilst eroding public
confidence in the planning process, bypassing established planning procedures to avoid proper public scrutiny.
Please reconsider this Master Plan.

I agree to the above statement

Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Sunday, 15 August 2021 1:58 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sun, 15/08/2021 - 13:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Martin
Last name
Borri
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
North Ryde 2113
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am making a submission against the Snowy Mountains SAP draft Master Plan.
I can see some benefits to the proposed developments in Jindabyne, but am against overdevelopment of Kosciusko National Park
(KNP).
I would like to begin by challenging the Master Plan’s assertion that the Snowy Mountains are “an unspoiled alpine landscape”.
There are aspects of ‘wilderness’ which need to be protected, but KNP has already suffered from a large variety of human impacts.
Including feral horses, hydroelectric projects and ski resorts. However, this should not mean allowing further over-development of
the park, rather the conservation of what is left.
The Master Plan appears to have increased commercial benefits at its core. Instead KNP should be more of a conservation zone. I
am concerned about plans to increase accommodation in KNP by thousands of people. There is a shortage of accommodation at
key times during the ski season, but there is plenty of accommodation already available for nine months of the year. Any increase
in accommodation would require an increase in infrastructure such as water and sewage, putting even more pressure on this
fragile environment. It has been suggested that these developments would ‘only’ take up a very small proportion of the KNP, but I
am concerned it would still cause irreversible damage. Some endangered species have very small habitats, close to already
1

developed areas, and any further development may push them over the brink into extinction. I believe that the Master Plan fails our
legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. For example, there is no environmental analysis of the impact
that extra accommodation would have. The only justification for it is increased demand, which I have already addressed.
I also wish to object on the basis of some of the new activities included in the Master Plan. While I commend the desire to increase
accessibility for people with disabilities, I object to the plan to transport people who can afford it on the Summit Track in luxury
transport and to helicopter wealthy tourists into the KNP. These activities will disturb the amenities that the vast majority of visitors
value in the KNP. I definitely object to the proposal to develop Japanese style bath houses in the Yarrangobily Caves springs area.
To replicate the bath houses would require heating of the spring waters using gas heating. This would be a travesty of the current
values of the KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 16 August 2021 3:26 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 15:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
martin
Last name
clifton
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
maitland 2320
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
object to this folly.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:23:58 PM
dpie-ltr-200821-snowy-mountains-sap-draft-masterplan.pdf

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Martin
Last name
Fallding
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Singleton 2330
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
dpie-ltr-200821-snowy-mountains-sap-draft-masterplan.pdf

Submission
Please see attached submission on he Special Activation Precinct Masterplan
I agree to the above statement
Yes

20 August 2021

Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessment
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022, Parramatta NSW 2124

Dear Sir/Madam
Comments – Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Masterplan

I refer to the public exhibition of the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft
Masterplan and wish to make comments.
As a specialist environmental planner familiar with the Snowy Mountains and Activation Precinct
Area, I read with interest the proposals in the draft Masterplan and Appendix.
I object to the proposals in the draft Masterplan relating to the Alpine Precinct and proposals for
additional development and accommodation to be allowed within Kosciuszko National Park.
This park was established for the purposes of nature conservation and protection of
biodiversity, and these should take priority over further high impact development and recreation.
Other comments are as follows:
1. While the draft Masterplan includes encouraging “carbon negative operations” as an
environmental resilience principles on page 25, there are no further guidelines. It is
suggested that the Plan should be amended to include a range of measures to
encourage and support carbon neutral development and activities. This should ensure
that all new development within Kosciuszko National park is to be carbon neutral over
its full life cycle including both construction and operational emissions.
2. The Masterplan proposes a strategic indicator on page 25 to implement a carbon
neutral certification plan “informed by clear emissions boundaries and inventory”. This
should have been prepared prior to the preparation of the Masterplan, or at least a
section of the plan needs to be included so all developments can meet this requirement
for carbon neutral development as a requirement of approval.
3. An additional objective of the plan should be to facilitate no net loss of biodiversity
values, and to provide for biodiversity offsets to compensate for impacts.
4. The Masterplan does not properly consider bush fire risk planning and management
within the Alpine Precinct. New development is proposed to require compliance with
Planning for Bush Fire Protection 2019. However, this guideline was not intended or
prepared for development within national parks. A higher standard of bush fire
protection is required, and this should be recognised in location specific bush fire
requirements in the master plan and plan of management.
5. Extensive new development proposed for Yarrangobilly Caves is inappropriate and
does not constitute ecologically sustainable development. This should not proceed.

6. Environmental management systems already in place have failed to protect key
environmental values in Kosciuszko National Park. What is proposed represents a
significant risk and is not likely to be successful.
7. The proposal to significantly increase the bed limit within the park is opposed. Carrying
capacity is already reached in most areas and should not be increased further.
Additional accommodation can be provided outside the park boundary.
8. The Masterplan makes no reference to Snowy Monaro Destination Management Plan
2019, which is an important regional document identifying tourism needs and
opportunities including the Alpine and Jindabyne areas. The provisions of the
Masterplan need to be consistent with the Destination Management Plan.
9. It appears that Snowy Monaro Council has been largely excluded from the process of
preparation of the Masterplan and there are important issues for local governance,
servicing and long term infrastructure costs that have not been considered.
10. The Masterplan appendix has key flaws in the aims and performance criteria relating to:
•
•
•
•

Climate change mitigation and carbon offset requirements
Climate change adaptation
Biodiversity assessment and offsets
Bushfire planning guidelines and standards

Overall, the proposals on public exhibition raise concerns for the future of Kosciuszko National
Park, especially the complex and inappropriate governance arrangements under the Special
Activation Precinct and associated state environmental planning policy provisions.
Thank you for your consideration of this submission.

Yours sincerely

Martin Fallding

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Martin Fallding
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
Re: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 1 September 2021 10:42:18 AM
DPIE ltr 200821 Special Activation Precincts SEPP.pdf
DPIE ltr 200821 Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Masterplan.pdf
DPIE ltr 200821 Alpine SEPP.pdf

Hi
Please see the three attached submissions in relation to the SAP. Note that these relate to separate
matters.
Please confirm receipt of these.
Thanks

Martin Fallding

From: DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox <DPIE.SAP@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: Wednesday, 1 September 2021 10:35 AM
To:
Subject: FW: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Hi Martin,
Thank you for your submissions.
The attachment for the below submission was not received. Are you able to provide by return
email.
I have attached those we did receive.
Kind Regards,
Special Activation Precincts team
From: noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Sent: Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:22 PM
To: DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox <DPIE.SAP@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Cc: DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox <eplanning.exhibitions@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Subject: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:

Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Martin
Last name
Fallding
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Singleton 2330
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please see attached submission on the Special Activation Precinct SEPP
I agree to the above statement
Yes

20 August 2021
Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessment
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022, Parramatta NSW 2124

Dear Sir/Madam
Comments – Proposed amendment to Alpine SEPP
I refer to the public exhibition of the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SMSAP)
Draft Masterplan and Discussion Paper and wish to make comments.
As a regular visitor to Kosciuszko National Park and the Snowy Mountains Activation Precinct
Area, and having a professional interest in the NSW planning system, I recognise the
complexities associated with the proposal and the importance of achieving planning outcomes.
My comments regarding the amended Alpine SEPP and new Alpine DCP are as follows:
1. The environmental resilience principles in the Draft SMSAP Masterplan (page 25) are to
“encourage carbon negative operations” and the draft amendment to Kosciuszko
National Park Plan of Management states that management of the park will “move to
become carbon neutral” (page 3). The Alpine SEPP should also recognise carbon
emissions mitigation as an objective. The aim and objectives of State Environmental
Planning Policy (Kosciuszko National Park—Alpine Resorts) 2007 should be amended
to include the aim of carbon neutral development and activities, and an objective that all
new development within Kosciuszko National park is to be carbon neutral over its full
life cycle including both construction and operational emissions.
2. An additional objective for both the Alpine SEPP and development control plan should
be to facilitate no net loss of biodiversity values. Both these instruments should also
include provisions facilitating the provision of environmental offsets (both carbon and
biodiversity) where developments have net impacts on either or both of these matters.
3. Governance arrangements within the Alpine Precinct resulting from overlaps between
the Alpine SEPP, Special Activation Precinct SEPP, and Kosciuszko National Park Plan
of Management are complex, confusing and problematic. These should be simplified
and move towards former arrangements where there was one approval authority and
one legislative framework namely the National Parks and Wildlife Service as landowner.
The unworkability of governance arrangements is the result of two state planning
policies, two master plans, one plan of management, one development control plan,
one community participation plan, nine different approval pathways, and the
involvement of at least 3 government agencies.
Thank you for your consideration of this submission. Please contact me for any questions
regarding the details above.
Yours sincerely

Martin Fallding

20 August 2021

Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessment
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022, Parramatta NSW 2124

Dear Sir/Madam
Comments – Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Masterplan

I refer to the public exhibition of the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft
Masterplan and wish to make comments.
As a specialist environmental planner familiar with the Snowy Mountains and Activation Precinct
Area, I read with interest the proposals in the draft Masterplan and Appendix.
I object to the proposals in the draft Masterplan relating to the Alpine Precinct and proposals for
additional development and accommodation to be allowed within Kosciuszko National Park.
This park was established for the purposes of nature conservation and protection of
biodiversity, and these should take priority over further high impact development and recreation.
Other comments are as follows:
1. While the draft Masterplan includes encouraging “carbon negative operations” as an
environmental resilience principles on page 25, there are no further guidelines. It is
suggested that the Plan should be amended to include a range of measures to
encourage and support carbon neutral development and activities. This should ensure
that all new development within Kosciuszko National park is to be carbon neutral over
its full life cycle including both construction and operational emissions.
2. The Masterplan proposes a strategic indicator on page 25 to implement a carbon
neutral certification plan “informed by clear emissions boundaries and inventory”. This
should have been prepared prior to the preparation of the Masterplan, or at least a
section of the plan needs to be included so all developments can meet this requirement
for carbon neutral development as a requirement of approval.
3. An additional objective of the plan should be to facilitate no net loss of biodiversity
values, and to provide for biodiversity offsets to compensate for impacts.
4. The Masterplan does not properly consider bush fire risk planning and management
within the Alpine Precinct. New development is proposed to require compliance with
Planning for Bush Fire Protection 2019. However, this guideline was not intended or
prepared for development within national parks. A higher standard of bush fire
protection is required, and this should be recognised in location specific bush fire
requirements in the master plan and plan of management.
5. Extensive new development proposed for Yarrangobilly Caves is inappropriate and
does not constitute ecologically sustainable development. This should not proceed.

6. Environmental management systems already in place have failed to protect key
environmental values in Kosciuszko National Park. What is proposed represents a
significant risk and is not likely to be successful.
7. The proposal to significantly increase the bed limit within the park is opposed. Carrying
capacity is already reached in most areas and should not be increased further.
Additional accommodation can be provided outside the park boundary.
8. The Masterplan makes no reference to Snowy Monaro Destination Management Plan
2019, which is an important regional document identifying tourism needs and
opportunities including the Alpine and Jindabyne areas. The provisions of the
Masterplan need to be consistent with the Destination Management Plan.
9. It appears that Snowy Monaro Council has been largely excluded from the process of
preparation of the Masterplan and there are important issues for local governance,
servicing and long term infrastructure costs that have not been considered.
10. The Masterplan appendix has key flaws in the aims and performance criteria relating to:
•
•
•
•

Climate change mitigation and carbon offset requirements
Climate change adaptation
Biodiversity assessment and offsets
Bushfire planning guidelines and standards

Overall, the proposals on public exhibition raise concerns for the future of Kosciuszko National
Park, especially the complex and inappropriate governance arrangements under the Special
Activation Precinct and associated state environmental planning policy provisions.
Thank you for your consideration of this submission.

Yours sincerely

Martin Fallding

20 August 2021
Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessment
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022, Parramatta NSW 2124
Dear Sir/Madam
Comments – Special Activation Precincts SEPP
I refer to the public exhibition of the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft
Masterplan and wish to make comments relating to the Special Activation Precinct SEPP.
As a specialist environmental planner familiar with the Snowy Mountains and Activation Precinct
Area, I have reviewed with interest the proposals in the discussion paper and draft masterplan
on exhibition. My comments are as follows:
1. While I do not object to the proposed zonings and development outside Kosciuszko
National Park, I believe the proposals within the National Park are inappropriate and
should not proceed.
2. The proposed provisions of the SEPP are inequitable, complex and make the approval
system increasingly opaque. Streamlined approvals are likely to be counterproductive
and result in limited assessment of the impacts and ultimately increase costs of
development. For streamlined approvals to be required shows that the existing approval
system is wrong. The focus of attention should be on a workable planning and approval
system that is fair for the whole community.
3. Snowy Monaro Council is likely to be disadvantaged by the proposed governance
arrangements as an infrastructure and service provider with little influence over future
costs of infrastructure maintenance. Similarly, removal of planning powers from the
Council causes increasing duplication and fragmentation of approvals systems and is to
the long term detriment of the community.
4. Inappropriate consideration has been given to the need to achieve carbon neutral
development of the proposed Special Activation Precincts over the 40 year time frame.
A key element of the proposal must be to take immediate steps towards carbon
neutrality in land use, construction and transport. The Special Activation Precincts
SEPP should be amended to include an objective for development to be carbon neutral
over its full life cycle including both construction and operational emissions. This should
include provisions allowing development approval conditions requiring carbon offsets.
5. Kosciuszko National Park is an internationally important area for the protection of
biodiversity and its values are already threatened by development. Additional
accommodation and facilities that expand the current development footprint and impact
should not proceed.
Thank you for your consideration of this submission.

Yours sincerely

Martin Fallding

Subject: Snowy Mountains SAP - Water and Wastewater System Upgrades Required
See attached submission for consideration.
Regards
  

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Sunday, 8 August 2021 10:22 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sun, 08/08/2021 - 10:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mary Ann
Last name
Irvin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Artarmon. 2064
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) is no longer pristine and environmentally resilient. Feral horses have been allowed to multiply
and run wild over this area destroying much of the natural heritage of the area. This land should be allowed to recover, rather than
impose further damaging 'management practices' on it. It is still recovering from damage inflicted by construction of the Snowy
Mountains Hydro Scheme, historic grazing and mining activity and impacts from tourist resorts.
KNP is precious and any plan of management should include maximum protection. To allow overhead power lines and further
construction and encouragement of tourist resorts will obviously cause further damage to this fragile environment.
This National park was created to protect this unique and precious place. It was not created to be a wealth creating vehicle that will
ultimately destroy the very environment it is promoting. The increase in development and tourism will do just that.
Really - shame on the Ministers who bow down to the National party's cruel agenda. We have good honest ministers who must
oppose this master plan. Step up please M. Keen
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:04:16 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mary
Last name
Webster
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Raymond Terrace 2324
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the further destruction of this beautiful area for the interests and greed of the most destructive animal on he planet
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 11:06 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 11:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mathew
Last name
Carroll
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Lake Crackenback
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Thank you for the opportunity to comment and provide feedback on the Snowy Mountains SAP.
As a dual resident having a second home in
, as well as being a resident of
, I am invested and
concerned for the potential growth opportunities under proposal within the SAP. I have lived in the region for 3 years and visited
the region for now on 39 years.
I am under no illusion that development of the area is required to ensure continued prosperity and functional services to the wider
community and tourism industry that drives the local economy of much of the region.
However I have significant concerns with the development options proposed within sectors of the plan that appear to seek to
create a "fun park" commercial opportunity it would seem for developers at the risk of the environment and existing beauty of areas
in the West Jindabyne sector, namely under the guise of a mountain bike adventure park.
The creation of the gondola as an enhanced population transport option is fanciful and the inclusion of this and the adventure park
rides and lifts will dramatically and potentially irreversibly scar the beautiful environmental surrounds. It is highly unlikely that the
gondola will be "free for foot traffic" again creating either a "white elephant" or purely a cash grab for a developer of company profit.
1

The focus should be on enhancing the infrastructure that is in place to reduce congestion during peak operating periods (be that all
year round as activities such as mountain biking) increase and enabling direct community services, in health, schooling and aged
care. This should not come at the cost of the local environment, and most certainly expansion into Nation Parks areas. It must be
complimentary or upgrading of existing infrastructure where possible.
I understand in some cases there is no option but to create new development, however there is an underlying bias in the plan for
"commercial" developments, be they accomodation, "fun parks", or other supporting commercial assets, that are not in the true
heart of environmental and adventure tourism. Which are the long term viability of the region, and must be protected for
generations to come.
I am strongly opposed to the gondola, and adventure park proposals and expansion into the West Jindabyne area associated.
Further commercialisation and accomodation growth (not necessarily upgrade) in the National Park should not occur.
Kind regards
Mat Carroll
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:57:18 PM
sap-submission-western-lake-jindabyne 0 docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-western-lake-jindabyne 0.docx

Submission
Western Lake Jindabyne - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to:
Western Lake Jindabyne ‐ Page 66 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.
2.
3.
4.

Holiday Park with Eco Cabins and camping options
Improved lake access for water activities
Continued access to the lakeshore
Underpass for Kosciuszko Road for Hatchery Bay Trail / TVT

Dislikes –
1. Resort – This would an eyesore visible from all parts of the town that currently look at rolling
farmland into the mountains.
2. Golf course – These are incredibly resource hungry and require far too much water usage
and chemicals right next to what is the TOWNS WATER SUPPLY. There is already a golf
course at Coolamatong (near Berridale) – How about supporting and investing in this
instead?
3. Convention centre
4. Any residential development of this area.
Additions –
1. If this area is to be developed, it contains important areas to the local indigenous community
and their heritage within it and they need to be given the appropriate level of care. Building
a golf course and resort reeks of privileged disregard for the natural beauty of the area.
2. I would prefer to see this area remain undeveloped and if anything, returned to itsit’s
natural state if it’s no longer being used as farming/ grazing land.
Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:56:36 PM
sap-submission-town-centre-growth.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-town-centre-growth.docx

Submission
Town Centre Grow h - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to:
Town Centre Growth ‐ Page 72 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
This part of the SAP remains quite vague and does not support enough quality information to make an informed decision
on the proposed future of this area.
Like –
1.

Retaining the town character and low‐rise dwelling options

Dislike –
1. Development of tourist accommodation in this area that would go over 3 stories and impact
the lake views of established dwellings
2. The proposed opening of Park Road to Reedys Cutting Road as a public road and the bus
route. I am vehemently opposed to this happening. This area has high pedestrian use and
should be kept as a sporting/community use area only.

ADDITIONAL NOTES:
1.
I am worried that the existing John Connors Oval on Park Road will be sold off and used for development of
tourist based or residential housing.
This land belongs to the community and should never be deferred form its original intended purpose of sporting and green
space for the community.
The space should continue to be used as an oval, Stock Yard and free space for residents and tourists alike. This space only
needs to be made more user friendly – perhaps a dedicated dog park as part of the current usage and more formalised
parking in the area.
2.
The map on page 73 does not indicate the already large green space that occupies the ridgeline behind Bogong
Street, the John Connors oval and above Clyde Street continuing to the Pine Forest on Barry Way and Kosciuszko Road. This
corridor needs to be protected and preserved form any development

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:47:32 PM
sap-submission-thredbo-ranger-station.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-thredbo-ranger-sta ion.docx

Submission
Thredbo Ranger Station - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Thredbo Ranger Station ‐ Page 110 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.

I am happy to support the improvement in existing infrastructure for day tourist usage, eg:
Amenities and picnic areas and educational walking trails/ fishing areas. Day use only.

Neutral –
1. Overnight camping options and fishing lodge.
Dislike –
1. Glamping options at this site.

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:46:46 PM
sap-submission-sports-and-education-precinct docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-sports-and-education-precinct.docx

Submission
Sports and Education Precinct - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to:
Sports and Education Precinct ‐ Page 59 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Separation and development of the junior and senior schools.
Increased size and functionality of the school
Higher Education options – TAFE & access to university options
Implementation of sporting facilities and upgrade to Sport & Recreation.
Upgrades for school camp and sporting group facilities.
Pedestrian / cycling link access to town

Additions –
1. There is a significant emphasis on the sporting aspect of the school precinct.
Please give further consideration to arts, culture, outdoor education, not just sport.
2. The Aquatic facility should be inclusive of a heated public pool with health facilities and rainy
day, indoor entertainment options (similar to the the AIS facility at Thredbo) This should also
include disability access.
3. The oval and sporting facilities should be viewed as an addition to the John Connors Oval
and facilities currently used in town and NOT a replacement for it.
4. Sporting facilities should have no cost options and be available for public usage, eg:
Basketball courts etc. Most schools around Australia have become fenced off and publicly
inaccessible.
Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:46:31 PM
sap-submission-sponars-chalet.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral
Submission file
sap-submission-sponars-chalet.docx

Submission
Sponars Chalet - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Sponars Chalet ‐ Page 112 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. Rebuild of the Chalet / Upgrade of existing accommodation and facilities.
2. General site upgrade – infrastructure
3. Increased day usage and creation of summer activities in this area.

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:45:27 PM
sap-submission-southern-connector.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-southern-connector.docx

Submission
Southern Connector Road - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to:
Southern Connector ‐ Page 56 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. Connector / Bypass Road to take traffic out of Kosciuszko Road, especially busy day tripper
private vehicles
2. Provide better access to industrial area for heavy vehicles and resorts instead of through
town.
Dislike –
1. Future proof this road now. It needs to be 4 lanes to start with to be more appealing than
driving through town. If you are going to build it with a future widening in mind, just do it at
the outset, saving future costs and disruptions considering the future visitor numbers and
access to the National Park.

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:44:24 PM
sap-submission-smiggin-holes.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral
Submission file
sap-submission-smiggin-holes.docx

Submission
Smiggin Holes - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Smiggin Holes ‐ Page 102 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Improvement and development of existing lodges / amenities
Relocation of the Workshop
New gateway to the resort
Retaining of low‐density village
Better public transport access from Jindabyne.

Additions –
1. Smiggin Holes is a great opportunity to provide more accommodation for on‐snow resort
staff.

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:43:40 PM
sap-submission-ski-rider.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral
Submission file
sap-submission-ski-rider.docx

Submission
Ski Rider - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Ski Rider ‐ Page 114 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. Improved accommodation and infrastructure at this site
2. Continued use of the Ski Rider Bus to limit the cars required to travel to Perisher Valley

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:43:06 PM
sap-submission-perisher.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-perisher.docx

Submission
Perisher - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Perisher Village ‐ Page 98 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. Improvement and development of Perisher Village including a reasonable, sustainable
increase in bed numbers for both tourists and staff.
2. Improvement of low impact transport options eg: LESS cars.
3. Improved transport options between Perisher Range resorts and Jindabyne – Less focus on
large numbers of cars.
4. Better facilities for snow play areas, less focus on just skiing/snowboarding
5. Better implementation of biking / hiking trails for usage outside of winter.
Dislike –
1.
2.
3.
4.

Any increase in air traffic or commercial access to National Park for “highflyers”
Viewing platform at Porcupine Rocks. This would be an eyesore.
Abolition of current LEP’s and introduction of “streamlined” development approvals.
Lack of consultation with National Parks and other environmental groups relating to the
development of this area.

Additions –
1. ANY building or development in this area needs to be undertaken under the strictest of
guidelines and should be world class, ecologically sustainable and have the utmost respect
for the environment it is in.

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:42:04 PM
sap-submission-mountain-bike-and-adventure-park.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-mountain-bike-and-adventure-park.docx

Submission
Mountain Bike and Adventure Park - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to:
Mountain Bike and Adventure Park ‐ Page 62 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. Mountain Bike and Adventure Park.
2. Increase in mountain bike trails
3. Activity nodes / retail – eg cafes, bike shops etc.
Neutral –
1. Alpine Heritage Centre – This would be better suited to be in town – perhaps as part of the
town / civic centre rather than a standalone.
Additions –
1. Needs to consider more options for disabilities access as well as low/zero cost tourist
options. Mountain bike parks seemingly only cater to well‐heeled, able‐bodied persons.
Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:41:05 PM
sap-submission-leesville-and-aerodrome.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral
Submission file
sap-submission-leesville-and-aerodrome.docx

Submission
Leesville and Aerodrome - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to:
Leesville and Aerodrome ‐ Page 82 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.
2.
3.
4.

Increase in service industry, construction, and industrial / commercial usage.
Leave existing aerodrome as is.
Green corridor along the Barry Way
Redevelopment of the Leesville Hotel

Additions –
1. Road access into Leesville requires a significant upgrade due to the nature of the traffic (eg
Heavy Vehicles)
2. Ensure strict environmental guidelines for usage of this area, to not impact the surrounding
area by commercial usage.
Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:40:27 PM
sap-submission-kosciuszko-tourist-park docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral
Submission file
sap-submission-kosciuszko-tourist-park docx

Submission
Kosciuszko Tourist Park - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to:
Kosciuszko Tourist Park ‐ Page 122 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.
2.
3.
4.

Improved accommodation and infrastructure at this site
Park and Ride options to the resort from the National Park Entrance
Sustainable increase in bed numbers and camping
Affordable accommodation options

Additions – This would be a perfect location for glamping / Eco cabins as it close to the natural snow
line but is rarely snowed in.

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:39:44 PM
sap-submission-jindabyne-west.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-jindabyne-west.docx

Submission
Jindabyne West - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to:
Jindabyne West ‐ Page 74 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Park and Ride is a great idea
Mixed use residential
Focus on limiting scenic impact (eg: ridgeline building)
Protection of the indigenous heritage sites
Provide more options for permanent dwellings, not just tourist accommodation.
Interconnected walking and cycling access to town centre / shops & school

Dislike –
1. Significant engineering of slopes for building purposes. Costly and unnecessary. Leave these
areas alone.
Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:38:59 PM
sap-submission-jindabyne-town-centre-and-foreshore.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-jindabyne-town-centre-and-foreshore.docx

Submission
Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to:
Town Centre and Foreshore ‐ Page 42 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. Support increased pedestrian / cycle access and a reinvigoration of the foreshore for public
use.
2. Year‐round event space at the Claypits. This area is highly utilised already and due for a great
infrastructure and amenities update.
3. Streets designed for people – Kalkite St, Snowy River Ave and the lower part of Thredbo Tce,
I support to make far more pedestrian friendly.
4. Retention of the current NPWS Visitors Centre and integrating this into a “Town Square”
idea with a community building and plaza area behind the Memorial Hall
5. Redevelopment of the Mitre 10 corner (Thredbo Tce, Snowy River Ave) into something more
appropriate to the Town Square. Mitre 10 should be in Leesville. This place is better served
as retail / tourist accommodation.
6. Aged Care Facility – This is mentioned briefly in the SAP but needs to be actuated
7. Community Facilities that also cater to tourists for poor weather days eg: Library, upgrade of
the cinema, arts spaces, heritage centres, gym, climbing wall.
8. Redevelopment of the existing school site to incorporate a range of the community services
and civic buildings.
9. Health Services upgrade to more suitable locations eg: Current school site.
10. Support the beautification/ upgrade of many of the current buildings in town to have a more
alpine feel. EG: Town Centre, Razorback Plaza, Lakeview Plaza
11. Support the growth for a second, more accessible supermarket.
12. Inclusive outdoor play spaces
13. Redevelopment of the Lake Jindabyne Hotel
14. Youth Hub at the existing school site
15. Basketball Half Court
16. Upgrade shared path on Foreshore
17. Revegetation and clean up of area around Curiosity Rocks
Neutral –
1. Beach at Rydges. While a nice idea, it’s not well thought out, especially given the working
nature of Lake Jindabyne as a functional dam. Limited usage in late summer. It also has a
major storm water outlet nearby and is not a great place to swim. There has been a
jetty/pontoon here in the past and it spent much of it’s time unused and high/dry on the
mud. This would be better served at the far more utilised area at the Claypits.

Dislike –
1. Kosciuszko Road should remain as a 4‐lane road, with the outer lanes utilised as clearways
for event parking. If there is concern about pedestrian crossing, then add traffic lights or
over/underpasses. By putting this down to a 2‐lane road it has the potential on busy days to
grind the traffic in town to a halt, which already currently happens.
2. I am not happy that the NRMA Holiday Park is being moved out in favour of an expensive
“signature” development. This just unfortunately reeks of wanting to cater predominantly to
the well heeled and to move the well established and busy tourist park currently in town to
a location further away from the town centre where these people will then need to drive to
access retail / food / services.
3. Development of any accommodation that exceeds 3 storeys and impact existing town lake
views.
4. Overdevelopment of the lake foreshore. This needs to remain as a public space.
Additions –
1. The focus of this part of the SAP appears to be almost entirely on economic factors and
tourism rather than making our town more functional for the community.
This town does not need another coffee shop / café. It has a far greater need for community
and social infrastructure. These things are mentioned, but do not make a highlighted
appearance and I fear that the large bulk of the development opportunities opened up here
will be seen as just another opportunity to continue on with the same old theme of fleecing
winter tourism and the growing summer tourist market, to heck with the community who
actually live here.
2. Any further development in Banjo Patterson Park needs to include the facilitation of a
suitable Soldiers Memorial before it worries about more playground equipment. Keep in
mind that this park occasionally goes under water when the dam height is high.
3. Boardwalks on the lakeshore are completely unnecessary. They are costly and not required
given the current 100% lakeshore access that already exists.
4. Retention of the current Disc Golf Course. This is far more popular than you may realise.
5. Encouragement for business and all future accommodation be built to high eco standards,
with integration of green energy solutions and green spaces. This is fitting with the vision of
the alpine area and should be something that we take pride in.

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:38:11 PM
sap-submission-island-bend.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-island-bend.docx

Submission
Island Bend - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Island Bend ‐ Page 120 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Improved amenities for campers and day usage
Snowy Valley Walk
Site remediation of old town asbestos containing buildings.
Improved access / roads to camping areas
Rehabilitation of area back to its natural environment. Eg: former airstrip.

Dislike –
1. Eco Cabins / Glamping option
2. Kitchen/Shower block – This area is currently overwhelmed in winter already due to staff
and long‐term visitation/ camping. I feel that this would only encourage more of this.
Additions ‐ Would like to see this area for short term stays / camping only. Booking system to be
monitored by NPWS.

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:37:30 PM
sap-submission-guthega.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-gu hega.docx

Submission
Guthega - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Guthega ‐ Page 104 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1‐
2‐
3‐
4‐
5‐

Sealing Guthega Road from Power Station to Guthega Village
Enhancement of current hiking trail access eg: Illawong Walk
Improvement of existing lodges/infrastructure for day / tourist use
Upgrades to parking
Amenities upgrade

Neutral –
1. Camping facilities at Guthega Dam Wall (Most long‐distance walkers prefer to camp on the
Main Range, not at the trail head.
Dislike –
1. Abolition of current LEP’s and introduction of “streamlined” development approvals.
2. Lack of consultation with National Parks and other environmental groups relating to the
development of this area.

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:36:48 PM
sap-submission-east-jindabyne.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral
Submission file
sap-submission-east-jindabyne.docx

Submission
East Jindabyne - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to:
East Jindabyne Precinct ‐ Page 78 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Protection of the sites under the Lake Jindabyne Scenic Protection Area
Foreshore access trail for public usage
Safeguarding of lake and mountain views
Proposed small commercial node for local residents eg: Small shop
Upgrade of Kosciuszko Road / Jerrara Drive intersection.
Public Recreation areas & Green spaces
All ages, ALL inclusive play space

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:35:47 PM
sap-submission-creel-bay docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission-creel-bay.docx

Submission
Creel Bay - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to:
Creel Bay ‐ Page 116 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1. Arts, Culture and Education usage, Hub for indigenous culture and learning of the
surrounding areas.
2. Amenities for day usage
3. Camping and Day usage
4. Adaptive re‐use of existing nature‐based tourist accommodation / cottages
5. Boat ramp upgrade at Creel Bay

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:34:38 PM
sap-submission-charlotte-pass docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral
Submission file
sap-submission-charlotte-pass.docx

Submission
Charlotte Pass - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to: Kosciuszko National Park – Alpine Precinct
Charlotte Pass ‐ Page 106 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Redevelopment of existing lodges and tourist accommodation
Redevelopment of infrastructure within Charlotte Pass Resort
Gateway portal improvement
Shuttle bus / bus stop
Formalised day visitor parking and access to Main Range trails
New staff accommodation

Dislike –
1. Any commercial motorised vehicle access beyond Charlotte Pass turning circle (Aside from
current NPWS & Emergency Services

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:33:43 PM
sap-submission-barry-way-south.docx

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 17:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
De Waard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral
Submission file
sap-submission-barry-way-sou h.docx

Submission
Barry Way South - Submission in attached document
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Individual Submission 20th August 2021

Name: Matt De Waard
Background: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Submission relates to:
Barry Way South ‐ Page 86 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like –
1.
2.
3.
4.

Seasonal worker accommodation options are a massive plus
Bungarra precinct development.
Pedestrian and cycling link to town
Expansion of The Station Resort – This area also needs some significant investment, with
aged infrastructure.
5. Rural residential development – Lifestyle blocks similar to High Country Estate/ Lakewood

Additions –
1. Consider more affordable housing options in this area to suit lower income staff and
residents.
2. Health and Wellness Retreat opportunity?
3. Staff Accommodation options at The Station Resort for Perisher staff could use a major
upgrade.
4. Park and Ride / Public transport options for Resort Staff from this area.

Regards,
Matt De Waard

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:39:48 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
Leithhead
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3153
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:59:31 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
Muir
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2075
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Stop developing Australia’s natural landscape, in 20 years cause of global warming there will be very little snow to even ski on
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:37:11 PM
sap-submission-cascade-trail-head-to-jindabyne.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
Murtagh
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
sap-submission-cascade-trail-head-to-jindabyne.pdf

Submission
Mountain Bike Trail Proposal
Cascade Trail Head To Jindabyne

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Matt Murtagh

Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan June 2021 Feedback
I query what the Jindabyne/Snowy Mountains vision to become a mountain bike destination involves. My desktop research into iconic mountain bike
destinations revealed having a large quantity of kilometres of intermediate cross-country trails are major factors in being a successful mountain bike
destination.
I understand that several trail options have been proposed previously however it still remains there is no one strategy binding Jindabyne or the Snowy
Mountains Region to a plan moving forward. Land managers in the Area are planning and, in some cases, constructing trail in a way that they believe will
contribute to the status of a ‘mountain bike destination’, but is this multiple strategies or a cohesive one for the Region.
This Area has a point of difference that needs to be optimized and promote. As there is nowhere else in NSW with this Iconic landscape and limited other
trail destinations in Australia.
Being a member of one of the major stakeholder community groups the Jindabyne Trail Stewardship
Jindabyne Trail Stewardship background:
The Jindabyne Trail Stewardship (JTS) is a self-sustaining, non-profit group that aims to preserve, improve, and maintain access to the existing and future
mountain bike trail network within Jindabyne and surrounding areas, in an environmentally sensitive and economically viable way. JTS adopts a custodian
and caretaker role of trails in partnership with public, private and traditional landowners. Mountain bike trail works and upkeep are achieved using proven
principles of trail design and maintenance to minimize impact, erosion and trail degradation, utilizing dedicated community volunteers, backed and trained
by the skills of professional trail builders.

1

actively maintain and improve the local trail network. Volunteers have completed over 3000 person-hours since inception in 2014.





engage contractors and directly employ local trail builders in order to complete major trail building and maintenance activities.
have funded, procured and coordinated the installation of new trailhead signage, seating, bike wash facility and trail counters.
successfully partner with local business to construct new trails and continue to engage with volunteer and contractor workforce to maintain the
existing trail network.

SAP Submission 2019:
JTS has a shared vision to ‘make Jindabyne & the Snowy Mountains a national & international mountain biking destination’.
The proposal for the Mountain Bike & Adventure Park would cater to the gravity segment, which is only a portion of the whole mountain bike market.
The vision has been well received by SAP and included in the proposed masterplan.
I am proposing three intermediate trails (blue IMBA grading)




Cascade Trail Head to Thredbo Village
Thredbo Village to Thredbo Diggings/Crackenback
Crackenback to Jindabyne via a ridgeline

These suggestions may seem like duplication of the already constructed Thredbo Valley Track, however, below are the key influencing factors for the
proposed three stages:



Cater for cross country intermediate market, the largest mountain biking market as per Trailfork stats in table below
Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) is an iconic to Australians with landscapes to match. The proposed trail is going to showcase the area. Most trail
destinations in Australia are trails in the bush. The proposed trail is based on iconic trails in New Zealand and North America.
 Increasing the total kilometres within the Jindabyne/Snowy Mountains Area to truly be a ‘Mountain Bike Destination’
 Environmental Factors:
o Aspect, north, north west facing allowing for longer riding season
o Canopy, protecting the trail from the elements
o Site appropriate to a particular place and setting
o Avoiding major water courses and the wet valley floor
o Avoiding the shady moist areas that close trails for months.
• Environmentally and socially sustainable:
o Using existing roads, parking and camping areas
2












o Viewing the main range, without effecting the bio diversity or flora or fauna
Outcomes-focused, able to provide the targeted experience and benefits for the identified rider skill level
Economically responsible, taking into account long-term costs associated with maintenance and administration
Private & Commercial Shuttling
Ebikes becoming more common:
o therefore the rider/ tourist need more km of trail to ride and experience.
o Trails that would have only been graded more difficult, are now possible to the ebiker
Trail quality
Creating loops/links to the existing Thredbo Valley Trail:
o Improves options for when events have sections of trail closed or sections are closed due to maintenance work.
o Reduces user conflict
As winter numbers dwindle due to reduced snow, NPWS vistor numbers will reduce, leading to reduced gate takings and revenue loss.
The changing MTB market? What are the facts?
o To work this out JTS has created a spread sheet to look at similar destinations locally and international,
o To cut through the rumour or opinion and look at the data available through https://www.trailforks.com/

I’m proposing a blue trail that can built to fit into the landscape/topography. Reducing the need for expensive platforms and bridges. Keeping in trend with
similar locations in New Zealand and North America
The spread sheet below shows Australian and other trail locations that have similar topography and features to Jindabyne

3
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5

Cascade Trail Head to Thredbo Village: Providing a cross-country downhill style track in an alpine environment amongst a challenging landscape. The
previous business case for the Thredbo Valley Track extension proposed by NPWS for this trail was for Green beginner grade, assuming that the bulk of the
market prefers beginner trail and provide links for Thredbo guests. In this terrain, beginner trails are limited and costly, forcing the trail alignment to solve
problems that could be resolved by changing the trail grade to intermediate and therefore enabling an increase to gradients, narrow trail width and
avoiding costly infrastructure such as bridges and platforms. The previous research from NPWS in this area should be built upon for appropriate trail
alignment to match the intermediate grade and reduce any other risk factors.
Stage 1 Cascade Trail Head to Thredbo Village

6

Thredbo Village to Thredbo Diggings/Crackenback: provides vistas over the Main Range while riding single track in Alpine and Sub-Alpine environments,
matching NZ and North America. This trail is differentiated from the Thredbo Valley Track by having these vistas rather than riding around amongst the
bush similar to most trails in Australia.
Stage 2 Thredbo Village to the Diggings/Crackenback

7

Crackenback to Jindabyne: this trail provides an alternative to the Lower Thredbo Valley Track along a ridgeline with vistas of valleys and farmland. This will
be able to ride for longer due to its aspect and track surface. This trails aims to extend tourists stay by more nights as it is easily accessible to Jindabyne and
provides additional riding in the region. Alternative routes such as ‘around the lake’ recently suggested push tourists further away from Jindabyne
decreasing tourist nights and revenue.
Stage 3 Crackenback to Jindabyne

8

What is the market?
To look at current market trends that were applicable Jindabyne. As a member of JTS I looked at similar locations in north America and New Zealand to try
and understand the data. I developed a spreadsheet which explains what is current and what is needed. Mountain biking is a global industry and has
changed significantly in the last 10 years.
As part of that process Blue Derby Tasmania has recently become a focal point in Australia, for a quality trail experience, yet low visitor numbers compared
to other Australian Mountain bike destinations.
Trails that are similar experience in Australia, New Zealand and North America. All these trail are able to be broken into manageable sections and
completed by the intermediate rider to advanced . No trail is the same, and yet all trails provide a different experience, which is part of the appeal.

Blu Tier Trail top to Bottom, Blu Derby Tasmania

9

Altas, Blue Derby Tasmania:

Old Ghost Rd Trail , New Zealand

Aspen/Snowmass, Colorado, U.S.A

10

Paparoa Track, New Zealand

Tahoe Rim Trail, California, Nevada, U.S.A

North Umpqa Trail, Oregan USA

11

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 6:58 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 18:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Busch
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Lyons, ACT 2606
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hello,
I am a resident of Canberra and a regular visitor to KNP during all four seasons of the year. I am particularly concerned about the
potential, although unspecified, changes to the Alpine SEPP. Of particular concern to me are references to changes that will
increase development and accommodation in the Alpine areas of KNP.
As I hope you are aware, these Alpine areas are highly fragile and unique ecosystems. Expanding the levels of accommodation
and other facilities in these valleys will have significant consequences for water, waste management, and other impacts on this
important and unique natural landscape. Given the experience of the 2019-2020 fire season, there also needs to be significant
thought given to any developments that may require future defence against the landscape wide fires that will only occur more
frequently.
These Alpine areas are truly unique in their beauty and minimal development, and these changes would deteriorate what makes
the park important and what many park users love most about it. Indeed, what makes KNP so special is a direct result of the
limited development that has taken place (almost entirely around the ski resorts). A National Park should preserve our natural and
cultural inheritances for democratic and accessible use by the entire public, rather than prioritising commercial development or
1

'bustling' village experiences that will only be truly accessible to a comparatively prosperous minority. The ski valleys in KNP are
not Austria or Switzerland, and this is part of its unique Australian charm.
As there are already some existing developments and lodges within the park, the redevelopment or renovation of these facilities is
logical (as mentioned briefly in what materials have been shared with public). This is especially sensible if these changes are to
ensure these facilities are able to manage their impacts and cope with the effects of climate change.
I believe that greater development in Jindabyne and better public transport into the park (especially to the resorts) is a far more
sensible option for expanding and enhancing the public's use of the park. This would also better aide businesses and residents in
Jindabyne, while preserving KNP's treasured biodiversity and ecology as well as the ability of park users to experience its world
class natural beauty and remoteness.
Finally, serious efforts are needed to address the issue of feral animals in the park. This includes both brumbies (by removing the
current Brumby Management Plan, which is completely failed and has no backing in the scientific or conservation community) as
well as wild pigs and dogs. I would suggest these measures include strict punishments for those who intentionally introduce feral
animals into the park. The damage done to more remote areas of the park by feral pigs is a disaster and a risk to fragile
landscapes and the species that live there.
Sincerely
Matthew Busch
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:27:46 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mat hew
Last name
Clark
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Candelo 2550
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Although I support some parts ofg this plan (the improvement and reduction of traffic in Jindabyne being a key one). I am concerned about the impacts
this development will have on the sensi ive kosciuszko NP, particularly the increased levels of accomodation, and introduction of recreational flights
and transporta ion wi hin previously limited access areas of the park. I oppose he clearly big business focus of this proposal, and hope that the NSW
government and other bodies can look abroad to more sustainable towns in similarly sensitive environments for lessons on what and what not to do.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:41 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Page 90
Alpine resorts
Increasing the resort area may need to be considered to spread out the ever increasing number of people in the resorts.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:38 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Page 126
Improved parking
The shuttle buses at the Charlottes Pass turn around will be great to assist the limited parking in that spot but nobody wants to be
stuck in bad weather up there waiting for a bus with no shelter (except the small toilet block).
Car parking at Dead Horse Gap and Upper Thredbo River need attention as well.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:30 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Page 124
Visitor access
While I do not disagree with the idea of public transport I do not think it will work plus it is a detriment to the small local businesses
that offer this service.
I think the resorts should have more on snow staff accommodation and offer staff bus transport.
Having staff bus transport concentrates the numbers onto the buses at convenient times as most staff start at the same and
reduces the pressure on car parks.
Also most staff have no more than two people in each car when a family regularly has at least four per car.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:18 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Page 116
Creel Bay
This is a better area to develop than the western lake foreshore.
It is a nice quite spot not within view of almost anywhere around the lake.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:17 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Page 90
Alpine resorts
All resorts car parking needs attention.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:14 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Page 120
Island Bend
Asbestos should be cleaned up but Island Bend should be left as it is.
We do not want to change everything.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:15 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Page 122
Kosciuszko Tourist Park
Great opportunity to get the most protentional out of this area.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:08 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Page 72
Town Centre Growth
Make sure with any town centre growth we accommodate all the car into carparks and not street parking
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:02 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Page 66
Western Lake Jindabyne
I strongly object to any development the the western side of Lake Jindabyne.
This area should be left the way it is.
Ask anyone from Jindabyne about the view across the lake when we come home.
We drive around the corner above East Jindabyne and see the lake with an undisturbed foreshore that leads all the way to the
mountains and we know we are home.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:56 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Page 64
Mountain Bike and Adventure Park
I do like the idea of this bike park but I am not sure a gondola to the top of round mountain is feasible?
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:01 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Page 50-51
Alpine Heritage Centre
The National Parks Offices would be a great location for the Alpine Heritage Centre.
There is no need for such a large office building in the centre of town.
The National Parks have plenty of suitable space to build new offices.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:52 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Page 60
Community oval and fields (AFL, cricket, 2 x rectangular pitches)
Is the idea if we build these fields so we can do away with the current sporting field which I strongly disagree with.
JJ Conner's Oval could do with some upgrading but should be left where it is.
It has some of the best views of any sporting field around.
These facilities will be great for the new school but remember we don't want to change every thing.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:41 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Page 56-57
Southern Connector Road
While I agree with the connector road it does not explain how the three main intersections work.
How does someone on the Barry Way get into town on a busy weekend morning across this new connector road?
We have only just over come the bottle neck that occurs at the Kosciuszko Road Barry Way intersection and this could undo this.
This connector road should also be four lanes straight away which is just what Kosciuszko Road got recently.
Yes we are planning for the next 40 years but winter traffic has already proved these lanes are required.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:31 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Page 55
Desired Future Character
We do not want to change the character of Jindabyne.
We want better planning and facilities.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:26 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Page 54
Planning 40 years into the future of an adventure sports hub and no mention of a hospital?
It is also ridiculous one of the medical facilities in town has no parking at the front door.
Most of the time when attending a medical facility you are so unwell or broken you can't or don't want to walk across roads or up
stairs to get medical attention.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:19 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Page 54
Corner Snowy River Avenue and
Thredbo Terrace
I agree with the redevelopment here but should also include moving Mitre 10 to a new location.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:17 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Page 52
Jindabyne lakefront development
I do not agree with moving the caravan park especially to the western side of the lake.
The western side of the lake should be left untouched.
If the caravan park needs to be moved it should be within walking distance of the town centre (between the clay pits and horizons
or possibly copper tom point).
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:07 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Page 53
Jindabyne Central School redevelopment
I like the idea of the high school moving out to the new location but there is no need to move the primary school as well.
The infrastructure is all in place for the junior school and works well with the child care centre next door and the OOSC on the
premises.
Most of the buildings have only recently been built and would be a waste to not use for this purpose or worse knock it down.
That school block was only every a junior school until recently.
Move out the demountable class rooms and the kids have their space back.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:13 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Page 53
Aged Care
I am not against having an aged care in Jindabyne but think we should have a Hospital in town to compliment it as well.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:56 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Page 49
» Park Road is a connecting street
between the town centre and
broader Jindabyne township,
focused on the residential areas
to the south and east of the town
centre.
Park Road should stay the way it is with the road terminating at the John Conner's Oval.
It is unsafe to have it as a major access road through the sports fields with children playing on both sides of the road.
This is also a major route for patron's to walk home after a big night out and to put large amounts of traffic along this road will make
it unsafe.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
1

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:48 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Page 48
A New Town Square
While I do like the design of the new town square you are taking away a great deal of car parking spots that we cannot afford to
loose as any event we have nearby these car parks are vital.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:45 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Page 47
Cobble paved vehicle turn around area needs to substantially larger.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:42 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Page 46
Reconfigured intersection treatment with new traffic signals.
There is no need for traffic lights if Kosciuszko Road is only two lanes.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:34:27 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mat hew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Page 46-47
Lake Jindabyne Foreshore Park
New jetty at 903m will be useable with the lake level approximately 1 metre either side of his mark otherwise it will be a hazard.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:09:50 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mat hew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Page 43
Figure 9: Jindabyne Town Centre structure plan
There seems to be a bus route up park road through the Jindabyne oval and into reedys cutting road.
This I do not agree with, as it would be unsafe to put a road through he oval where kids play on bo h sides of the road.
The bus route should be around Kosciusko road where there is room for bus stops and car parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:07 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Fish
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE - NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Page 68
Please no Ecotourism resort or golf course on the western lake front
Maybe you could put some with the mountain bike park?
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 29 July 2021 11:48 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 29/07/2021 - 11:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Hockings
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
This submission relates only to the "East Jindabyne Alternative Structure Plan Option".
The plan propose increasing the open space by 2.8 ha, and green infrastructure by 4.9 ha. This comes at the expense of only 0.3
ha of residential neighbourhood.
This is a very positive gain in open space and green infrastructure for a very modest reduction in residential neighbourhood.
I support this aspect of the plan.
The inclusion of some small business zoning is long overdue also. Providing a cafe, convenience store or similar will provide a
business opportunity as well as reducing unnecessary travel into Jindabyne.
Overall the alternative plan appears positive and I am supportive of its implementation.

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:29:43 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mat hew
Last name
Jones
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra, 2905
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I can’t believe I even have to do this. Destroying more and more land is just ridiculous
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 9:20:02 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 21:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mat hew
Last name
Lister
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3101
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am writing to oppose the proposed plan to build cabins and, in effect, privatize the area near Island Bend campground on the Snowy River. This is a
special area that should be open to all Australians. The proposed changes will make hat not be the case. Rather, it will become open only to a select
few, especially those with money. Unfortunately, such changes are more and more common in Australia, and are detrimental to the heritage of the
country and its future. Currently any person is able to enjoy this wonderful area. If these plans are put in place that will change. Already those who
desire to stay in cabins are able to do so in nearby towns if they wish with little difficult. But, if this change is made, those who enjoy the area as it is
will lose out for good.
Fur hermore, this is an area hat draws white water kayakers from not only all over Australia, but all over the world. This contributes greatly to the local
economy and to Australia more generally. The proposed plan will greatly hreaten this, for the sake of a few. This would be a great loss.
I therefore ask, in the strongest possible terms, that his plan be scrapped. It is wrong-headed. The area should be left as-is.
Sincerely,
Dr. Matthew Lister
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 12:07 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 00:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
matthew
Last name
mccosker
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
BULLI
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a long time financial supporter of the National Parks I am deeply saddened by this grossly indulgent and short-sighted proposal.
At a time when wilderness is stretched enough as it is by the ongoing effects of bushfire damage and land over-development, we
need to be as conservative as we can with our NPWS.
Sincerely,
Matthew McCosker

I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:22:10 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mat hew
Last name
Rehrmann
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
West Footscray 3912
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Some things are better off untouched and undeveloped, he Snowy Mountains is definitely one of those things! Doing so will ruin all that is good about
the region. Please choose to protect the native flora and fauna!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:29:22 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mat hew
Last name
Ryan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Werrington 2747
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Do not do this. This is an absolutely disastrous plan and will ruin the beautiful Kosciusko National Park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:10:39 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Max
Last name
Dodshon
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2092
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciusko should stay he way it is, it’s a wild pristine area that doesn’t not want or need this type of development. KEEP IT WILD!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:49:37 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
maxwell
Last name
Hendrie
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2024
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don’t develop this lovely area
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 1:56 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 13:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Megan
Last name
James
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2031
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National Park is a precious and vulnerable national park. Unfortunately, the NSW Government’s masterplan will not,
despite their claims, make Kosciuszko ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more
environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that damage include:
- historic clearing, grazing and mining;
- the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most
intense wildfires in recorded history;
- destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
- un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
- historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
- massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project;
- unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
1

visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
overnight beds.
All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services
are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant
environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan and POM.
Yours faithfully,
Megan James
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:03:20 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Melanie
Last name
Sim
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Queanbeyan 2620
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
1) There is no evidence that all of the development around Thredbo and Perisher to increase bed numbers can be achieved without impacting on the
water quality. There is no discussion about improving sewage treatment in any of the resort areas.
2) There is a reference to a Gondola from Jindabyne to the Resorts but no route iden ified, no discussion of visual amenity from Jindabyne and no
discussion of the environmental impact.
3) There is a reference to increasing the number and potential number of ski runs but where and how many is not described. This would have a
massive environmental impact
4) The lack of biodiversity mapping in the Barry Drive South tourist precinct is dodgy. That whole area is Snow Gum woodland that is both EPBC listed
and NSW BC Act Listed. There is also biodiversity mapping missing from the proposed mountain bike park which includes part National Park. This is
all likely to be either Tier 1 or Tier 2.
5) No discussion of whe her any of this development is economically viable given how much offsetting will need to be done.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:58:38 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Melinda
Last name
Pigott
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I have lived in my home in East Jindabyne since 2008 and am now raising my daughter here (currently 2 years old). I love our small community and
have been concerned with some of the recent housing developments.
In moving forward I would appreciate my below points be considered in reference to the "East Jindabyne - Alterna ive Plan":
- East Jindabyne is predominantly filled with permanent residents so creating a year round village-like feel is important to myself and my family!
- The speed limit on Kosciuszko Rd & he access into East Jindabyne should be reduced. It is still currently 100km.
- Street widths are a concern par icularly where we have seen recent housing developments of dual occupancy on small blocks with a number of
residents parking on he road. There is no room for 2 cars to pass with ease.
- We are in need of footpaths throughout, particular for school children walking to he school bus and residents accessing the lake.
- School bus shelters should be considered for children particularly with our regular inclement weather.
- Housing types: larger blocks with single dwellings would be more appealing to maintain that family & village like feel. The high density has become
quite unattractive long Jerrara Drive & Old Kosciuszko Rd and has put our roads under heavy load.
Height limits should be considered.
Where townhouses or dual occupancy is permitted the infrastructure around it needs to be thought out to not congest the village.
- Small commercial nodes including cafes/restaurants is a great idea. A desirable location with views of the lake / mountain would be nice to see.
Decent parking is necessary with the forecasted growth. Some green space close by would be ideal to keep in line with the family village like feel.
- In conjunction with the proposed small commercial node & 16km shared path from town, a retail space suitable for bike & other leisure items (SUP's,
kayaks, etc) hire could be ideal in this location.
- Green space is in great need in our village. Currently there is no children's playground in East Jindabyne. A space for all ages would be ideal. This
could include a sports oval.
- The demand for lake access has grown immensely in the time I have lived here. A boat ramp in a low wind area and with adequate parking & toilet
facilities should be included.
- In the SAP there is no considera ion given for public transport between East Jindabyne & the township of Jindabyne. Should there be?
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:12:21 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Melissa
Last name
Henderson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bomaderry 2541
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
To whom it may concern,
Below are ques ions I have, and comments I’ve found that I strongly agree wi h and feel should be taken into consideration.
Sincerely,
Melissa Henderson
How, and in what new buildings, will the additional 10,000 people be accommodated in KNP?
How will resort ski areas will be extended to accommodate all these tens of thousands of people, skiers and boarders? (Jindabyne and KNP)?
Where will people park? How will you protect the vulnerable species of fauna and flora when you build large parking areas? Can one (aging) ski tube
accommodate these increases?
What about public transport up and down the mountain? How will you offset their emissions?
How will the road between Canberra and Jindabyne be upgraded and made safe?

The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their
clients on he Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought by
many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and Interna ional significance.
Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for he sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, bath
houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to create a new tradition,
and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using large-scale gas
heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a na ional park setting is entirely at odds with
community expectations.

The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be
fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and other
inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park. At a time when we
should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to diminish one of the jewels in our reserve
system, KNP.

The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central
objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to existing development footprint. The
proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and
species.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 7:23:47 PM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 19:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Meredith
Last name
Halgren
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2230
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
No further development should occur in an area of such high ecological sensitivity and that provides habitats to numerous endangered species. It is
reckless to put further strain on such an important natural environment and risk he extinction of endangered animal species. Particularly given
Australia's horrendous track record of extinctions.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 8:31:45 PM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 20:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Meredith
Last name
Wilson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Georgetown 2298
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly oppose this development proposal. The Kosciuszko National Park is not a place for greedy developers to make ecologically damaging
money making schemes at the cost of the natural environment. For years people have been complaining about the brumbies damaging the NP, and
now hey are happy to destroy much more of the environment than any number of horses ever could. This flies in the face of what a NP is supposed to
be, it is a hideous and vile proposition, and would only be available to the elite rich who could afford it. A NP is meant to be a natural environment that
everyone is free to enjoy through bushwalking, hiking, photography, art, lightly and gently touching what remains of our native flora and fauna through
a natural experience. Man has already carved up and polluted so much of our so called NP in our Australian Alps. Please don't let this proposal go
through. This NP is supposed to be a protected sanctuary, not a plaything for the rich, and certainly not real estate for development at the whims of
politicians and their developer mates. The park is meant to belong to the people and to be protected for future generations to enjoy and experience the
dwindling remaining natural environment of the original land we live on. please protect our NP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:28:31 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
A
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Beaumont hills
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave he national parks alone we have enough empty boring shopping centres it all his country does they are all as boring as each other. We should
try and preserve the natural beauty of his country
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:20:34 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Allen
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
KILLCARE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a long time member of Mirrabooka Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 70 years. . I
strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of
interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 10 July 2021 5:32 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 10/07/2021 - 17:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Brownlow
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
It appears that the new Southern Connector Road is key to the entire master plan for the Jindabyne precinct. The initial proposal is
for ‘one lane in each direction’. The road needs to be fast and reliable. From the artist’s impression it appears there are no passing
places to overtake slow vehicles. Even a minor accident could block the road for an unacceptable time. If emergency services are
relocated from Snowy River Avenue to be adjacent to the Southern Connector Road then they may be impacted by any blockages.
I submit that the road should be constructed with two lanes in each direction from the initial implementation rather than a possible
future upgrade.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:53:28 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Gosden
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Umina Beach
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This proposal is a disgraceful attempt at monetising and privatising a public national park.
This proposal will only benefit an elite few. Turning a natural, beau iful and rare environment into a polluted area fuelled by unnatural Intrusions and
driven by personal greed.
To allow this is to ignore the proven hreat of global warming, natural decency and public opinion. It is unnecessary and blatantly an attempt at
destroying a natural wonder.
Do not allow this proposal to go forward. For the sake of our environment, our planet and our future generations.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 8:20:58 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 20:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Greenwood
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I strongly object to development of the western shoreline of lake Jindabyne I believe hat it should remain as non residen ial zoning due to aboriginal
heritage areas in this area and believe that any residential or tourist accommodation in the western shore precinct will adversely affect our drinking
water supply and spoil he magnificent views of the mountains
It will also cause more traffic problems for anyone who tries to enter the Kosciusko Na ional Park from Jindabyne and beyond
Develop the land to the east of Kosciusko road near east Jindabyne and south of Jindabyne town instead
The visual aspects of our area are one of highlights that I hear people talk about often keep development away from the western shoreline please

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 23 July 2021 12:18 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 23/07/2021 - 12:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Greenwood
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Does the sap still include the community solar farm that was proposed in the initial plans
And how can affordable housing be integrated into the plan to allow for workers to be able to serve the influx of tourists
It seems like the plan is to only allow for tourism as our only business model
We have the ability to be leaders in the tertiary education sector and with this our region could become a leader in this country By
building university style accommodation would also give this region a ready made workforce to then support the tourism sector
Please think about the aesthetics of area when planning any development of the western shoreline of the lake and respect the
local indigenous heritage of this area around curiosity rocks and surrounding areas
Think about the drinking water that comes from the lake and make sure that any development doesn’t effect its supply There
should be a reasonable buffer zone so that nothing can effect our drinking water quality
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:48:09 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Hoyle
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3078
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Kosciuszusko National Park (KNP) is a truly wonderful region that has already been badly degraded as a result of a tragic failure to protect its
fragile ecosystems.
The proposed Snowy Mountain SAP would effectively excise a large portion of the KNP from the National Park and prioritise commercial development
over the conservation of the State's biodiversity and cultural heritage.
The last thing he KNP needs is a significant increase in he cap on resort beds, the building of new and expanded carparks, allowing helicopter flights
onto the ski fields, and the opening walking tracks to four-wheel drive vehicles. What it really needs is a genuine commitment to the primary goal of a
National Park, namely protecting Australian native plants, animals and ecosystems under threat.
If the draft Master Plan is implemented in the manner proposed it will cause irreparable harm to the KNP.
It should not proceed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 3:28:07 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Malouf
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Darling Point 2027
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
In relation to your Draft Master Plan I would make the following submissions regarding the proposal for Jindabyne
1. The Southern Connector Rd should be designed so that traffic wanting to head along the Alpine Way to Thredbo and Bullocks flat should not rejoin
Kosciuszko Rd prior to turning onto he Alpine Way . With the Southern Connector Rd having a second exit to Kosciuszko Rd for traffic wanting to
head to Perisher .This will stop the situation that occurs in peak season where there is a traffic jam back to Banjo Patterson Park each morning
2. The urban beach that is proposed is a good idea but Lake Jindabyne is a great tourist attrac ion ,especially in summer , and plans should include
further waterfront precincts along with a marina complex in an appropriately sheltered bay A number of floa ing pontoon wharfs should be established
around the lake to encourage boa ing and access to the lake eg at Banjo Patterson Park at East Jindabyne and at proposed beach
3. The proposed population 11,800 by 2060 is effectively current organic growth . If the aim of this Master Plan is to "... secure investment in
infrastructure to create economic activity and growth " then more ambitious targets should be set and further land be rezoned for residen ial,
commercial and industrial activity
Generally the Plan is vague and lacks understanding of what drives the economy of the region hopefully the next step in establishing a Planning
Regime will serve the region better
Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission
Regards
Michael Malouf

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:56:28 PM
pettitt-submission-to-snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct-full pdf

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Pet itt
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne NSW 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
pettitt-submission-to-snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct-full.pdf

Submission
Please find in he attached file he pdf version of the submission specific to the East Jindabyne precinct.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual submission – East Jindabyne
As permanent residents of East Jindabyne my wife and I are making a personal submission to the
East Jindabyne Precinct. We appreciate the opportunity that the Special Activation Precinct (SAP)
has in relation to the long term planning for the Snowy Mountains region.
As permanent residents we have seen the often adhoc and disjointed development within the area.
The recent small subdivisions are often at odds with adjoining land use zoning. Road access, safety
of residents due to the lack of footpaths and access to the lake have not been well managed in the
sectional subdivision that has occurred of late. This SAP process provides a fantastic opportunity to
consider the long-term planning.
In particular our submission relates to Area 4a and 4b. It also discusses opportunities for boat access
to the lake.

General comments:
East Jindabyne is primarily a residential area with permanent local families. Tourist opportunities for
short stay overnight accommodation can be found in Jindabyne. Facilities such as clubs, bars,
restaurants, retail outlets and access opportunities to reach Kosciuszko National park are all
available within Jindabyne. Facilities such as these will never be available within East Jindabyne as
such the vision for east Jindabyne should be:

East Jindabyne vision
A year-round residential village like zone with high quality amenities protecting key environmental
and view scape values that serves permanent residents.

Reasoning
•
•
•
•
•
•

To provide the SAP growth area with a stable home base for business owners, long term
employees and residents.
Demand for large single dwelling blocks is high. Potential residents are looking for a mix of
R1 and R5 opportunities.
East Jindabyne provides permanent residents with an opportunity to get away from the
Jindabyne centre providing an important lifestyle alternative.
This enables a reasonable work/life balance. Business owners, workers and residents can
get away from work and the pressures of high visitor volumes.
East Jindabyne remains as a family orientated area. Allowing families to grow with a decent
back yard.
Permanent residents build a strong and resilient community.

Ability to achieve the vision
•

Lot sizes should be of a larger size and medium density opportunities should be limited
and restricted.
o An example of medium density housing and its impact on Jerrara Drive, which is the
main access into and out of East Jindabyne, is provided on pages 5 to 7. The parking
Mick and Lesley Pettitt submission - Page 1

•
•
•

•

of vehicles on the Road and the Road verge is a result of only two medium density
buildings with two bedrooms each. The Road has been turned into one lane with no
pedestrian access. We have counted up to 14 vehicles in front of the two residences
both on the medium strip and the Road. This will lead, unfortunately to an accident
at some point. The current Road infrastructure was designed and built for low
density permanent residential dwellings.
o As per the initial objectives of the Snowy river Local Environmental Plan (2013)
zoning should:
▪ minimise conflict between land uses within the zones and land uses with
adjoining zones
▪ Provide a buffer between urban developments and broad acre rural and
environmental areas.
Height limits of a maximum of two story dwellings. This will enable view scapes from both
the lake and from residential dwellings to be maintained.
Access to the lake for both passive and motorised craft needs to be considered. See
opportunities for motorised boat lake access below page 4.
To achieve an increase in the number of dwellings in east Jindabyne the Road infrastructure
needs to be upgraded. In particular:
o The intersection of Jerrara Drive and Kosciuszko Road needs to be addressed as
should speed limits on Kosciuszko Road on both approach sides.
o The intersection of Jerrara Drive and Kunama Drive requires upgrading.
Development of appropriate and linked pedestrian access within East Jindabyne. Currently
pedestrian access is limited and not linked. Families, particularly those with small children
and prams are forced onto road ways to access the various sections of East Jindabyne and
the lake. My wife has personally experienced the difficulty and safety concerns with
negotiating parked cars and vehicle traffic with our small grand children.

Values of achieving the East Jindabyne Vision.
•

•

The SAP area will achieve growth and enable a liveable and family friendly opportunity for
permanent residents and those long term employees involved in the tourism industry to
reside locally.
The zoning will achieve environmental protection and education and will provide an area for
a stable and long term community to reside and service the industry and its projected
growth.

Environmental values
•

The area described as 4a on page 13 and 14 of the Alternate East Jindabyne precinct has key
environmental values that must be protected. The NSW Threatened Species Scientific
Committee, established under the Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016 (the Act), has made a
final determination to list the Monaro Tableland Cool Temperate Grassy Woodland in the
South Eastern Highlands Bioregion as a CRITICALLY ENDANGERED ECOLOGICAL COMMUNITY

•

While it is apparent that snow gums have been removed from part of Area 4a it should be
noted that sites that retain only a grassy ground layer and with few or no trees remaining
are important for rehabilitation, and to rebuild connections between sites of better quality.
Remnants support many species of threatened fauna and flora. Our experience of sighting
and listening to the small woodland birds, particularly morning and evening indicates a
strong presence of fauna reliant on the grassland communities.

•
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•
•

We are concerned that there has not been adequate detailed biodiversity assessment to
identify biodiversity constraints on this land, and as such, there is insufficient evidence to
justify the proposed rezoning.
Area 4a has been redrawn (see Map 1 pdf attachment) to protect the lower elevation sites
that due to the topography would have high aboriginal significance and also protects the
higher rocky sections that contain a greater numbers of snow gums.

Existing Utility capacity
•

Apart from the road infrastructure discussed above we have great concern over the current
sewage system to support the new developments.
o Odour escapes from both sewage systems on the corner of Kosciuszko Road and
Jerrara Drive and at the end of Kunama Drive.

SPECIFIC CONSIDERATIONS OF THE ALTERNATE EAST JINDABYNE
PRECINCT.
Area 4a refer to Map 1 pdf attachment.
Our proposed zoning of the snow gum grassy woodland provides protection for both the
natural and cultural values and can also provide an opportunity for environmental education,
lake side recreational opportunities and view scape protection from the lake and the east
Jindabyne residential area.
•
•

•

•
•

•

The area classified as RE1 is to be increased. Section 1, Map 1
The remaining land in 4a can be zoned as R1. Section 3 on Map 1. A medium density
residential area can be considered contiguous to the old Kosciuszko Road. This will to some
degree enable increased housing and tenancy as a trade off for the increased RE1 zoning.
Section 2, Map 1
The land zoned as R1 parallel to Jerrara Drive from the intersection of Old Kosciuszko Road
towards Kunama Drive should have vehicle access at the rear. This will protect the
streetscape, existing tree plantings and reduce negative residential vehicle interactions with
routine road users.
The loop Road as shown on page 14 of the alternate option should be re-routed away from
the ridge to protect environmental, aboriginal and view scape values. See Map 1 for detail.
The red hatched section on page 13 of the alternate option should not occur as the two and
three story walk up apartments with a mix of tourist accommodation and residential will
ruin the RE1 values, detract from the East Jindabyne vision (above), and will provide tension
and conflict between permanent residents and short stay tourists. Already permanent
residents in Jindabyne with nearby short term stays are concerned with noise, late night
activities, parking and use/ abuse of the area and detracts from their lifestyle. Many have
sought residential areas in places such as East Jindabyne to ‘get away’ from the negative
interactions.
The park side café or small busines opportunity (2 on page 14 of the alternate option) is
supported.

Mick and Lesley Pettitt submission - Page 3

•

The commercial opportunity in RE1 on page 13 of the alternate option is not supported. A
parking and low key trackhead for recreational use of the RE1 land contiguous to the lake
front is recommended.

Area 4b refer to Map 1 – pdf attachment
•

•

The entire area is to be zoned as R5 with single dwelling, family homes
o This ensures zoning in the area is consistent and provides a buffer between urban
development and broad acre rural areas across the Kosciuszko Road.
The commercial zone at the entry onto Jerrara Drive is supported.

Boating Launching Opportunities
It is understood that the SAP team has expressed a desire to fund a boat launching facility in East
Jindabyne. It is further understood that initial consideration was given to the western side of Pump
Station Point.
•
•
•

•

Due to the geology and topography of the location this presents access and parking
concerns.
The proposed location presents issues such as wind, climate and access.
A large amount of motorised boat usage would have negative impacts on water quality in
the bay. Mixing of water outside of the bay is minimised due to its shape and water
movement.
Increased motorised use will also impact negatively on passive boating such as kayaking,
stand up paddle boards and swimming.

Alternative Option
It is recognised that a boat launching facility is required within East Jindabyne. Map 2 on pdf
attachment shows the area at the end of Boronga street which is considered as a viable alternative.
Reasoning:
•
•
•

The only currently available and viable access for motorised boats is at this area.
Topography and geology of the area make it suitable to have a permanent boat access via a
ramp.
The area enables adequate car and trailer parking
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 4:30 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 16:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Ramsay
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
4568
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave Island Bend as is, no more facilities, no cabins, natural.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 30 July 2021 8:32 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 30/07/2021 - 08:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Roberts
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Dalgety 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Jindabyne airfield needs upgrading to be able to handle the increase in movements.It needs better signage so people can find it,it
needs a better strip surface,it needs a terminal with facilities.The airstrip handles many more movements than Cooma airport and
therefore is vital to Jindabyne and needs government assistance.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 20 July 2021 5:33:59 PM
submission-on-the-snowy-mountains-sap.pdf

Submitted on Tue, 20/07/2021 - 17:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Stevens
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Waverton 2060
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission file
submission-on-the-snowy-mountains-sap.pdf

Submission
My submission is in the pdf attachment.
My name can remain on the statement if it is available to the public.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission on the Snowy Mountains SAP Master Plan
I first skied at Perisher in 1960. From at least 1971 I have camped, walked and mountain biked in
summer and camped and skied in winter every year covering the area between Mt Selwyn and
Cascade Hut south of Thredbo. I have been a member of two ski clubs in the region and remain a
member at Charlotte Pass. I have served four years on a Perisher ski club board. I was a member of
KCros (Kosciuszko Cross Country Skiers Inc.) years ago and set up a website that promoted off track
skiing and safety. I attended the Commission of Inquiry into the master plan in 1998. Since 1992 I
have skied in Canada or USA or one of four countries in Europe every year except this year when
Covid intervened
I am neutral on supporting the Master Plan with qualified support for some plans and present my
views for consideration.
Concept and past performance.
This is a concept plan full of positive outcomes but how much will eventuate? In 1997 it was planned
to shut down Guthega and Charlotte Pass village was also in the sights for rehabilitation. Nothing
happened. There was a concept plan for a village centre on the car park at Perisher. Nothing
happened.
Provision of infrastructure always lags behind development. The number of beds increased in the
Perisher resorts in 2007 but there was no reduction in the traffic movements or demand for car
parking. Yet this is a reason given to justify growth of accommodation in Perisher.
The NPWS has failed to maintain existing infrastructure. In the past it demolished back country huts
but now encourages their maintenance by others. It neglects safety by removing back country
polelines and failing to maintain most of the others. It has failed to erect adequate signage on park
trails. This is apparent to me as overseas in most countries I can walk or ski without carrying a map
or compass because the signage is so good. Search and rescue procedures are inadequate and I am
aware of two people who are lucky to be alive after misadventure and in one case with no action by
the police or any other S&R group. And yet NPWS is spending millions on fabricated walkways.
Growth.
This concept plan is based on growth and greed. Greed drives commercial development and growth
is unsustainable. It satisfies greed but causes congestion, restricted access and delays and extra cost
to the public. Two examples are at Uluru and the Great Ocean Rd. I am not familiar with Thredbo but
Perisher is at capacity in car parks and on the roads, skitube and ski slopes and you propose to put in
more accommodation. ??
Back in the 1970’s skiing was expensive but within the means of anyone who had a job. Add together
the costs of travel, park fees, accommodation, food, ski hire, clothing, ski lift passes and ski lessons
for a family of four and the minimum cost for a week would be around $5,000 which is way beyond
the means of many young families. No problem for the growing number of super-rich people.

1

Village centres.
Plaza and centres are planned in several villages. They may be OK in summer but are only necessary
if the area becomes more crowded. They are useless in winter due to frequent days of high winds
and snowfalls. There will be no provisions for snow clearing. NPWS and Roads do not work together
and the state of the snow covered road in front of the skitube terminal puts us as a third world
country. In snow bound areas of the northern hemisphere snow is cleared daily from all roads,
footpaths and public areas while park paths are groomed or made safe with grit or sawdust. We
deserve better at Perisher.
Transport.
Charlotte pass Village is a snowbound village in winter. People like it that way as it keeps the crowds
out of the village. I maintain that the road, or at least a one way lane be kept clear of snow all winter
to allow regular wheeled vehicles access. It would still be a snowbound village with the simple
addition of a remote controlled boom gate. Advantages of this include;
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.

13.
14.

15.
16.
17.
18.

19.
20.

Wheeled transport is cheaper to run.
Wheeled transport is quicker.
Wheeled transport is safer.
Wheeled transport is more reliable
Wheeled transport is quieter
The bus fare would be cheaper. (The return cost of getting to CPV from Bullocks Flat this
year is $197 for a senior, $215 for adults and $141 for children, at least $712 for a family of
four. This has to be the most expensive 28 km journey in the world.)
One bus could replace two of the present vehicles.
Wheeled vehicles cost less to buy and maintain.
Less wheeled vehicles would be needed meaning lower staff levels and costs.
There will be reduced congestion at the Perisher terminal.
Emergency vehicles could travel from Perisher to CPV in less than 10 minutes, i.e.1/3 of the
time.
It takes one man and one oversnow vehicle all day to take the existing garbage bins to
Perisher. Although it is over snow Transport NSW insists that the bins run on wheels instead
of skids.
Less wheeled vehicle movements would be required to remove garbage and deliver supplies.
The need for Skidoo use between the resorts would be reduced as parcels and goods could
be transported to CPV by the bus efficiently and cheaper than each lodge going to Perisher
for supplies. Quad bikes could be used if one or two person transport is necessary so there
would not be the need for individual motor vehicles to replace skidoos.
Wheeled transport causes less pollution and carbon emissions.
Pedestrian movement would be easier and safer between the terminal and the Eiger Chalet.
The chalet closes before the end of the snow season and when the road is cleared. Access is
difficult for private lodge guests as the service is reduced.
The cost of snow clearing would be less than the cost of end of year cleaning and regular
grooming during the season. (There will be some periods when 24 hr snow clearing must be
done but this will be more the offset by the reduction of grooming/clearing of corn snow.)
Regular snow clearing can be done even during blizzard conditions by light weight trucks or
utilities.
The 232 km Icefields Parkway in Canada is kept clear of snow all winter except for a smooth
drivable base of a couple of centimetres. If they can do it why can’t we?
2

21. A cleared road would still leave room for skiers to ski from Perisher Gap to Perisher and the
lift company has access on the other side of Perisher Creek.
The need for a cleared road is shown in my report to the local member in 2010.

On Saturday 4th September 2010 there was 20mm of rain recorded in the village and this
caused flooding of the creek that passes through the village and I believe that the bridge at
Spencers Ck was covered with water and impassable. A further 44mm of rain fell, mainly
early Sunday morning but the snow choked creeks had thawed and the water was flowing
and the road was useable.
I accept that the flooding caused the cancellation of most of the services on Saturday and
all visitors accept that, but the chaos and disruption that occurred on Sunday can be
blamed on CPSR and road management policies and several safety issues arise.
The first transport left Charlotte Pass sometime after 6:30 am but because of soft snow
conditions it was taking one hour to reach Perisher instead of about half an hour.
I departed Charlotte Pass at 3:45pm aboard a transport that was scheduled to leave at
7:00am.and was seated in front next to the driver. The vehicle had trouble climbing the hill
out of Charlotte Pass, was being blown sideways by the wind and the strain on the steering
may have caused the front LH track to break away from its correct location and be
inoperable. After about an hour delay we were transferred to another vehicle. It made slow
progress and eventually one of the rear tracks broke and we were forced to wait to be
transferred to a third vehicle and eventually arrived at Perisher just after 7:00pm.
The Perisher terminal was full of people waiting and hoping to get to Charlotte Pass.
Charlotte Pass lodges were full of people waiting to get out and many were forced to spend
the night there. CPSR sent its guests down to Jindabyne for the night and expected to get
them to Charlotte Pass on the following day. I went down in the Skitube with a couple with
two young children who had left Sydney at 4am that day, had waited all day at Perisher, had
paid at least $3200 for a five day package and had already lost a day. The last people to
leave the village did so at 9pm in two Hans Oversnow vehicles as apparently the remaining
vehicle also broke down. Some people did not get out until the next day.

Camping.
Island Bend has been neglected by NPWS for years. I support the development of more or better
campsites but not at the expense of not having provision for free camping in a natural environment
where not everyone wants hot showers or powered sites.
I am ready to support change as long as it allows access without added costs. As our population
grows it needs space available to get out of cities, ideally with free entry, to allow exercise and
relaxation that will benefit the mental and physical health of everyone.
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Our national and state parks should not only cater for busloads of tourists who get off the bus and
walk to a lookout for a few minutes, then back on the bus to the next spot topped off by a fast food
lunch and a return trip of an hour. This is not a recipe for good health in my opinion. Examples are
the Three Sisters and the Twelve Apostles.
Search and Rescue
S&R services are poorly coordinated and frequently unavailable when needed. More visitors will
lead to more misadventure and require more experienced personnel available when conditions
prevent the use of oversnow vehicles.
Evidence

Photo 22/7/12 showing pedestrians sharing road with oversnow transport and skidoos on slushy wet
snow and unfenced edge of the bridge over Rock Creek. Nothing has changed since.

4

Photo 22/7/12 Rock Creek bridge on Kosciuszko Rd.

Photo 26/8/19 Infrastructure is not maintained; in this case for over 5 years
5

Photo 31/8/19 This partly demolished building on Ramshead Range is one that NPWS has refused to
repair as an emergency shelter in spite of this structure providing shelter for four hours to someone
who was lost and would probably not have survived the night if not found and rescued.
Conclusion.
I consider that the area has reached its capacity for winter use and that any further development
should be to fix the problems that already exist.
An increase in the number of guests and day visitors will only add to existing problems and create
more resulting in greater costs and less enjoyment for visitors with the only benefit being more
money for some developers and operators and more revenue for NPWS that will not necessarily
flow back to the area.
There is enough infrastructure to cater for out of winter season visitors so it is up to the existing
operators to attract more visitors if they want more utilisation out of season.

Michael Stevens
20/7/21
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:35 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Watt
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2155
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of The Hus-Ski Lodge Ltd located in Perisher Valley. Hus-Ski Lodge is a member of SLOPES. I have been
associated with Hus-Ski for over 15 years and a regular winter skier with family and friends during that time. Our club has been
associated with the Snowy Mountains and in particular Perisher for over sixty (60) years.
I strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce and
improvements needed to management, planning, infrastructure and customer services. If adopted, these will ensure Perisher
continues to operate sustainably, as a world standing ski resort in tune with its environmental, social and financial context.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity for enhancing the amenity of the alpine
environment, by planning for increased visitation and attracting investment, whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:52:53 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Whittemore
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Hurstville NSW 2220
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
That the Snowy Mountains SAP be immediately discontinued on the basis that it is not only without any merit but this government has no mandate to
proceed with it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:54:22 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michele
Last name
Corin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
While the SAP proposes fabulous sporting ovals and facili ies at the Sport Precinct - page 60 SAP, there is no mention of the current fabulous
community oval and fields which is currently a great 'green' zone.
This space should continue as it is as a neighbourhood venue with only local roads. Please don't make safety issue for pedestrians and children
having to cross between he two ovals. A green zone in the middle of the residential area of Jindabyne is an important amenity especially for local
children and residents.
The sports precinct will be fabulous for more formal training and competition. It will attract athletes from other areas of Australia but please leave the
current Oval and playing fields unaffected.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:25 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michelle
Last name
Lindsay
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Grosses Plain
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
On the whole, I think the focus on pedestrian and bike access, transport to the resorts, lake access, increase in nature-based
tourist attractions and redevelopment of the town centre is to be commended. However, I do have some concerns, particularly
around the detail of development approvals. I love the lake access initiatives, including boardwalks, connecting paths to East
Jindabyne, the East Jindabyne park and the foreshore beach.
In particular:
- Building height should be limited to 3 stories in the town centre. The rural/natural character of the town is key to its amenity for
residents and tourists and must be maintained.
- Views across the lake to the mountains from East Jindabyne should be preserved - I believe the West Jindabyne/Hatchery Bay
developments and wellness centre could threaten this by creating a blight on the foreshore.
- I'm very concerned about the potential traffic and blockages along the Barry Way, with the development of the school precinct,
Barry Way South and Leesville areas. Potential for real delays getting into town/accessing the southern connector road - especially
during school zone periods.
- New developments need to meet heritage/aesthetic regulations, similar to those in Lake Crackenback resort to ensure that they
are sensitive to the environment and enhance the town's character. While refreshing the town is great, I can see great potential for
greedy developers to create eyesores that we will never be able to reverse.
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- There does seem to be a focus on green spaces and tree plantings - this must be maintained in implementation, not 'approved'
out of final designs.
- I am in favour of the Perisher developments, but feel the increase in bed numbers is on the high side, given the fragility of the
area.
Thanks for the opportunity to contribute.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 29 July 2021 4:42 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 29/07/2021 - 04:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michelle
Last name
Rice
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Olmsted Twp/44138
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The NSW Government’s masterplan claims that Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is not accurate as KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any national park in
Australia. The sources of that damage include:
• historic clearing, grazing and mining
• the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history
• destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses
• un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites
• historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resort
• massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project
• unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the
park
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
overnight beds. This requires basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting. Sewerage treatment has a history of causing significant environmental
1

damage.
Most of the existing accommodation is vacant at least 9 months per year. The only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to
service the peak of the snow season. The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within 20 years. Rising
temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current resorts. The costs of water & power consumption of
making artificial snow are uneconomical.
National Parks must be managed for the long term, not for the transitory benefit of a sector (snow activities) in terminal decline.
Large areas of native vegetation would be cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of
natural habitat by confining the resorts to the current development footprint.
Allowing commercial tour operators to drive clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts detract
from the quiet feature sought by visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and
International significance. The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These
would be in the form of Japanese bath houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs. The waters at Yarrangobilly are far
colder than needed for bath houses. The plans propose raising the water temperature using large-scale gas heaters emitting
damaging emissions.
National parks should model sustainability principles, preserving and maintaining the natural world, not destroying it.
The NSW Government states that this proposal would impact a small percentage of the park. This too is inaccurate as many of the
threatened ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges (sometimes to only a few
hundred hectares of the park) making the total size of KNP is irrelevant.
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance “the high ambition
coalition.” Membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation
reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. That will not be accomplished if existing conservation
reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park.
This proposal is an attempt to shift the future of KNP from Environment Minister Kean and the National Parks and Wildlife Service
to the deputy Premier and his Department for Regional NSW, which is not their department of authority.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan and POM. The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the
future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 6:37:40 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 06:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michele
Last name
Speck
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3072
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To whom reads this, I wish you all the best outcomes for all you wish for.
My Wish is to leave the Kosciusko National Park to remain wi h the same POA as is now implemented to protect and care for our National Parks.
I see the wish for people to visit such an incredibly beautiful area, that is a NATIONAL PARK.
My Wish is to stop he pained development of increasing more accomadation, air travel and people to the sensitive area.
My Wish is to see our NATIONAL PARKS treated with the respect they deserve.
Warmest Regards Michele Speck, Melbourne

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 13 August 2021 2:53 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 13/08/2021 - 14:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mick
Last name
Swinney
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
No road through oval, not on
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 16 August 2021 9:07 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 09:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mick
Last name
swinney
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The idea of putting a through road at JJ Connors oval is just ridiculous. That is the towns only sporting field it is used by multiple
sports at the same time, kids cross over that road between sports, you will get someone killed. the road will also become a super
highway in winter to the middle of town.
There are no houses in the oval to catch the stupid bus idea, which won't work.
The residents of park rd need to be consulted if they want to live on the busiest street in Jindabyne.
This SAP will ensure that John Barilaro will lose the next election i will be working hard to ensure that.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 28 July 2021 2:36 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 28/07/2021 - 02:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mignon
Last name
Booth
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2073
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National parks function is for conservation not utility .Increasing access and utility is inversely proportional to preservation and
conservation and oppositional to the primary function of national parks.The protection of these areas is increasingly important for
biodiversity and threatening climate change events of the future.They are underfunded and require increased staffing to manage
the resource as it is .It is not their function to be independently economically viable.They are not a business but an asset that
requires maintenance and protection .
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:34 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Michael
Last name
Malouf
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Darling Point 2027
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Please find my submission regarding the Draft Master Plan for the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct my submission
will relate to the Alpine area in particular Thredbo
1. The aim of the Master Plan will be to "create streamlined planning pathway and secure investment in catalyst infrastructure to
create economic activity and growth " The economic growth of the region is inextricably linked to ski industry especially the tourism
that is generated in winter to think that tourist investment can be generated without the further expansion of Thredbo is naive
In the last regular ski season of 2019 it became apparent that the slopes of Thredbo had reached their maximum capacity, slopes
were crowded and lift lines had many hundreds of patrons .To simply install higher capacity lifts will not help the situation on the
slopes it would only make it worse . More terrain is required . Fortunately there is a large portion of the current Thredbo lease area
to the west of the village that could be developed into another Super Trail similar to the Crackenback Supertrail
So the aim of the Planning Reforms should include the further development of the Thredbo lease area
2. Currently there is approximately 35 years left to run on the Thredbo Head lease and consequently all the sub-leases .This is a
short time horizon to encourage investment by the head and subleases and to give comfort to banks shareholders club members
etc that finance further investment .This issue will only get more apparent with the passage of time
While this may not be a planning issue per say but from a whole of Government approach the tenure issue needs to be addressed
1

in order to facilitate growth and investment otherwise the SAP is a wasted effort .
It should be noted that the sub-leases expire one day prior to the head lease so any resolution of the head lease tenure should
include the sub -leases
3. There seems to be an approach to the Alpine areas in this Draft Master Plan to only have development on land that has already
been developed this is nonsensical .This approach leads to proposals for developing the current Rangers Station near Thredbo
any area that's only attribute is that there is a building there already ,this is not sound planning in 2021
In Thredbo where there is a further 1600 beds planned we get equally ridiculous outcomes a prime example is the proposed
reduction of the existing 9 hole golf course to 6 holes to make land available for residential purposes .The authors of the Master
Plan must have no idea in the resurgents of golf particularly in the 18 to 30 year olds .The proposal should have been to enlarge
the golf course from 9 to 18 holes .Resorts the world over have a golf course as one of their major attraction for their summer
visitors .
Also it is planned to now develop the tennis courts on the Village Green the initial establishment of these courts was a mistake and
the Village Green should be returned to the park it was where families could recreate and play all types of games
With the 1600 new beds planned for Thredbo an upper Village in the west of the leased area should be established this will give
the village critical mass that will allow businesses to flourish and generate invest and allow Thredbo to grow into a world class
resort both summer and winter
4. The other approach to planning in the Alpine Areas is to simply cut and paste amendments to the The Alpine SEPP and the
current Plan of Management and hope for different outcomes .The resort areas account for 3% of the area of the Kosciuszko
National Park and and deserve a more strategic approach to planning if the area is to be successful both summer and winter and
generate opportunities for residents and visitors to the region
Thank for the opportunity to make this submission
Regards
Michael Malouf

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:38:55 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mika
Last name
Kontiainen
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wanniassa 2607
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I support the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Master Plan aim to grow a strong one-season visitor economy into a successful fourseason destination by stimulating economic development and investment and increasing year-round jobs in supporting industries so long as it is done
in an environmentally sustainable way that does not harm Kosciuszko National Park.
There are significant elements of the plan as they apply to the alpine precinct to which I object because they are not environmentally sustainable and
cause harm to an environment already under stress.
The proposal to increase accommodation within the park is particularly misguided. Increased accommodation, and he necessary infrastructure to
support it, can be harmful to the environment, especially when it results in an expanded footprint of the ski resorts. Most of the existing accommodation
is vacant for most of the year, meaning there is a large surplus for most of the year. It is short-sighted to increase supply when there is a surplus,
especially when he additional beds would only be used during winter to support declining snow-based recreational activities. If additional year-round
(not just one-season) accommodation is required, it should be provided in locations such as Jindabyne, not within he resorts themselves.
I am also concerned with, and opposed to, allowing commercial activities outside the existing boundaries of the ski resorts which impact other users of
the park. This includes allowing commercial vehicle and aircraft access to areas where they are currently not allowed. This is a direct threat to the quiet
enjoyment of park.
I further object to he proposal for a cantilevered, elevated viewing deck at Porcupine Rocks. This expensive and unnecessary infrastructure would be
a blight on the landscape and do little to contribute additional visitors to the park and have no impact on the number of walkers on the Snowies Iconic
Walk.
Overall, the proposed changes do not improve, or even maintain, the current balance between conservation and recreation in he alpine areas. They
promote commercial recreational use ahead of environmental protection. This is misguided and unsustainable.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 3:49 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 15:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mike
Last name
Callanan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
St Lucia, 4067
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I wish to object to the Snowy Mountain SAP.
The Kosciuszko National Park, is a unique, precious and vulnerable national park.
The claim has been made that Kosciuszko NP is a ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’ area.
This claim is demonstrably untrue. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any other national
park in Australia.
The sources of that damage include:
• historic clearing, grazing and mining;
• increasing impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
• destruction of alpine habitats as a result of legislation protecting feral horses;
• un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
• historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
• large-scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project.
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KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
overnight beds. Basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water are difficult to
deliver in the alpine setting, and some have a history of causing significant environmental damage.
The integrity of KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the highly
inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation. However, the Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land
awaiting economic and commercial exploitation.
National Parks are gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values.
Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core
conservation objectives of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing
so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so
many environmental issues, let’s not add over development of KNP to those failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The current proposals overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future
development and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly
designed to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would
be protected by future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual
developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
The Masterplan and EP&Act are inappropriate tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife
Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly
sensitive, extremely significant protected area.
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within circumscribed,
environmentally sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 40% to a new cap of 14,000. All associated
services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to
support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is
that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP
for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow
season.
The long-term future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current
resorts. The escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly
uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades. However, if current trends
continue a single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those
beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It would be madness to create such stranded assets and inflict so
much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not for
the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be
cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value, and require careful
management to ensure the protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour
operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track, and helicopter transportation into the resorts precincts. Both proposals
completely detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and
International significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their
2

significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or no appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst
environment.
The most appalling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of
Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to
create a new tradition and, at worst, a shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using
large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high-emissions facility in a national
park setting is entirely at odds with community expectations.
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional
accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short
term. One is that the potential sites for expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species
and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the NSW Government has responded that KNP is very large and their
development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading as many of the threatened
ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred
hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in the particular areas proposed for
development, such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that is becoming outmoded,
and which Australians are rapidly abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally
sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands better mass transport.
Australia has recently joined the International alliance ‘the high ambition coalition’. The central aim of the alliance is to halt the loss
of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NSW protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30%
target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land
clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park.
At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to
diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
Our natural heritage is unique and irreplaceable. Prioritising commercial activities over core conservation values is a retrograde
step.
The planetary ecological crisis demands much smarter thinking than this.
Yours Sincerely
MW Callanan
St Lucia Q

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:07 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mike
Last name
Edmondson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
- Agree with the Bypass going all the way from tip turnoff to widos creek
- 3 storey Max height housing
- wider footpaths & parking on one side of streets in already congested areas
- New blocks have enough car parking off the streets for all cars
- No small block subdivisions
- Subdivisions with through lane walking tracks to lakes & shops
- Subdivisions with natural Bush reserves & corridors keeping as many big trees & rocks as possible
- Subdivisions with affordable house to help bridge the gap between rich & poor. With incentive for first home buyers. And rules to
ensure this area is not only for the wealthy who own multiple dwellings
- School & educational centres out near sport & rec
- Keep the asthetic Beauty &nature elents of this beastifull town
- Promote Public transport to resorts & from Canberra
- Summer regular public transport from Canberra
- Underground carparks or beatified carparks with tree buffers

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:22:45 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mike
Last name
Pamphilon
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Denman Prospect 2611
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 7:07:45 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 19:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Miles
Last name
Davenport
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2021
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have hiked Kosciusko National Park over the last 30 years. I have witnessed the degradation of the environment in the park(especially as a result of
the feral horses in recent years), as well as he loss of snow cover with climate change. This is an environment under extreme stress. The effects of
climate change, horses, and development threaten one of the last remaining wilderness areas in NSW. It is also a unique alpine environment that can
never be replaced.
The idea that further short-term development might be allowed to degrade this unique environmental asset is a disgrace.
I strongly object to the proposal to expand he already over-developed tourist sites in Kosciusko National Park.
Professor Miles Davenport
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 1:23:13 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mitch
Last name
Firth
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2560
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is the most pristine part of Australia why would you want to develop it. Please do not go ahead with this
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:21:02 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mitch
Last name
Fong
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2230
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please stop developing what's left of this beau iful park. We do not need more hotels and tourist attractions down there.
Just leave it as is and let everyone enjoy it for the nature and beauty it really is.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:19:25 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mitchell
Last name
Atkinson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Mullaway 2456
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don’t destroy one of Australia’s pristine and unique wildlife landscapes
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:17:56 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mitchell
Last name
Elliott
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2224
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciusko national park does not need to be developed. Leave it as it is.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:11:39 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mitchell
Last name
Fenton
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Box Hill
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To whom it may concern,
I wish to make a submission regarding the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct and the amendment to he Kosciuszko National Park Plan of
Management. Although I am a resident of Victoria, pre-covid I have spent a substantial amount of time exploring the KNP and enjoying the wonderous
sights, as well as the beautiful flora and fauna.
I am deeply concerned about the impact of the development that is being proposed by the New South Wales State Government.
Firs ly, within the masterplan provided by he State, the KNP is discussed/described as a “pristine” and “environmentally resilient” environment. I find
this description to be very misleading, as the park has been suffering extensive scars over many years, including:
· The increasing impacts of anthropogenic climate change, including the most extensive wildfires in recorded history.
· Continued destruction of the delicate soils and microbioms due to the presence of feral brumbies, protected by the Deputy Premier’s legislative
intervention.
· The un-rehabilitated damage previously caused by former Snowy Hydro construc ion.
· Continued environmental damaged caused by current accommodation and resorts.
· Large scale vegetation clearance from the Snowy 2 project.
The KNP is already under stress from tourist visitation and the development that has come from this. The KNP is one of the most visited na ional parks
within the state and already contains close to 10,000 beds for overnight visitors. All these visitors require the area to be equipped with basic services
such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road and pavement maintenance, electricity and water access. These services are very hard to
implement as is in an sustainable manner within an Alpine environment and thus the area has already suffered due to their previous implementation.
Fur her development would require an expansion of these services and cause further environmental harm to the area.
Secondly, National Parks should be used for conservation and very low impact recreation. National Parks within the state of New South Wales are
gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. The master plan and POM provided by the New
South Wales Government appears to treat the KNP as land which is primed for higher economic and commercial purpose. I believe that recreational
and commercial ac ivities can be appropriate within National Parks, but only where they are in line with he core objec ives of the National Park
systems, namely conservation and preservation. The masterplan and POM put forth do not align with these core objectives and would intensify the
pre-existing stresses from visitation that are being put on the park. This intense development would fail our obligations as a state and nation to protect
our areas hat are placed under National Park status.
Thirdly, the documents provided by he State aim to overturn the planning system for National Parks. Instead of the POM determining the limits of
potential developments after comprehensive analysis of the values and hreats of a specific park, the current process is geared towards increasing
commercial access and development within the KNP. The POM has been downgraded to a mere enabling document for the overall masterplan. It
proposes that the environmental values of he KNP would be protected by future assessments under he Environmental Assessment and Planning Act
(EP&A Act). Such a legislative approach subverts the role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual
developments and are NOT designed for the overall strategic management of he wider ecosystem processes, conservation of flora and fauna and
overall heritage values of an entire National Park. I believe the master plan and the EP&A Act should not be used to protect the KNP – that is first and
foremost the role of the POM. The POM hat has been provided by he State should include a comprehensive assessment of the capacity of the park
to handle and sustain the proposed developments. It does not in its current form and should be withdrawn and these issues assessed in an amended
POM. These two plans would essentially transfer a large proportion of the responsibility for the development of the KNP from the National Parks and
Wildlife Service to he Department of Planning and the Deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. Such a transfer of power to a larger and more
generalised department is unacceptable, especially as it concerns a highly significant natural area.
Fourthly, the current POM for the KNP protects the values of the park by constraining commercial and recreational ventures within environmentally
sustainable limits. This is currently achieved by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000. The proposed masterplan and POM would
allow he number of beds to drama ically increase by approximately 60%. This would mean all services associated with visitors such as sewerage
treatment, waste management and parking would need to be increased to support this increase. Currently, there has been no environmental
assessment of the potential environmental implica ions of this increase. The only rationale that has been provided is commercially minded, namely

“there is a demand for additional accommodation”.
Additionally, the majority of current accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is already an immense surplus of accommodation for at least
9 months of the year, so essentially the new development only aims to service the visitation at the peak of the recreational snow season. Current
climatic forecasts put the future of the NSW snowfields as bleak. Wi h rising temperatures due to anthropogenic climate change already pushing snow
lines above the posi ion of current dwellings. The increasing cost of compensating for reduced snow fall by utilizing artificial snow are making the snow
season increasing uneconomical. The most optimistic modelling projects he end of the recreational snow sports era within the next two decades.
These proposals are potentially causing immense and irreversible environmental damage to increase the capacity of a dying industry. The proposed
new resorts are distributed across a significant area of the KNP and in order to execute these plans large areas of fragile, native vegetation will need to
be cleared. A central objective of the previous park management plans has been to reduce or limit the further loss of natural habitat by confining any
new development to already established areas. The proposed development areas are located in high biodiverse areas, which require careful
management to protect rare species and ecosystems.
Fifthly, these development plans propose major changes within the Yarrangobilly caves area. The karst caves system at Yarrangobilly is of National
and International significance. Karst areas are highly sensitive to human disturbance and need careful and planned management. Several of the
proposed changes including increased tourist numbers hrough these areas show little care or apprecia ion for the sensitivity of these areas.
Fur hermore, the plans to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs are deeply disturbing. The current waters around Yarrangobilly
are much too cold to utilise for he purposes of bath houses. This means that in order to construct functional bath houses at he site, large scale gas
heaters will be required. Such high emission infrastructure is counter to he environmental and community values of the area.
Lastly, both documents provided by he State include provisions to increase the volume of car parking in the resort precincts. If installed this addi ional
parking will join other infrastructure such as increased accommodation dwellings as unnecessary and unprofitable assets as the snow cover in the
area declines over the coming decades. Within the short term, the expansion of carparking has many potential adverse impacts, such as the removal
of more native vegetation that many rare native species call home.
When the NSW government is questioned about potential development within the KNP is generally responds saying that the park is immensely large
and the proposed development will only impact a small slither of the area. Such an argument is ill founded as many of the already threatened
ecological areas and species wi hin the KNP have restricted ranges and cannot simply get up and move. The total size of he park is an irrelevant
factor, the issue is that the park as a whole is a fragile area and any large-scale development will cause significant impacts to the environmental
integrity.
Recently the Commonwealth Government announced it has joined the international alliance “The High Ambition Coali ion”. This collective aims to halt
the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our lands and sea within conservation reserves. The current protected network within the State of NSW is
a poor 9% of the state. The state is nowhere close to he required 30% target and the current goal of preservation will be very much undermined if
existing conservation reserves such as KNP are not protected from further land clearance from commercial development that only has commercial
goals.
Currently the masterplan and POM do not assist in the protection of the KNP and instead endanger it. At a time where we should be aiming to increase
our ambi ions towards natural area protection he NSW government is proposing to further reduce the health and future value of one of our most
treasured natural assets. Please reconsider the proposed plans and take into consideration the points made by citizens such as myself and o her
community groups who hold the health of the park dear.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:14:40 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mitchell
Last name
Foley
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
For itude Valley 4006
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I, Mitchell Foley, am a member of The Hus-Ski Lodge Ltd located in Perisher Valley.
Hus-Ski Lodge is a member of SLOPES. I have been associated with Hus-Ski for 8 years and our club has been associated with the Snowy Mountains
and in particular Perisher for over sixty (60) years.
I strongly endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of
interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
Yours sincerely,
Mitch Foley
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:53:49 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mitchell
Last name
Gawthorne
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Winmalee 2777
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I, among many many o hers, object the proposed development of Kosciusko National Park, particularly but not limited to the Island Bend Campground.
As can be seen by the image attached to his submission, I am a whitewater kayaker who takes part in the Snowy River Extreme Race. Furthermore, I
am an outdoor enthusiast who loves camping, 4x4 etc.
The proposal for Island Bend campground is a sure way to fur her increase the gap between the rich and the commoner. I absolutely love going to
Kosciusko National Park, one of the most beau iful and unique landscapes in Australia, full of diversity. It is a place I look forward to visiting for many
years into the future and to take my future children camping there, and so on.
The proposal seeks to develop high end accommodation and facili ies for he wealthy to travel from places such as Sydney for a Winter Wonderland
retreat, he commercialization of his site will ruin the pristine and natural beauty of the site and once it is gone, it can never be returned.
The experiences I have had along that sec ion of river, and around campfires at Island Bend are memories I cherish, and I hope myself, my future
generations, and all future genera ions have the opportunity to experience the park the way it is today.
Commercialization of the park will ruin everything that makes it great and ruin it for he vast majority of the public, only to offer a product, yes a product,
for a select few in the highest brackets of income and disposable income. The park must stay in control of NPWS who have the public and the parks
interests at the forefront of its operation, not the bottom dollar and profit margin hat would be the sole focus of a privatized, commercial development.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:40:57 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mitchell
Last name
Harris
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2800
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Keep it in its natural state, we dont want it ruined for our future generations
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 1:35 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 13:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mitchell
Last name
Ring
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Western Lake foreshore is going to ruin the look and feel of our town. We don't want development to the edge of the lake. This
should be natural beauty and not just a strip of it. The view across the lake from town will look terrible and should be left alone. All
further accommodation and housing should be out along the Barry Way as town centre is now too busy and congested. I object to
the Western Lake foreshore development and further increase in apartments in Town Centre. Please listen to the community.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:09:54 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Monica
Last name
Scott
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2913
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awai ing a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are gazetted for the
protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recrea ional and commercial activities may be appropriate in
national parks, but only where they are consistent wi h the core conservation objectives of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal,
national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so many environmental issues, let’s not
add over development of KNP hose failures.
The KNP must be protected as a national park !!!!!!!!!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:19 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Monique
Last name
Schreiber
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hi,
I object to the traffic lights on Kalkite St and Koscuiszko Rd (Pg 46) and the foot bridge over Koscuiszko Rd (Pg 48).
With the Southern Connector Rd being built, and Koscuiszko Rd being reduced to 2 lanes with reduced speed limits it will slow
traffic flow and reduce the numbers of cars on the road and therefor the proposed traffic lights and bridge are not required.
I object to the Bus Route connecting Park Rd to the Barry Bay (Pg 73).
This is a safety issue to pedestrians having to cross the road between both ovals whilst participating in physical activity.
I object to another airport/strip (Pg 133)closer to Jindabyne the pre existing airport at Cooma should be upgraded to service the
Snowy region.
The air traffic noise will not disturb the tranquility of the mountain town we call home.
1

Thanks,
Monique Schreiber
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:56 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Monique
Last name
Schreiber
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hi,
I object to moving the NRMA Caravan park (Pg 52) if it is to be replaced with accommodation.
The are should be single story buildings or recreational area for the public to use and enjoy.
Thanks, Monique Schreiber
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:04:27 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 08:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Morgan
Last name
Fawzi
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2138
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please do not ruin this beautiful landscape. Winter sports are becoming less and less viable and destroying the landscape is not wor h it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:08:51 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Morgen
Last name
Williams
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
TARRAGINDI, QLD, 4121
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Short-sighted proposals like this that fail to balance economic, social and environmental impacts have no place in our nation, especially in light of
climate change. The hreats to alpine areas are already serious enough and it will already be difficult enough to ameliorate, if not impossible, wi hout
unnecessary impacts from increased visita ion and development. Do not allow this to proceed and instead, direct all possible efforts at repairing
damage and boosting protection of the park from climate change.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:40:40 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Murray
Last name
Johnson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am a born and breed 7th generation local and I would like to object to the SAP and he proposed developments on the western part of he lake at
hatchery Bay e.t.c. and the proposed development of the existing central school area which has already in the past couple of years had millions of tax
payers dollars spent on building/improving it.
I see this as a money grabbing exercise by developers and the Liberal / National government who are not interested in the rural life style/ history of the
local residents who have been here for generations, these proposed developments in he SAP are so far from what the town needs , it is beyond a
joke,
Yes we need to plan for the future of Jindabyne and surrounding areas, but by rushing this SAP through the way it is being done,reeks of corruption
from the NSW planning department, Government officials(JB) who are meant to be represen ing us and large out of town developers. This whole SAP
exercise seems to be already decided on and well and truly In the development/ building phase with developers already marking/ surveying out the
land to start building on before the draft plan has closed from public response.
If there is any justice in this world ,the town residents will be allowed more time and consultation opportunities to plan for the next 40yrs of this
wonderful area.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Thursday, 29 July 2021 11:56:42 AM

Submitted on Thu, 29/07/2021 - 11:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Murray
Last name
Johnson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I would like to object about the SAP in its current form and the decision to move the central school out of town and rezone the current land where the
school is to Medium density accomadation. Being an original resident of Jindabyne (Born and breed and lived here for 50 + years ) I believe this will
ruin the history and feel of the town and will nega ivily impact the original locals who have already been up rooted from there homes in the Old Town to
move to the new town.
If the current central school was to be returned to a Public primary school and the High school was to be moved out of town then there would be room
for bo h to grow and expand with the town growth.
I believe that the current school should have some of its buildings Her iage listed (the original primary school section).
By trying to build 5 storey + buildings in his area (exsis ing school site) you will create a dark and dingy corridor in the town that will be lucky to see
light especially in winter ime.
If this plan of medium density housing goes ahead on this site this will also affect the community child care which is located nearby and will create a
unsafe place for the local babies/infants to attend.
Jindabyne is more than just a tourist town that accomadates to he winter ski enthusiasts and the summer mountain bike riders,bush walkers, fishing
people etc, it is a town with a great history and pride for our farming culture, Snowyhydro Scheme and diveristy in other fields .
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:13:08 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Murray
Last name
Johnson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I would like to submit my objection to the proposed linking of Park road to Reedy cutting road through JJ Connors sports field.
This proposal in he SAP will cause a major incident in the near future with the likely hood of one of our local children being injured or killed by crossing
the road between the two spor ing fields.
The oval/sports field is situated in a fantastic location for all the residents of Jindabyne to use,especially the local child care centres, schools and
young families who are able to walk there.
This area should not be touched and it should be left as is and he history of the oval should be recognised.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:21:56 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Murray
Last name
Stoll
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wamboin 2620
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am extremely concerned by NSW Government’s Special Activation Plan for Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). This draft plan intends to encourage
further development in the Park inviting greater access for vehicles and aircraft.
National Parks are there to preserve wilderness for all Australians, current and future, to enjoy, but this plan will damage the delicate alpine
environment by encouraging development where there should not be any.
This proposal is an affront to the very purpose of Na ional Parks.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:49 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nadav
Last name
Cohen
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2037
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To Manager, NPWS Planning Evaluation and Assessment and Executive Director, DPIE Key Sites and Regional Assessments
I oppose the amendment to Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management (Plan of Management) and Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct Masterplan (the Masterplan).
The opening up of our National Park to developers will put this precious and vulnerable ecosystem in great danger.
Please refuse this application to change the Plan of Management. We must protect our assets from privatisation and development.
The Plan of Management should not under any circumstances be changed to allow commercial access and profits for private
organisations.
I am especially concerned about the development plan for Island bend. As a whitewater paddler, hiker, skier, and climber who
frequently enjoy staying at the Island Bend Campground, I strongly object to the proposed re-development and commercialisation
of Island Bend Campground.
The natural, “basic” nature of the camping at Island Bend, with its free and flexible public access is what me and my outdoors club
values for many of our weekend club trips. We have strong concerns that the leasing and commercialization of Island Bend would
restrict affordable camping and free access to the river.
1

Formalized camping would both fiscally exclude certain financially strained demographics of society (such as students) from the
campground, and also not enable a safe place to rest last minute if required, before driving home after outdoor pursuits.
The purpose of a national park is not to serve the economic purposes of the rich at the expense of the people. There will be huge
impacts from these facilities which are not worth the risk and cost to the environment. For profit organisations will never run a
national park facility in the best interests of the park.
Experience elsewhere (south coast of Tasmania and soon the Light House to Light House walk by Eden) shows that once areas
become exclusive, people that have loved and used an area for decades become excluded. There is a wide range of
demographics that utilise the Island Bend Campground, and through commercialization, I fear that that university students may be
fiscally excluded.
Kosciuszko national park is a unique ecosystem - Australian Alpine which is less than 0.15% of our continent. This country has
been through so many climate disasters - bushfires, invasion by feral animals and damage of other commercial projects that have
had unfortunate impacts. The landscape is already delicate and the latest IPCC report outlines that unless big changes happen
immediately, the climate and environmental crises are going to hit harder from now on. The policies of Australian governments
towards climate change are not even entertaining the idea of making the kind of change needed. Kosciuszko National Park and all
national parks need to be protected fiercely in this context.
Regards,
Nadav Cohen
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:48 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nadia
Last name
Bordin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Business Parking
As it stands the parking in jindabyne is at full capacity locals, business owners & their staff are the ones who are suffering.
If you remove any of this parking, without offering an alternative the situation will just get worse.
The Rate Paying Locals, Business Owners & their Staff should all have the ability to park in their own town without issue.
Residential Parking
Any residential / tourist dwelling (especially in Jindabyne) should be required to have sufficient parking spaces that service that
site.
Jindabyne cannot cope as it is let alone if you introduce more tourist residential dwellings
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:50 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nadia
Last name
Bordin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Your Timing
Appalling. To put something like this SAP together & only give residents a short space of time to
1. go through it
2. try to understand it
3. respond to it
and all while going through the busiest time of year, along with COVID as well as End on financial year is a total lack of regard to
the people who live here.
Some would say it was a deliberate act to try & have this pushed through with not a lot of fight.
Why else would you do this?
The local community needed more time & multiple requests just fell on deaf ears

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:54:55 PM
submission-knp-special-activation-master-plan.docx

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nancy
Last name
Pallin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Milsons Point 2061
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission-knp-special-activation-master-plan.docx

Submission
Submission to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan
Nancy Pallin

I cannot support the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan in its current form because of further damage it will do to the natural
values it will do to Kosciuszko National Park. However, I do support investment in areas such as Jindabyne and nearby parts of Lake Jindabyne.
The draft Snowy Mountains Master Plan claims that ’ The Snowy Mountains is the rooftop of Australia where an unspoiled alpine landscape…….’ This
statement is not true. KNP suffers from
• Soil erosion caused by the Snowy Scheme; restoration should be funded by Snowy Hydro
• Damage by feral animals such as deer, rabbits, foxes and especially horses
• Non-na ive plants; more funding must be provided to the park service to treat these
• Many species of native animal are threatened
• Decline in population of bogong mo hs due to clearing of native vegetation in north-west NSW
• Asbestos at Island Bend; removal and restoration should be paid for by Snowy Hydro
• Pine wildings from the Jounama planta ion; I acknowledge progress in pine removal to date
• Exotic trees in he Yarrangobilly precinct should be replaced by native vegetation
Regeneration and restoration of the natural environment of Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) must be prioritised and properly funded.
The plans for Jindabyne and areas outside the Na ional Park have considerable merit.
The aim of spreading visitation to KNP throughout the year is a good objective but does not have to depend on increasing bed numbers within the
park. Development of accommodation outside the park toge her with reliable public transport into the park will activate he local economy more
effectively than commercial development wi hin the park.
I support “equitable and efficient access arrangements that prioritise sustainable mass transport modes and intelligent transport systems to travel
safety between Jindabyne and Kosciuszko National Park”
Alpine Precinct
I cannot agree with the plans to increase bed numbers within KNP. This is primarily driven by snow and skiing and occurs in winter. The SAP should
concentrate on providing visitor snow experiences as day visitation. Adding more overnight accommodation in the park is risky in view of the prediction
for more severe weather conditions with climate change. The most recent report from the International Panel on Climate Change needs to be taken
seriously.
I also object to plans to allow privately owned accommodation within the national park. This is socially inequitable, available only for the rich so
inappropriate in a national park which is for all to enjoy.
Camping at Island Bend
Snowy Hydro should pay for the rehabilitation of the old township, by removing asbestos and exotic plants before any development takes place. This
has been another case of cost shifting from Snowy Mountains scheme to the National Parks and Wildlife Service. Once the site has been rehabilitated
it will be suitable for low key camping.

Guthega
It would seem he people who wrote this SAP document have only visited Guthega on a fine, sunny day with no wind. The proposal for a camping area
on the slope above the dam is impractical. Strong winds are a feature of this valley slope.
Helicopters
The proposal for commercial use of helipads within the park for recreation purposes is not acceptable. Helicopters have been useful for delivering
materials for track building, in surveys and feral animal control but not for private transport. KNP POM Management Objective 8.17.1 must be retained.
“Improve telecommunication infrastructure in the Kosciuszko National Park to facilitate safer backcountry naviga ion and emergency response
capabilities.” Modern communications in the back-country will not necessarily make it safer for people unless they have first learned bush skills.
Dependence on electronic devices for navigation will lead the inexperienced into trouble.
National Parks Visitor Centre in Jindabyne
This building must be retained for its original purposes. I fear that a new ‘Heritage Centre’ would promote too much of the Snowy Mountains history
which has caused such serious environmental damage. Certainly the alpine grazing, mining, Snowy Scheme should be hones ly acknowledged but
there is a grave danger that promotion of the brumby would overshadow the more important natural features of the Snowy Mountains – alpine flowers,
ancient snowgums, mountain pygmy possums, corroboree frogs etc.
The existing building could be extended to cater for ticke ing for visitor attractions, interactive information displays to celebrate the rich history of the
region including Monero Ngarigo culture, the unique environment of the Kosciuszko Na ional Park, alpine and winter sports, and the stories of he town
of Jindabyne including agriculture, he formation of Lake Jindabyne and the hydro-electric scheme.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan
Nancy Pallin

I cannot support the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan in its current form
because of further damage it will do to the natural values it will do to Kosciuszko National Park.
However, I do support investment in areas such as Jindabyne and nearby parts of Lake Jindabyne.
The draft Snowy Mountains Master Plan claims that ’ The Snowy Mountains is the rooftop of
Australia where an unspoiled alpine landscape…….’ This statement is not true. KNP suffers from









Soil erosion caused by the Snowy Scheme; restoration should be funded by Snowy Hydro
Damage by feral animals such as deer, rabbits, foxes and especially horses
Non‐native plants; more funding must be provided to the park service to treat these
Many species of native animal are threatened
Decline in population of bogong moths due to clearing of native vegetation in north‐west
NSW
Asbestos at Island Bend; removal and restoration should be paid for by Snowy Hydro
Pine wildings from the Jounama plantation; I acknowledge progress in pine removal to date
Exotic trees in the Yarrangobilly precinct should be replaced by native vegetation

Regeneration and restoration of the natural environment of Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) must be
prioritised and properly funded.

The plans for Jindabyne and areas outside the National Park have considerable merit.
The aim of spreading visitation to KNP throughout the year is a good objective but does not have to
depend on increasing bed numbers within the park. Development of accommodation outside the
park together with reliable public transport into the park will activate the local economy more
effectively than commercial development within the park.
I support “equitable and efficient access arrangements that prioritise sustainable mass transport
modes and intelligent transport systems to travel safety between Jindabyne and Kosciuszko National
Park”
Alpine Precinct
I cannot agree with the plans to increase bed numbers within KNP. This is primarily driven by snow
and skiing and occurs in winter. The SAP should concentrate on providing visitor snow experiences
as day visitation. Adding more overnight accommodation in the park is risky in view of the
prediction for more severe weather conditions with climate change. The most recent report from
the International Panel on Climate Change needs to be taken seriously.
I also object to plans to allow privately owned accommodation within the national park. This is
socially inequitable, available only for the rich so inappropriate in a national park which is for all to
enjoy.

Camping at Island Bend
Snowy Hydro should pay for the rehabilitation of the old township, by removing asbestos and exotic
plants before any development takes place. This has been another case of cost shifting from Snowy
Mountains scheme to the National Parks and Wildlife Service. Once the site has been rehabilitated it
will be suitable for low key camping.

Guthega
It would seem the people who wrote this SAP document have only visited Guthega on a fine, sunny
day with no wind. The proposal for a camping area on the slope above the dam is impractical.
Strong winds are a feature of this valley slope.

Helicopters
The proposal for commercial use of helipads within the park for recreation purposes is not
acceptable. Helicopters have been useful for delivering materials for track building, in surveys and
feral animal control but not for private transport. KNP POM Management Objective 8.17.1 must be
retained.

“Improve telecommunication infrastructure in the Kosciuszko National Park to facilitate safer
backcountry navigation and emergency response capabilities.” Modern communications in the
back‐country will not necessarily make it safer for people unless they have first learned bush skills.
Dependence on electronic devices for navigation will lead the inexperienced into trouble.

National Parks Visitor Centre in Jindabyne
This building must be retained for its original purposes. I fear that a new ‘Heritage Centre’ would
promote too much of the Snowy Mountains history which has caused such serious environmental
damage. Certainly the alpine grazing, mining, Snowy Scheme should be honestly acknowledged but
there is a grave danger that promotion of the brumby would overshadow the more important
natural features of the Snowy Mountains – alpine flowers, ancient snowgums, mountain pygmy
possums, corroboree frogs etc.
The existing building could be extended to cater for ticketing for visitor attractions, interactive
information displays to celebrate the rich history of the region including Monero Ngarigo culture, the
unique environment of the Kosciuszko National Park, alpine and winter sports, and the stories of the
town of Jindabyne including agriculture, the formation of Lake Jindabyne and the hydro‐electric
scheme.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 9:47:41 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 09:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Narelle
Last name
Smith
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2232
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission
National parks are for the conservation of the natural environmental not for tourist infrastructure. It is that simple!
Jindabyne township and lake does need further facilities but not inside the Park boundary.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:01:45 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Natalie
Last name
George
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2516
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Stop ruining our landscapes. There’s I NO need to develop this area!!! Protect our lands our country.
Heal Country!!!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:20:34 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Natalie
Last name
Wilson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2606
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
KNP is a beautiful, quiet place to explore and be present. The proposed changes will destroy not only ecosystems and an escape for housands, but
also he entire area. It will ruin this beautiful space.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:45:59 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 09:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nathan
Last name
Beck
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2606
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This proposal should not go ahead
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 19 August 2021 9:45 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 19/08/2021 - 09:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nathan
Last name
Holyoak
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wakerley 4154
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
There are some aspects of the plan I support but some aspects that concern me.
Things I support:
- Developments in Jindabyne that improve the town centre and its connectivity with the lake. The lake foreshore is underutilised
and in places unsightly.
- Consideration of locations for snow play outside of the main ski resorts. This will ease pressure on resort facilities and parking.
Perhaps more focus could be given to Mt Selwyn and Sponars Chalet area.
- Improving Perisher village. A more attractive village would also help with summer visitation.
Things that concern me:
- Developments within the national park that favour fee paying 'high end experiences'. National parks are an asset for all
Australians to enjoy regardless of means. Development that favours supported and paid-for experiences like glamping, commercial
scale tours, man-made attractions like cantilevered walkways, helicopter flights etc. above informal visitation, low-key nature
walking & picnicing undermines this reality, attempting to turn the national park into a goldmine rather than a natural asset to be
preserved for all.
- Relocating the caravan park out of the town sends the message that only wealthy tourists are welcome in Jindabyne. Surely there
1

are ways to connect the town centre to the lake that doesn't completely remove the caravan park?
- Reducing parking at Perisher village. With transport a major issue surely reducing current capacity will make things worse?
Couldn't a new village be built above the existing carpark, which would then be covered and protected from weather. It could then
link across the creek to the main level of the existing Perisher Centre and Skitube terminal.
- Relying on the chairlift at Charlotte Pass for access. Parking at the pass itself is limited and would benefit from some
formalisation. But forcing people to park in the village and pay for a chairlift ride to see the view would be unfair, as I said before.
Perhaps overnight parking could be restricted to the village and an improved path made up to the pass. This would ease
congestion on parking at the pass itself, keeping it for short term informal visitation.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:32:31 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nathan
Last name
Lit le
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2905
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National Park should remain as is and untouched. Don't close more of the park for someone's financial privilege.
It should be open to all for recreational enjoyment.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 9 August 2021 8:04 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 20:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nathon
Last name
Irvin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wagga Wagga
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Please make sure you include the Talbingo MTB trails as this is very exciting and will greatly benefit the region
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:09 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nicholas
Last name
Bowers
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Maroubra 2035
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The scale of development is too large for the delicate eco systems in the NP and around Jindabyne. I have read the report and it is
full of spin and jargon without real research and transparency. How can the NSW Department of Planning over ride National
Parks? Does this mean private business can now buy national park?
John Barilaro would commercialise and build absolutely everywhere if he was given free reign. I object to these plans.
Thank you.
Nicholas Bowers

I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Sunday, 8 August 2021 5:49 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sun, 08/08/2021 - 17:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nicholas
Last name
Donovan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Avonside
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I'm 31 and I grew up in Sydney but I've travelled to Jindabyne and the KNP every year for ski holidays. I'm a member of Telemark
Ski Lodge at Perisher and I've spent most of the past 7 years living in Jindabyne or surrounds, lastly at Avonside between
Jindabyne and Berridale. The future of Jindabyne town and the KNP are incredibly important to me and as I'll likely live to see the
results of the SAP in 40 years time, I really want to stress the huge responsibility, duty and burden this SAP has for the lives of
locals, seasonal workers and everyone who enjoys the Snowy Mtns area.
I support development and increased transport, amenities and redesigned infrastructure for Jindabyne and to a lesser extend the
KNP but I plead with you: do not destroy the best things about these places for a quick tourist buck. There's been so much talk
about how Jindabyne etc is only a one-season economy and we need to boost the area outside of winter; I'm not sure if those
people have been to Jindy between Oct-May but in the last five years the tourists and activities have grown exponentially. What we
need is to cater to this, not to dig up land unnecessarily or go chasing flashy things like helicopter rides or buses up the Summit Rd
at Charlottes.
WE NEED
- Better transport options to Jindabyne all year round (from Canberra/ Cooma/ airport)
- Better transport options to the resorts (car park out of town on the Southern Connecter)
- To keep the current road through Jindabyne at two lanes each way. The idea of dropping it to one is insanely out of touch with the
1

area's needs. Yes the Sthn Cnnctr Rd will alleviate that two hour window of high traffic on a Sat/Sun morning for 10 weekends a
year as people race straight up to ski resorts, but the main priority for locals and tourists outside of that 20 hours of traffic is to GO
INTO JINDABYNE TOWN, to shop, to work, dine etc. I support the S/C Rd but cutting Kosciusko Rd down makes no sense when
the whole point of the SAP is to get people INTO TOWN.
- Acknowledgment that Jindabyne is not a 'walking town', distances between housing areas and the main town centre can be large
with freezing temps in winter and strong, piercing sun in summer. Cutting roads in town will add congestion, so the town needs
better public transport.
- To keep the peace and beauty of the KNP. Helicopter flights? Buses on the Summit Rd? Glamping cabins at Island Bend? New
lodge developments at Perisher in already crowded slopes? All of these things smack of people who have barely spent time in the
KNP, people who have no stake in it's future and who don't understand why people currently go there all year round. Sure a
helicopter flight would be nice for a couple of lucky people, but what about the presumed hundreds completing the new Snowies
Iconic Walk who's experience of the wonderful alpine air is to see, hear and feel the flights right over their heads. Same goes for
the Summit Rd, you'd see it become a ghost walk very quickly, who wants to leave Charlottes and cop a spray of dust as a minibus
rolls past (and to support people on the Iconic Walk? They would have just started the Walk and Thredbo, anyone who badly
needs support two hours into a three-day walk is on the wrong track.
Perisher has always suffered from the fight over the head lease between Vail and NPWS. I support the idea of a Perisher Village to
be built over the exising car park but strongly dislike any idea of digging up more unique national park land for short-sighted
developments that will likely only be used for 10 weeks a year in winter (even shorter with climate change) and that add nothing to
fostering an atmosphere at Perisher between Oct-May. If Vail or NPWS won't spend any money on creating a village (like Thredbo)
then I support better transport options all year round (buses to Perisher/Charlottles in spring/summer especially).
WE DON'T NEED:
- Crap development scarring Jindabyne, the lake or the KNP forever. Building a caravan park on the western side of the lake?
What a fantastic way to greet people as they drive around Jindy hill above East Jindabyne. I know the caravan park will need to be
moved to cater for more cafes/shops on the Lake foreshore (which I support) but care needs to be taken to make sure the
character of the lake and it's surrounds is managed.
- Moderately high-rise buildings in town. Have these people been to Jindabyne in winter? Creating freezing cold wind tunnels isn't
the best way to create a walking, bustling tourist town. Not to mention blocking the views. The big sky and the openness of the
town is a critical feature of it's attractiveness.
- Over-road walking tracks between the new S/Ctr Rd and a new town centre? I don't even know where to start with this one. Who
needs the Snowies Iconic walk when we'll build a three-day walk in town!
I SUPPORT:
- Moving development down the Barry Way. With Leesville, the upgraded Sport and Rec, proposed mtn bike paths and school, the
Barry Way looks best suited to hosting much of any new housing or town development. It's logical to build a rival town centre at the
intersection of the Barry Way and S/Ctr Rd, that way the huge numbers of people on that road could access a Coles, medical stuff,
park and ride etc without clogging the road into town.
- An aged care facility being built. It's incredibly sad and stressful for families to ship their elderly parent to Canberra (if Cooma or
Berridale are full - and they're seen as substandard anyway) and away from where they're spent their best years. Any town with
aspirations of providing a great lifestyle needs to acknowledge this.
FINALLY: I'm completely aware that some or many developers are going to come in, knock something down, dig something up and
build something terrible. That's the nature of development. But do not let this happen to the unique and vital KNP. That would be
an unforgiveable mistake. Destroying the rural feel of Jindabyne and putting up acres of shocking mcmansions is probably
inevitable, that's just what town planners, governments and developers do nowadays, but there is a chance here to make
something special, something AUSTRALIAN (we're not NZ, the USA, Canada or Europe - our alpine area is unique) and to
improve on what we currently have. I hope everyone involved keeps that in the front of their minds.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nicholas
Last name
Hall
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wanniassa 2903
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission file
snowy-mountains-special-activiation-precinct-draft-master-plan-response.pdf

Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Activiation Precinct Draft Master Plan Response
Over the past 15 years, I have spent a significant amount of time recrea ing, and occasionally working in the Snowy Mountains and Kosciuszko
National Park. I have worked as a backcountry guide in Winter, and recreationally I have enjoyed the wilderness of Kosciuszko National Park while
bushwalking, mountain biking, backcountry and cross country skiing. I have also spent a significant amount of time at Perisher and Thredbo resorts in
Summer and Winter, and enjoyed the facili ies and experiences offered by them. I have camped at Ngarigo, Island Bend and Thredbo Diggings
campsites, and in many areas of the Kosciuszko National Park backcountry. I have also camped around Australia and in places like New Zealand and
the Colorado Front Range.
Through these experiences, I have developed a significant appreciation for the careful balance of tourism infrastructure, commercial activity, and
preserva ion of sensitive wilderness areas hat is required and managed in he Snowy Mountains area. Importantly, I feel very strongly about the
protection of the existing wilderness areas of Kosciuszko National Park, and the need for any development to be carefully considered with the risk it
may pose to these areas. Even in the last 15 years, I have seen the effect that growing visitor numbers have had on once pristine, undisturbed areas
of the Na ional Park.
I am largely in support of he vision presented in the Draft Master Plan, but it concerns me that there is an overreach with he view to develop and
commercialise areas of the National Park that are currently largely untouched by commercial activity. The proposal for “Cabin style accommoda ion” at
Island Bend is at odds wi h the affordable solution the site currently provides for families and park users. While development at the site would be
welcome, I feel a more basic provision of amenities would be suitable, reducing costs of maintenance of the area and ensuring it can be continued to
be enjoyed and used by all park users. The redevelopment of toilets, provision for waste collection, and a communal kitchen is welcome. Ameni ies
similar to those provided in Bungonia Na ional Park would be of great benefit to park users camping at Island Bend, without crea ing an economical
divide.
I welcome further investment in the Skitube and the Park and Ride Shut le service. Roads and carparks are frequently at or over capacity in he
National Park. Services such as these reduce the environmental impact of park users and assist to manage a growing number of visitors to the
National Park.
I am saddened to see the suggestion for development of a viewing deck at Porcupine Rocks. A large, cantilevered steel structure is hardly a necessary
addition to what is currently a very serene area of he park. Instead, existing signage should be updated to educate park users about the history of the
park. The Snowies Iconic Walk will benefit from informa ive, low key infrastructure. Porcupine Rocks does not need a mass of steel concreted into the
ground to “create a spectacular alpine experience for summer visitors”. The area already does his without further development or destruction of
sensitive alpine environment and flora.
Helicopter Transit from Jindabyne into the National Park is unnecessary and does no hing for the protection of sensitive alpine environments. While
New Zealand is well suited to air transport into the mountains, this is largely in response to significant access times to the wilderness areas when
travelling by foot from trail heads, or due to dangerous conditions on glaciers that prevent alternate access. Kosciuszko National Park features neither
of these issues, and to have helicopters buzzing through the park as a luxury transport option for those with cash to burn is hugely contradictory to the

idea of a Na ional Park with minimal imposition on pristine wilderness areas.
With these concerns in mind, I am otherwise supportive of the visions outlined in the Draft Master Plan. I feel that further thought needs to be put into
the effect that some of he proposed developments will have on areas of the Na ional Park are already struggling with over visitation. I feel that
infrastructure for the reduction of impact on the environment needs to be considered just as strongly, if not moreso, as infrastructure that will
accommodate and attract tourism to the area.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments.
Regards,
Nicholas Hall
Wanniassa, ACT, 2903.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activiation Precinct Draft Master Plan
Response
Over the past 15 years, I have spent a significant amount of time recreating, and
occasionally working in the Snowy Mountains and Kosciuszko National Park. I have worked
as a backcountry guide in Winter, and recreationally I have enjoyed the wilderness of
Kosciuszko National Park while bushwalking, mountain biking, backcountry and cross
country skiing. I have also spent a significant amount of time at Perisher and Thredbo
resorts in Summer and Winter, and enjoyed the facilities and experiences offered by them. I
have camped at Ngarigo, Island Bend and Thredbo Diggings campsites, and in many areas of
the Kosciuszko National Park backcountry. I have also camped around Australia and in
places like New Zealand and the Colorado Front Range.
Through these experiences, I have developed a significant appreciation for the careful
balance of tourism infrastructure, commercial activity, and preservation of sensitive
wilderness areas that is required and managed in the Snowy Mountains area. Importantly, I
feel very strongly about the protection of the existing wilderness areas of Kosciuszko
National Park, and the need for any development to be carefully considered with the risk it
may pose to these areas. Even in the last 15 years, I have seen the effect that growing visitor
numbers have had on once pristine, undisturbed areas of the National Park.
I am largely in support of the vision presented in the Draft Master Plan, but it concerns me
that there is an overreach with the view to develop and commercialise areas of the National
Park that are currently largely untouched by commercial activity. The proposal for “Cabin
style accommodation” at Island Bend is at odds with the affordable solution the site
currently provides for families and park users. While development at the site would be
welcome, I feel a more basic provision of amenities would be suitable, reducing costs of
maintenance of the area and ensuring it can be continued to be enjoyed and used by all
park users. The redevelopment of toilets, provision for waste collection, and a communal
kitchen is welcome. Amenities similar to those provided in Bungonia National Park would be
of great benefit to park users camping at Island Bend, without creating an economical
divide.
I welcome further investment in the Skitube and the Park and Ride Shuttle service. Roads
and carparks are frequently at or over capacity in the National Park. Services such as these
reduce the environmental impact of park users and assist to manage a growing number of
visitors to the National Park.
I am saddened to see the suggestion for development of a viewing deck at Porcupine Rocks.
A large, cantilevered steel structure is hardly a necessary addition to what is currently a very
serene area of the park. Instead, existing signage should be updated to educate park users
about the history of the park. The Snowies Iconic Walk will benefit from informative, low
key infrastructure. Porcupine Rocks does not need a mass of steel concreted into the
ground to “create a spectacular alpine experience for summer visitors”. The area already
does this without further development or destruction of sensitive alpine environment and
flora.

Helicopter Transit from Jindabyne into the National Park is unnecessary and does nothing
for the protection of sensitive alpine environments. While New Zealand is well suited to air
transport into the mountains, this is largely in response to significant access times to the
wilderness areas when travelling by foot from trail heads, or due to dangerous conditions on
glaciers that prevent alternate access. Kosciuszko National Park features neither of these
issues, and to have helicopters buzzing through the park as a luxury transport option for
those with cash to burn is hugely contradictory to the idea of a National Park with minimal
imposition on pristine wilderness areas.
With these concerns in mind, I am otherwise supportive of the visions outlined in the Draft
Master Plan. I feel that further thought needs to be put into the effect that some of the
proposed developments will have on areas of the National Park are already struggling with
over visitation. I feel that infrastructure for the reduction of impact on the environment
needs to be considered just as strongly, if not moreso, as infrastructure that will
accommodate and attract tourism to the area.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments.
Regards,
Nicholas Hall
Wanniassa, ACT, 2903.
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Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 12:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nicholas
Last name
Lloyd
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wodonga
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I believe the Snowy Mountain SAP defies the philosophy and purpose of a National Park. A National Park is established to preserve the natural value
of a piece of land for people to enjoy. The plans inclusive in the SAP do not portect the natural features of KNP and will cause severe ecological
destruction to what is already a nationally rare, ecologically and hydrologically significant landscape. The point of a National Park is do preserve
natural beauty, not to industrialise and develop it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nicholas
Last name
Moran
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rosehill 2142
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko na ional park needs funding going towards the preservation of as much of the park as possible due to he brumby Population causing
mass damage to the soft soil in he area. Australia does not need more high end accomoda ions and facilities in our parks, they need to stay as human
free as possible to preserve he unique nature hat resides there.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nick
Last name
Heit
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Muswellbrook 2333
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
No
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nick
Last name
Herrald
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Weston Creek
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have previously submitted a submission objecting to the Island Bend redevelopment proposal, but I would also like to object to the Thredbo Ranger
station development and the proposal to close the car-park at Charlotte Pass. Both of hese would further impact on whitewater kayaking in the region.
The Thredbo Ranger station is used by kayakers as an important take-out point for the Village down kayaking run on the Thredbo river. Charlotte Pass
is the put in point for a run on the upper Snowy River. Kayakers use this car park to access the upper Snowy River and it would not be possible to take
kayaks on a chairlift to access Charlotte Pass. Loss of access to this carpark would have a devastating impact on the use of the upper Snowy River for
whitewater kayaking.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nick
Last name
Morley
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Lyndhurst 2797
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We are losing our environment at a rapid rate as it is, this does not make any sense.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nick
Last name
Murphy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2500
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Exploitation of this national park for monetary purposes is sickening which is clearly the goal here, you lack complete vision of protecting the area even
though it's supposed to be the main goal of the npws
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nick
Last name
Murphy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2500
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Exploitation of this national park for monetary purposes is sickening which is clearly the goal here, you lack complete vision of protecting the area even
though it's supposed to be the main goal of the npws
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nick
Last name
Wynne
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra, 2602
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am concerned that the proposed changes to the management of Kosciuszko National Park as I am afraid they will dilute the
management and protection of all National Parks across our country.
Australia’s famed Snowy Mountains are already reeling from unprecedented bushfires, a plague of feral horses and destruction
caused by the Snowy 2 hydro project. This fragile Alpine landscape needs protection now more than ever, not further exploitation.
I am deeply concerned about and object to the proposed changes to Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management (Plan of
Management) and Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan (the Masterplan).
I do support the investment into Jindabyne, and believe even more effort should be placed into this concept. Jindabyne needs to
attract and retain visitors to the region. Those from Canberra would be encouraged to stay overnight or few a few nights. Improved
access from Jindabyne to different locations within KNP through the use of shuttle buses should be investigated, encouraging
visitors to leave their car in Jindabyne. The town is entirely disconnected from the lake and foreshore, and small changes to this
road won't alter this. The town is dominated by carparks, roads, and cars. Jindabyne has so much potential as a significant town in
the region, and the plan should further investigate this, rather than the development of areas within KNP.
1

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nicola
Last name
Andrews
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I would like to object about the level of density proposed for East Jindabyne. When my father bought his block of land in Jerrara
Drive many years ago he was promised that there would never be development on the point.
In my opinion the development is extending way too far out - with 2 and 3 storey accommodation proposed on what is now a very
wild and precious grassland of Themeda Australis (beautiful Kangaroo grass).
This area has always been a lovely unique area for walkers and bikeriders.
The development should be brought much further back.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission
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Nicola
Last name
Theile
I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
nt-sap-submission.docx

Submission
Please see attached documents
I agree to the above statement
Yes

SAP submission
Barry Way South
I believe it is needed to allow for the much needed and highly sought after out of town semi-rural
accommodation. I’m sure you are aware of the housing crisis in the region, not just for local families
but also for the seasonal influx of staff the region experiences every year. The Southern Barry Way
sub precinct would be an ideal location for this. It could include residential, tourist and staff
accommodation. You could have large 3000sq mtr blocks, which could consist of a residential house,
and some separate holiday/ staff accommodation buildings on those lots and allow farming to
continue on larger lots.
I believe that the Barry Way South should be included into the catalyst precinct to allow rapid
development of infrastructure, not only as this kind of accommodation is in such high demand, with
many local families having to leave the area due to lack of housing, but also to relieve the council of
their overburdened workload with future complex development applications.
For the developments currently being undertaken, and for the future developments to be successful
(eg. connecting Bungarra Mountain bike park to the future mountain bike park) it is of the up most
importance that Bungarra Lane becomes a public road. With north and south overtaking lanes on
the Barry Way, at its intersection being the most critical part of this development. The intersection is
already very dangerous with serious, life-threatening accidents already having occurred in the past
with the ever-increasing traffic on the Barry way.
While I am in support of the Southern Connector- an overdue access road for the community I think
the impact this will have on the Barry Way traffic has to be taken into account, hence there is urgent
need for extra over taking lanes for busy roads that turn off it, such as Bungarra Lane. I also believe
there is a need for the Barry way to be upgraded at least from Jindabyne to Ingebyra. There is also a
need for the southern connector to be extended all the way from Kosciuszko Road to the Alpine
way. The ever-increasing snow traffic needs to be able to by pass town for speed, efficiency and
safety of the community.
Town Centre
While the new designs of the town centre look exciting and promising, especially with the many
marked out ‘green areas, trees etc’, I think it is vital to consult with the local parks and gardens
teams who are qualified horticulturalist from the council and community in the deciding of species
of trees and shrubs that will be planted. Not just leaving the choice of plants to some landscaper
from Sydney who doesn’t understand our climate. I think it is important that these local council and
community horticulturalist are consulted and have input into the kinds of plants that will be planted
there as they will be looking after and carrying the cost of maintaining these green areas.
We live in one of the most unique and challenging climates in Australia with regular winds in winter
exceeding 200km/h gusts, -10-degree temps, in summer exceeding 40 degrees temps and hot dry
winds. Not many plants can survive these conditions and it would be good to see the choice of plants
left up to those who will be maintaining them and have a deep understanding of what will actually
grow here. This will ensure the longevity and successfulness of these areas and how they look in the
years to come.
Foreshore/boat ramp

While mountain biking has become a big tourist attraction in the last 10 years or so, before
mountain biking the biggest summer attraction to the region was our huge, clear, clean and wide
lake – the perfect lake for water skiing and fishing. With many national water-skiing and fishing
championships/ competitions being held on Lake Jindabyne over the years. People come from all
over the country to enjoy our pristine lake and its important that the development of the boat
ramps and foreshore is a part of the master plan.
This would include maintaining a large public buffer zone around the lake. It’s vital that private
and/or developers who may own the land, don’t restrict the public access, including vehicular to the
lake foreshore.
As a keen water skier, I can see a real need for a floating jetty/wharf at the boat ramp. It would also
be a critical step forward in securing the year-round fishing and water-skiing tourist’s revenue. As it
would allow for a safer and easier landing of boats, by easing congestion on the actual boat ramp
and by allowing access onto boats for the elderly and disabled.

Jindabyne the new Queenstown?
The proposed mountain bike park sounds like an exciting and prosperous development for the
community. And to turn Jindabyne into something like Queenstown in NZ will bring in tourism from
around the world for years to come.
However, to be as successful as Queenstown it is vital that a large and high functioning airport is
based in Jindabyne to allow easy access to these tourist attractions. An airport in Cooma will just not
work, it never has, 45 minutes away from all the action is just too far, and although there are local
shuttle services, the cost of back and forth from Cooma to Jindabyne has always been too much and
has never truly been successful.
As a born and bred local and a keen aviation enthusiast I can see the problem and a solution, and I
believe for all these exciting developments to actually have a positive impact on the region you need
tourist to have fast, easy access to it. I believe via air is the fastest, most efficient way to get the
tourists here. The fact that Sydney, Melbourne and Canberra being our closest major cities are a 6, 8
and 2 hr drives respectively mean that most of our tourists who visit the region come from these
cities. It also means that said tourists have to take up to two extra days off work to come visit our
region just to allow for the drive. The drives are long, exhausting and dangerous drives, on
inadequate roads that are simply not designed for the traffic they receive. Particularly between
Cooma and Jindabyne. And as a born and bred local who has been driving the roads my whole life to
access vital services in our major cities, I’ve seen time and time again so many fatalities or near
misses on our roads, mostly from people rushing to get to the snow. The roads are crowded, narrow
country roads, which just can’t handle the influx of tourists we get, and currently, it just isn’t
sustainable. With the ski seasons getting busier every year the roads to and from our major cities are
getting more and more congested and dangerous. To the point where in winter many locals feel they
can’t safely access important services such as medical and education, because the roads are just too
dangerous.
Now what if we could alleviate the pressure on the roads and bring more tourists in from around the
world and around Australia in at the same time? You could spend trillions on making the Monaro
highway a duel carriage way from Canberra to Jindabyne.
OR

You could include in the proposed zoning changes that Jindabyne airfield is allowed to become selffunded so that they can develop, extend and seal the runway and upgrade the facilities turning
Jindabyne air field into Jindabyne Airport.
This would open up access to more tourist from around Australia, from cities like Perth, Brisbane,
Darwin etc who can’t reasonably drive here and don’t want to fly 4 hours to then land in Sydney and
have to drive another 6hrs, or land in Sydney, then catch a 1 hr connecting flight to Cooma to then
be stranded at Cooma airport (15 minutes out of the cbd of Cooma) with no way to hire a car or
have any reasonable means of getting to the snow which is still 45 minutes away.
By being able to fly directly from Sydney to Jindabyne would allow:
-

-

The tourists to spend more days on snow
it would take a lot of traffic off our struggling roads
allow locals to have faster and safer access to essential medical and educational services
allow the tourists to not have to take extra time off work just to drive
reduce the fatalities on the Monaro Highway and the other access roads into our region –
see photo and link below
open up the snowy mountains to the rest of Australia, to all the other major cites like Perth,
Adelaide, Brisbane and Darwin, giving more Australians the chance to see snow for the first
time.
Open up access for our international tourists.
Allow essential extra-large fire fighting aircraft to land and refuel in times of need, saving
time and money when its needed most

From 2015-2019 20 people were killed on our roads, and as you can see by the map below nearly
every single accident on our roads in that 4-year period was on the artillery roads into the region.
This shows how choked and dangerous the roads into our region already are. Imagine what they will
become! This is why its vital the tourists have a safe and easy way of getting here.

https://roadsafety.transport.nsw.gov.au/statistics/interactivecrashstats/lga_stats.html?tablga=4

Another key reason that demonstrates the need for Jindabyne air field to be allowed to fund itself
and develop further is climate change. Or in other words the ever-worsening bush fire seasons we
experience each year.
In 2003 the Australian Alps experienced the worst bushfires in over 60yrs with 1.73 million hectares
burning, in 2006 it happened again and then of course the past summer of 2019/20 we had our
worst fire season yet with again over a million hectares burning in and around our region. And it is
only going to get worse.
In these traumatic bush fire seasons one of the key reasons Jindabyne township has survived is
because of our air field.
It is the closest port of call for the quintessential crop dusters and helicopters used in fighting these
fires. Having it so close to the town means precious minutes are saved when collecting fuel,
collecting water and distributing it over the fires. In the 2019/20 bush fire season they had the
bigger fire fighting aircraft flying out of Sydney and Canberra to put out the fires on our door step. If
the airfield was allowed to expand and grow, we could have those bigger aircraft landing here,
collecting water from our lake and refuelling at our airport. This would save precious hours and
mean in the future when the fires are worse the townships and KNP will have a far better chance of
being saved.

Overall, I congratulate you on the master draft plan that you’ve put together for our rapidly growing
little town. With a bit of infrastructure development, we have real potential to become as world
famous as Queenstown.
Thankyou for this opportunity to allow me to submit my views on what I’d believe the future of
Jindabyne should look like.
As a 23yr old who was born here I have seen Jindabyne grow rapidly in the last 23 years from a small
country town with only a small IGA and a few ski shops and only 12 ‘busy’ weeks a year to a year
round tourist destination. As a land owner who is building my first home, I’m excited to see the town
grow with the plans that you’ll be implementing. I hope you’ll take into consideration my submission
when you finalise these plans for our community.
Yours sincerely
Nicola Theile
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To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 7:39:49 PM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 19:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nicolas
Last name
Ozolins
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
CORRIMAL
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
In its present state the Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct draft Master Plan is an affront to to every hing Australian. The Kosciuszko
National Park is an extremely delecate ecosystem already under pressure from reduced rain and snowfall and temperature rise and invasive horses,
as well as longicorn beetles. Increasing development, helecopter traffic, and visitation to the region will have negative impacts on the environment.
Introducing FWDing to the NP will lead to erosion and pollution.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nicole
Last name
Alexander
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Cooma 2630
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
In relation to community infrastructure I think it would be most beneficial to Jindabyne and the surrounding area if a purpose build preschool facility (for
early childhood educa ion) was built as part of this project.
Given the limited number of approved preschool positions, current difficulty for families to secure childcare in the area, and the ever increasing number
of people moving to the region (including families working on the Snowy 2.0 project and those seeking a 'tree change' to escape the city) I believe a
new preschool would be needed to provide he community with adequate access to early childhood education and care.
The increasing demand on childcare in the region is a huge barrier for some parents to return to work. A number of Jindabyne families curren ly
access preschool services in Cooma due to not being able to secure a posi ion for their child in Jindabyne. This is a 60km one way journey.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:
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Cc:
Subject:
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Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 21:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nicole
Last name
Hart
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2607
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We have enjoyed the natural pristine, isolated camping and paddling over the years at Island Bend. With this development, that will
all be gone.... forever. This will destroy the camping river experience for future generations to come. Please no!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1
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Subject:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nicole
Last name
Nicholls
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Cooma 2630
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I have read the draft plan and there are a couple of issues I would like to bring up.
Firs ly in Jindabyne here is no dedicated preschool. There is currently only 2 day care style preschool rooms available and they are full with very long
wai ing lists. Most children for the Jindabyne area must travel to Cooma to access a preschool education. Cooma currently has 2 dedicated preschools
which are also a capacity with 60+ children on waiting list with more applica ions coming in every day. I believe a dedicated preschool in Jindabyne
needs to be included in these plans. The start strong program developed by the NSW goverment states it is committed to ensuring that all children in
New Sou h Wales can participate in 600 hours of quality preschool education in the year before school, no matter where they live or what heir
circumstances are but for some children in the snowy mountains this is not possible as there are not enough facilities available to support this. It has
been proven hat a high quality early childhood education not only prepares a child for primary school but also sets them up for future success in
higher levels of educa ion and employment which would only benefit the Snowy Mountains Community.
My next issue is with health care facilities in the area. The currently level of health facilities does not meet the communities needs, especially since
Snowy 2.0 has begun, and his draft does not provide an in depth plan in how the health care facilities in the area will be increased. Cooma Hospital is
a small regional hospital with limited capacity and resources. Specialty medical facilities are currently located in Canberra which is approx. 2 hours
away from the suggested proposal site. If this proposal is to go ahead I believe more specialty medical facilities will need to be available in the area
and the number of emergency ambulance resources would need to be increased.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nicole
Last name
Ralph
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
4510
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Oppose !
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Noah
Last name
White
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2602
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have been lucky enough to live nearby several different alpine areas. I was born near the European Alps and my career has taken me to the Scot ish
Highlands and the Sierra Nevada in the US before finally settling me close to the Kosciuszko National Park. To say the environment in the KNP is
unique is an understatement. Not only is it unique within out wide country but no similar setting exists anywhere in the world. It is a place I have come
to treasure and hope to share with my children.
The park is a perfect setting for a large variety of outdoor ac ivities, many of which I enjoy. I also believe that that the park should be enjoyed by all.
Access for all should be a guiding principle when deciding the future of the park and its surrounds. This means access now and in he future and this
can be achieved simultaneous to the protec ion of this unique environment.
I do not believe the SAP furthers the objective of access and, in fact, promotes plans which would actively harm the environment.
A good example of how access and environmental management can work hand in hand, is he Kosciuszko summit walkway. The raised path provides
greater access to those that wish to visit Australia's highest peak while it simultaneously discourages off track walking and funnels traffic into a small
area which can be managed.
Poor examples of how access and protection of the environment can work toge her abound in the SAP. Allowing helicopter flights through the park
caters to a minuscule number of patrons and amplifies their impact on the environment many times over. Plans to increase luxury accommodation in
the park, again, caters to small numbers yet amplifies their impact.
The SAP purports to support broader access to the park, but it does not such thing. It is clear that the SAP supports opening avenues for third parties
to profit from activities within the park. While this is not necessarily a bad thing, the activities it promotes are high impact and serve a small segment of
the population.
I strongly encourage that the SAP be scrapped and a new outlook for increasing access to Australia's greatest na ional park be developed. This should
be built on the principles of:
- Low impact per visitor in small manageable areas,
- Increasing disability and mobility access (something which in not mentioned in the SAP at all)
- Respect for the local communi ies living nearby the park,
- Preservation of the park's natural resources for visitors generations into he future.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 14:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Noel
Last name
Braun
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission file
submission-smsap.docx

Submission
1. Proposed bus route and future public road access through JJ Connors Oval. A submission is attached.
2. Present site of Central School Jindabyne. I would prefer the present site of the Jindabyne Central School to remain in public hands and none of it be
sold off to developers for residen ial or tourist accommodation or for commercial premises such as shops or factories. The area adjacent to Kalkite
Street could tolerate a carefully landscaped parking area and the rest be devoted to green space - a public garden. The current school hall could be
used as a community hall. The area should include a library and community neighbourhood centre. That is, he whole area should be made available
for the benefit and enjoyment of the Jindabyne community.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission
Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Proposed Bus Route and Future Public Road Access through JJ Connors Oval
(between Park Rd and Reedy Cutting Lane)
Current access to JJ Connor Oval is by Park Road for vehicles while pedestrians gain access
through a number of points. The area is like a cul-de-sac. It’s tranquil and offers a
magnificent view of Lake Jindabyne. The ambiance of this high pedestrian area is peaceful,
safe, secure and enjoyable.
Allowing buses and later general traffic to operate through Jindabyne’s main sporting facility
would dissect the two fields, raise serious safety problems and disrupt activities of the sports
fields, currently cricket, rugby, rugby league, soccer, touch footfall, rodeo, physical training,
school use, Community Garden, passive recreation such as walking, playing, dog training.
The access road between the two fields is a 40km/hr high pedestrian activity zone. Both fields
are frequently used simultaneously and players, mainly children, cross from one field to the
other. Allowing buses and general traffic to drive through increases risk as it jeopardises
safety and is contrary to community expectations of having a safe and enjoyable area for their
own and their children’s sporting activities.
Little is gained in reducing the time for a bus to travel on Park Road instead of Kalkite Street
via Kosciuszko Road to Barry. The seconds saved is hardly worth the effort when the price
to be paid is disruption of the town’s recreation area, (sporting fields and the Community
Garden) and the introduction of safety hazards into what is currently a tranquil area.
Furthermore, speed limits such as 40km/hr , pedestrian crossings, even traffic lights would
reduce the speed that vehicles could pass through.
The cost of upgrading the existing road and building a new public road would probably be a
million dollars or more. The money would be better spent on upgrading the JJ Connor sports
facilities and developing the scope of the community garden which is maintained by a group
of passionate and dedicated volunteers.
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Noel
Last name
Jordan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2612
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The parks, specifically Kosciuszko NP should be retained in as close to their natural state as possible. Privileged access to some should not be
introduced to allow all to enjoy the parks equally. There is ample accommodation for year round use in the park and any expansion of this to cater to
the snow season is short sighted based on decreasing snowfall trends.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 09:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Nolen
Last name
Oayda
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
nolens-notes-on-sap-master-plan-as-of-21.8.21.pdf

Submission
Please see attached submission.
thank you.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Jindabyne SAP Feedback Submission by Nolen Oayda – 21/8/21
About Nolen Oayda, in brief:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Resident of the Snowy Mountains for over 30 years
Previous founder and director of Snowy Mountains Cookies (served on Qantas for 12 years). Manufactured in
Jindabyne
Currently, Tourism Snowy Mountains Board Director/Public Officer
Previously in Event Management – working with Red Bull Australia (creating and managing events). World
televised events run in Jindabyne
Previously: Photographer/Journalist for several years specialising in Snow Sports and Mountain Biking, includes
being part of the Perisher Media team
Five-year stint as consultant for Novotel Lake Crackenback, Jindabyne. Creating tourism products/experiences,
includes working closely with Accor Public Relations team

•

SAP Feedback Submission
1. Kosciuszko Rd - Foreshore Connection: benefits of remaining as four lanes
✓ Excerpt from SAP: Prioritising people over vehicles in Jindabyne providing access and ensuring walkability and
pedestrian safety.
The above excerpt is a wonderful concept and should be implemented via holistic and intuitive planning
however currently this mission statement doesn’t address the problem (nor the solution) that will be created by
prioritising people over vehicles.
a) SOLUTION - Keep the four lanes and instead create (invest in) major pedestrian crossing areas that include a mix
of under/over passes and even road level crossings. It’s better to slow and even occasionally stop four lanes of
vehicular movement, and allow for a better flow of traffic movement, than creating road blockages and bottle
necks via a single lane option.
The left lane, in a four-lane option, could be the designated ‘off-ramp’ with a very slow speed limit (enforced by
signage and/or by specific road construction, such as speed humps etc.). The right lane would still be restricted
to slow 40k to 50k speeds however the right lane would allow for a continuous flow of traffic, other than
stopping for pedestrian crossings.
b) Currently the Jindabyne community and visitors find the four lane (two lanes each direction) Kosciuszko Rd as a
positive asset as it allows for good movement of traffic, with the left lane ideal for those driving slow looking for
off-ramps to specific destinations.
c) Current mapping of the new Kosciuszko Road development shows the single road option will also service as the
off ramp/turn off, which will mean if a visitor (not familiar with the lay of the land) is driving at 15km to navigate
their options (or coming to a complete stop to exit Kosciuszko Road), this will hinder all drivers behind said
vehicle who would otherwise be travelling at 40km-50km.
Also, the proposal of parallel parking along the Kosciuszko Road means that when cars are reverse parking etc
into said locations this will result in the flow of traffic, in a one lane scenario, coming to a complete stop.
d) If a single lane is approved, to avoid the slow/congested Kosciuszko Rd traffic, local drivers (and regular visitors)
will use the, already congested, residential road network to navigate their way to town centre and foreshore
sites and hence a new problem will arise from what was meant to be a solution.
e) If Kosciuszko Rd becomes a single lane ‘stop/go’ traffic route local residents and visitors may choose to travel on
the Connector which means town centre retail and general businesses will lose income. Keeping in mind that the
Connector will have satellite commercial precincts which will create alternatives to town centre
shopping/visitation.
f) If the community and regular visitors see that the SAP has downgraded major infrastructure, i.e. reducing an
existing and functional driving route to encourage a connection between town and the foreshore then SAP will
unintentionally fuel community disapproval. Dismantling functional infrastructure to find a solution for
connecting town and foreshore is expensive, will destroy a working asset and is not the win-win result we
require.
g) Keep in mind the Connector is only a two-lane road (one lane each direction) so it’s not like SAP is reducing the
Kosciuszko Road to two lanes (one each direction) and replacing it with a four lane (two each direction)

Connector. One must ask the question, what is more financially feasible - a four lane Connector or retaining a
four lane Kosciusko Road?
h) Reducing the Kosciuszko Rd to two lanes and supporting the change with the Connector is not taking into
account the year-round population growth nor the increase in tourism visitation. Looking at the current traffic
flow and congestion problems is an obvious preview to how much worse Jindabyne traffic will be if we reduce
current infrastructure.
It is understood that the Connector will have scope for expansion into a four lane carry way however without a
budget set aside for said development the process of this happening could be years after it becomes an apparent
necessity.
i) SOLUTION - Main access to the proposed Waterfront Development at the current Jindabyne Holiday (caravan)
Park, is via Kalkite St round-about. We suggest a major road level walkway is located here to connect Town
Centre with the waterfront development (it is noted that plans do indicate this however exact details are yet to
be confirmed).
It is also proposed that vegetation and landscape at the current lake side of the round-about is heavily
sculptured/pruned and or cleared to create a sweeping view of the lake from the round-about precinct – this
would create a wide and capturing corridor that connects Jindabyne town to Lake Jindabyne foreshore.
Roll out Connector first and monitor for 2 – 3 years regarding how this affects the traffic flow.
j) Regarding SAP sketch below:
• If SAP doesn’t believe a four lane Kosciuszko Road is appropriate why are there plans to revert back to a
four-lane road?
• Large trees in Jindabyne take about 15 years to grow – it’s imperative that this is made clear in all artist’s
sketches etc

k) Please refer to point 2g)

2. New Town centre located at Jindabyne Holiday caravan park site
✓ Excerpt from SAP: Jindabyne Waterfront Development on reconfigured caravan park site. Mixed use buildings
including ground level retail and food/beverage fronting new streets and lakefront, with tourist accommodation
above. High quality public realm.
✓ Excerpt from SAP: The Snowy Mountains is a sensitive natural environment, with a significant proportion of the
Special Activation Precinct investigation area located within Kosciuszko National Park. Whilst this is an asset from
which to build opportunities, it is also a challenge to ensure that future development and growth outcomes are
sustainable, focus on eco-tourism, tourism, and 'tread lightly' on the environment.
a) How do six story buildings on the foreshore, central to town, fit within the ‘tread lightly’ vision?

b) The building development for proposed ‘New Town Centre’ site has a six-story height allowance. This completely
contradicts the concept of connecting Jindabyne town with the foreshore as such a construction will significantly
create a physical/visual barrier between the central part of Jindabyne town centre and Jindabyne Lake.
c) Yes, it’s great to use some of the existing caravan site as green space for public access.
d) Yes, it’s great that the Town Centre development will include ground level access to general public.
e) An example of how a multistorey building acts as a barrier between Jindabyne town and the lake is shown at
Rydges Horizons Resort. Even though a lake side peninsula and bay, in front of Horizons, were developed during
the construction of Horizons Resort it fails to engage with the general public due to its isolation and dislocation
with town and passing trade.
f) With so much focus and financial investment being made to connect town and the foreshore/lake why would six
story buildings be seen as catalyst project that will fulfil the brief? Instead, this should be an area for the
community and visitors to enjoy and connect to the lake via a low impact development zone.
g) The diagram below shows the pink areas as ‘Scenic Protection’ (town to lake views etc) and the proposed single
lane Kosciuszko Road development which starts from Banjo Patterson Rd and comes to an end at the Kosciuszko
Road and Kalkite Street roundabout (that accesses the caravan park), however the only visual connection
between Kosciuszko Road to said areas is the Banjo Patterson Park area and a small opening at the Kalkite St
roundabout. If the existing caravan park is to be re-designed to encourage a foreshore connection, then why
would anything higher than two story developments/buildings be allowed at the caravan park re-development
location? Why would substantial investment, into changing Kosciuszko Road into a single lane road to connect
with the foreshore, be carried out while there is little opportunity to visually see the lake nor access it on said
stretch of road?

h) SOLUTION. Limit the development to two story buildings, over more area if required, using the ground level area
for commercial / public use and the second level for accommodation.

3. Foreshore / Harbour development
a) I would like to further encourage development of the proposed harbour development nestled between Rydges
Horizon Resort and the Jindabyne Caravan Park.
b) Capitalise on one of Jindabyne’s greatest summer tourism assets, Lake Jindabyne, by creating infrastructure that
encourages and facilitates usage of the lake. Although Lake Jindabyne currently attracts major events and public
recreation, the Lake has little infrastructure to enhance/extend user experience and reach/engage a larger
audience. Current usage of the lake requires the majority of visitors to bring their own water craft.
c) It is proposed that a suitable Marina & Water Park complex be constructed along the Lake Jindabyne foreshore.
It is envisaged the complex would include other attractions and facilities like general water sport equipment
hire, lessons and guided tours, café/restaurant/function room (this could be located on the land but serve as the
entry and gateway to the Marina & Water Park).
d) It is recommended that a Water Leisure Centre/Park be included into the development. The water park could
include a contained ‘safe’ swimming area, like an ocean or netted pool environment (could also work as a lap

pool), water slides and games. A shallow water park area is also strongly recommended as part of the design
brief. please see photo example below of a water activity park:

e) The Marina could host short- and long-term water craft storage and could also be a launch and storage area for
visiting rowing organisations.
Image below: example of floating marina

4. Visual link to Lake Jindabyne
a) Wherever possible a visual connection from Town Centre to the Lake should be created.
b) Regarding the SAP sketch below: A visual link from Lions Park (Nugget’s Crossing) area to the lake will only be
hindered by the suggested landscaping in the SAP sketch:

c) It is proposed that vegetation and landscape be heavily sculptured/pruned and or cleared to create a sweeping
view of the lake from the Lions Park/round-about precinct – this would create a wide and capturing corridor that
connects Jindabyne town to Lake Jindabyne foreshore.

d) See image below showing visual corridor that could easily be created to link the town and foreshore:

5. Car parking - Town Centre
a) It’s a positive to see a green street network but car parking (lack of) is already an issue. Parking close to
retail/commercial areas is important regarding carrying ski/water recreational equipment and or keeping out of
harsh weather conditions.
b) Relying on a public transport (buses) would not be realistic unless buses are constantly on route 24/7 and even
so it will not always be viable to catch public transport while managing ski equipment, kids and so forth – doesn’t
make for a pleasant holiday experience.
c) Jindabyne is a ‘self-drive’ destination which means that parking infrastructure/planning must take this fact on
board and cater to said demand rather than force an alternative public transport option that will not
accommodate to our profiled visitor.
✓ Excerpt from SAP: Create a pedestrian focussed green street network within Jindabyne that prioritises safe
connections and reflects the local landscape.
✓ Excerpt from SAP: Increase density in the Jindabyne Town Centre through infill of vacant sites and intensification
of underutilised sites and low-density sites with high strategic value
✓ Excerpt from SAP: Incentivise urban renewal in Jindabyne Town Centre to facilitate mixed-use development and
associated activation of the town centre
✓ Excerpt from SAP: Parking must also be better integrated into buildings and sites to reduce its dominance within
the streetscapes. This can be achieved through basement, undercroft or decked parking behind retail and
residential uses.
d) Regarding the SAP excerpt directly above, please research the cost and difficulties involved with excavating the
Jindabyne area, regarding granite landscape.

6. Town Square
✓ Excerpt from SAP: Snowy River Avenue will be the principal civic and retail street within the town centre and a
key connection between Kalkite Street, the new town square, and Banjo Patterson Park. This will be achieved
through a raised plaza to prioritise pedestrians and tree plantings on both sides of the street to create an
attractive boulevard.
a) Mitre 10 and KNP visitor centre don’t have street frontage retail/commercial opportunity as all activity is
contained behind boundary walls that face Snowy River Avenue – that is there is no street frontage interaction
which one would think necessary to great a ‘principal civic and retail street.’ It is noted that the SAP identifies

this as a long-term development, however until addressed it will create a dead-spot between the ‘Town Square’
and Nugget’s Crossing.

7. Green infrastructure
✓ Excerpt from SAP: Green infrastructure has multiple roles and values, including conservation of environmentally
valuable areas, as public open space, water sensitive urban design areas, as landscape buffers, and as
revegetation areas to improve biodiversity and potentially offset vegetation loss.
a) Is it possible to identify what type of Green Infrastructure is designated (on all SAP diagrams/maps/documents),
i.e., is it Water/sewerage Urban Design Green Infrastructure or one of the other categories? It’s fair that this
should be clearly depicted for all to understand and be aware of.
b) Is the entire Jindabyne/SAP area linked by green infrastructure – it doesn’t appear so? In line with Jindabyne’s
green credentials, and the SAP vision, it would be appropriate that the entire SAP area could be navigated via
green infrastructure (and I’m not referring to Green Infrastructure put aside for utilities etc) corridors.
c) Keeping in mind that initially Jindabyne was a rural/farming town and that the cultural connection with ‘The Man
from Snowy River’ is a cherished trait – what sort of green infrastructure is available for horse riding? Would it
be possible for horse riding trails to be linked from the Alpine Way to certain areas of Jindabyne? Imagine if a
horse trail could access the heritage Leesville Pub….a great tourism product in line with Jindabyne’s history and
rural culture.

8. SAP Tourism Development Study (SAPTDS)
a) How much of the SAPTDS is being implemented, for example tourism product development and marketing
expenditure investment?
b) Close reference to the SAPTDS is not featured in the SAP Master Plan.
c) Regarding the SAPS objectives of creating a year-round destination – this will be severely compromised if the
plan is based solely on a ‘build it and they will come’ belief. It is imperative that the SAP Master Plan includes
a sustainable, government funded, marketing budget to continuously promote the SAP product.
d) Funding should be for Jindabyne local based organisations being: 1) Tourism Snowy Mountains & 2) Jindabyne
Chamber of Commerce.

9. East Jindabyne land development
✓ Excerpt from SAP: Housing costs in Jindabyne are often much more than those of nearby towns, and permanent
residents are increasingly said to be competing with short term rental accommodation such as AirbnB for
housing.
✓ Excerpt from SAP: Provide social infrastructure + liveability for residents and amenity for visitors throughout the
year
✓ Excerpt from SAP: Create facilities to serve all three population groups – residents, visitors and seasonal workers.
There will be crossover of use for some facilities, while others will be aimed to cater for the resident population
primarily.
a) It is recommended to create a year-round residential environment in East Jindabyne that offers an alternative to
the town centre and immediate surrounding residential areas which already feature a mix of tourism and yearround accommodation.
b) Create a year-round residential environment to accommodate residents who are the labour force running the
tourism town of Jindabyne. Year-round residents need reprieve from the fast pace of a ‘destination town/resort.
c) There needs to be an area, away from town centre, for year-round residents who don’t want to live amongst a
‘one fits all’ land development belief that mixing tourist and year-round accommodation is the non-negotiable
option available via the new SAP land developments.
d) Year-round residents cannot tolerate the ongoing demands of servicing a tourism/destination town if there is no
relief when spending time at home. A fluctuating accommodation environment is not the ‘tree change’
environment that Jindabyne residents signed up for.
e) East Jindabyne should be an area that is focused on large building blocks (no less than 1200sqm) that are zoned
for single dwelling structures only – ideal for families. Yes, this can be accompanied by some smaller single
dwelling blocks but the theme is about long-term residents and not accommodating weekend visitors.
f) The developer of the East Jindabyne will benefit financially if East Jindabyne is one of very few options for yearround residential living supported by large land blocks.

g) Many Jindabyne residents have escaped from busy towns/cities in search of a regional/rural environment.
However, in some circumstances the SAP land development projects seem to be focused on developing concepts
more aligned to dense urban living. East Jindabyne is an opportunity to accommodate year-round residents
especially considering the area is ‘out of town’ and is already established as a year-round residential area.
h) It’s fine to have small designated zones for commercial development (that would service the East Jindabyne
residents) and options for dinning etc that could be used by residents and visitors – but it should not be tourism
focused.
i) Kosciuszko Road and Jerrara Drive need to be upgraded to cope with growth – keeping in mind the road is
already failing to cope with the current traffic flow.
j) Green space should be retained on the hill top of proposed land development, adjoining the lake boundary area.
k) A retirement zone would go well in East Jindabyne – it makes sense to such a facility in a year-round residential
area.

10. Mountain Bike Park
I wish to confirm my strong support towards the development of the proposed mountain bike park.
Approximately 20 years ago my company created the world’s first international ‘freeride’ mountain bike event which
was held in Jindabyne. It was so successful that Red Bull Australia bought the rights to the event after it’s inaugural
launch.
Mountain biking continues to attract non-winter visitors to Jindabyne and the sport/industry has a proven business
case for large summer tourism participation in alpine resorts across the world.

11. Artist’s sketches
a) Please take into account how long it takes for foliage to grow in Jindabyne.
b) Developments will not look like some of the sketches (re landscaping) for many years and this may prove to be
an eyesore if landscaping is a featured/necessary element.
✓ Excerpt from SAP: Partner with Snowy Monaro Regional Council to establish targets for tree canopy and green
cover using a spatial monitoring and results framework. Include separate and appropriate targets for the road
network, public open space and private land.

12. Charlotte Pass turning circle
a) Rather than spoil the Charlotte Pass ‘turning circle’ vista and landscape by increasing vehicle activity and parking
why not develop more parking in Charlotte Pass Village and utilise the current chairlift, or create a purpose-built
chairlift, to transport visitors to the ‘turning circle.’ This model is successful at Thredbo – the chairlift becomes
part of the experience.
b) The summer car park at Charlottes Pass village could double up as a winter beginner’s area or even a highaltitude ice-skating rink.

13. Bus Transport requires lockers
Bus transport to the ski hills needs to be supported by easy access to readily available storage lockers as snow
users without cars will have extra bags of equipment/food etc that will need to be stored while they are
participating in mountain recreation.

14. Tourism and Residential product offering - Dog Zones – off leash
Along with public parks and green infrastructure perhaps, as point of difference to other towns, Jindabyne could
have an area specifically set aside for off-lease dog walks. Area would need to be fully fenced.
Marketing data:
a) Some 62% of Australian households have a pet
b) More of us live in a house with a cat and/or a dog than with a child.
c) Pet ownership also allows for interaction with others in social settings and in local communities. The importance
of pets in fostering social interaction has been established in a study that found owning a pet is incredibly

important for well-being and increasing social connectedness in neighbourhoods. In fact, 60% of participants in
the study who owned a dog knew their neighbours better than those without a dog.
CASE STUDY: Shellharbour City Council – Parks and Playgrounds/Dog Friendly Spaces
https://cdn.shellharbour.nsw.gov.au/sites/default/files/Owning pets/dogfriendlystrategy2021rev 0.pdf
https://www.replas.com.au/shellharbour-council-welcomes-new-dog-agility-off-leash-park/

END.
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Submission Type
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Name
First name
Oliver
Last name
Light
I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Manly Vale
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Hi,
While I appreciate the efforts to stimulate he economy and improve infrastructure in a the Snowy Mountains, I am terrified by the thought of he SAP
SEPP overriding the environmental due diligence that must go into planning and designing construction works in National Parks. The Kosciusko
National Park is a monumentally unique, fragile ecosystem. The area was put under immense pressure with the construc ion of the Snowy Hydro
Scheme, though since hen immense effort has gone into conservation in he park. The pressures on the parks ecosystems are only going to increase
with climate change, increased visitation and the proliferation of invasive species. This is not the time for reduced environmental planning controls.
Approvals don't just 'take time' like the planning amendments are described as helping, hey allow for environmental impacts to be identified and
mi igated. This is one of the last places in the country we need this process to be fast tracked.
The KNP SAP is a vastly different setting to the others in Wagga etc, for which such an SEPP should be written. Please reconsider including the KNP
SAP in the broader relaxing of environmental planning controls.
Thankyou,
Oliver Light BE (Environmental), CPEng (Environmental and Civil), NER.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:
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Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Oliver
Last name
Light
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Manly Vale
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Dear sir or madam,
I would like to express that I am overall pleased with the direction the Master Plan has taken. I think the area is along overdue to
receive some economic injection, but that it must be spent with the future in mind. I would like to add the following two comments:
1. Helicopter rides should not be a part of the future of the Snowy Mountains and Kosciuszko National Park. I have spent many
years exploring alpine ranges throughout the world, and I can strongly attest to it being a significantly different experience enjoying
a mountain range with helicopters overhead, as opposed to not. I cherish the fact that there is currently no such operation allows in
KNP and would hate to see that changed just for a rich few. Secondly, and even more importantly, one of the big drivers behind
introducing new activities to the region is the impact climate change has had on snowfall and the viability of the ski season. This is
directly linked to greenhouse gas emissions. The answer to this should most certainly not be introducing an activity with a
tremendously high amount of direct greenhouse gas emissions. This is an absolutely appalling response to the cause of the
troubles to our ski seasons.
2. I would like to suggest that additional provisions are made for human powered skiing and snowboarding activities. The main
shortfall in infrastructure for backcountry snow enthusiasts is trailheads and parking. I appreciate the improvement that paving the
1

road to Guthega, increasing parking at Guthega as well as some simple camping at Guthega will have, but I am of the view that we
need additional provisions to access the main range in winter, as it is clearly becoming overcrowded. In addition to access, I think
the implementation of a serviced overnight hut system would be a monumental addition to the region, and bring travellers from far
and wide. There are examples of such all over the world.
I hope you can take these into consideration.
Regards,
Oliver
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Hi Team
We have recently purchased some land in Kalkite.
The land within this estate is zoned tourism. We would
love it if you can change this zoning to residential. We are looking to build here and would love to live here full time in the future not
just for 3 months at a time. Whilst we live in Sydney to pay this off - we would love to support locals but offering it as a full rental to
help with the housing shortfall but again are restricted by this zoning. Kalkite is just that little bit further away so zoning it residential
would benefit workers not wanting to be in the middle of the tourist vibe. They may want some peace and quiet out of town.
Thanks so much.
Regards
Olivia

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Object
Submission
This is one of the most beau iful parks in Australia that unequivocally needs to be left untouched! You cannot replicate this once it has been tampered
with so please, don’t develop Kosciusko. It’s imperative that it remains he way it is.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:
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2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I think it is highly important that future residential development strongly considers the needs of year-round residents. Whilst I
support the freedom to invest in property, affordable land and housing should be set aside for year-round long term residents.
Where feasible, restrictions on purchasing property by investors and developers who do not intend on living year-round in the
dwelling should be put in place. Zoning for Air B'nB style accomodation could also be implemented.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 07:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
P
Last name
Riordan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
ENGADINE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission on the Master Plan.
The Jindabyne area is an existing population centre with the space and natural assets to support enhancements of the kind
described in the Masterplan.
However I am gravely concerned by the remainder of the Masterplan. The Masterplan is all about how increased human patronage
can be accommodated. There would be no need for an updated Masterplan if there was no desire for increased human patronage.
My central point is that increased human patronage will cause permanent damage and should be discouraged rather than
facilitated.
The high country itself is a one of the most ecologically unique parts of Australia. It is already scarred by water and energy
infrastructure. It is a grave mistake to believe that increased demand should be accommodated with increased infrastructure, that
will come at a permanent cost to the wilderness value of the mountain region and will encourage increased human traffic.
The flora of the mountains, the rivers and streams, the swamps and the soaks are incredibly fragile. They are easily destroyed by
foot traffic. Soaks become muddy bogs and once crystal clear streams become turbid and polluted. The need to preserve the
1

unique natural qualities of the region should take precedence over the suggestion that increased human visits should be facilitated.
The proposal to enhance capacity at alpine resorts is a mistake. Certainly there are capacity shortfalls at those resorts during peak
times at present. However that should be considered a necessary compromise to prevent the permanent scarring of this unique
landscape, and the permanent damage that will be done to the region's flora and water quality.
On specific parts of the Masterplan:
THREDBO
Parking certainly is a challenge at Thredbo Village however the Government should not be encouraging larger numbers of day
visitors in private cars, because of the congestion (on roads, and in the village surrounds) and environmental impacts. Certainly
there is a sound argument for better public transport linkages.
Anyone who uses the Thredbo active facilities (skiing, mountain biking, walking) in winter or summer will tell you that congestion is
already a problem. More accommodation will make the problem worse and will stamp a larger footprint on the natural landscape
including around the Thredbo River.
ALPINE WAY AREA - PERISHER, SMIGGINS, SPONARS, GUTHEGA
The wilderness value of the areas around the Perisher and Smiggins lease areas will deteriorate if visitor numbers are increased,
aided by the provision of more on-mountain accommodation. More accommodation means more energy use, more heating (and
heat radiation), more sewage and more pollution.
Proposed eco-tourism developments are examples of greenwashing. Visitors to those sites will have cars that need to be parked
somewhere. They will need heating in winter. They will generate waste and sewage. The mountain wilderness area should not be
burdened with those increased demands.
Island Bend offers one of the most beautiful wilderness camping experiences in Australia, surrounded by gum trees on the banks
of the Snowy River. The temptation to offer creature comforts such as a camp kitchen and hot shower block should be avoided for
the exact reason why it has been proposed; it will attract more people. That can be said with certainty, because the facilities will
attract people who otherwise would not consider camping somewhere where a hot shower is not available. They will come with
their 4WDs, camper trailers and caravans (i.e. higher-impact campers). On the other hand, the limited facilities presently available
(e.g. drop toilets) ensure that a smaller number of lower impact campers currently attend the area (e.g. tent based). It should
remain a wilderness camping experience. It is one of the very few places in the National Park where wilderness camping is
permitted. It will be ruined forever if that is changed. There are plenty of caravan parks and camping areas with facilities available
elsewhere for those who prefer that approach.
Sawpit Creek is at a lower altitude and its flora and landscape are less unique than the higher areas. If there is to be any
expansion of accommodation, it should be limited to this area.
Charlotte Pass would benefit from an upgrade to the turning circle and a wider verge for limited parking and a shuttle bus stop,
however no further development should be permitted.
OTHER USES
Tourist helicopter operations will benefit only the wealthy elite and will cause everyone else to suffer the visual and noise pollution
that will spoil the wilderness experience that most people came for.
However frankly, it is unbelievable that something as unnecessary and polluting (look up the fuel consumption of helicopters) as
this would even be contemplated in 2021, in an area that the Masterplan itself identifies as being fragile and vulnerable to the
impacts of climate change.
CONCLUSION
With limited exceptions identified above, further development incursions on one of Australia's most unique wildernesses risk ruining
it forever.
Thank you for considering my submission.
Patrick Riordan

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Mount Kosciusko National Park is supposed to be an area to protect many unique and fragile environments, including
Yarrangonbilly. More accommodation and infrastructure is not justified based on current usage and projected environmental
challenges of global warming. A Strategic plan must take the long view of protecting biodiversity and all of the very special
environments included in the Snowy Mountains. We cannot put a price on our precious natural heritage. NSW has a very important
role to play in protecting our natural resources, including in the Snowy Mountains. The proposed additional development, including
helicopter visits, is dangerous and inappropriate in this beautiful, tranquil natural area. The Strategic Plan should also take into
account ongoing global warming which will mean less and less snow. Production of artificial snow is extremely expensive and is
not sustainable. Think carefully and protect our natural environment. I am a member of the National Parks Association of ACT and
a multi year permit holder of the NSW National Parks. I do appreciate the natural beauty accessible to me and my family thanks to
the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service, which should continue to be in charge of the Snowy Mountains.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Please find attached my submission
I agree to the above statement
Yes

NSW Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Re: Snowy Mountains Draft Plan of Management for the Kosciuszko National Park
I am writing to voice my strong opposition to the proposed Draft Plan of Management for the
Kosciuszko National Park and the detrimental effect it will have on this important national
park.

Contrary to the NSW government’s claims, the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) is not in
‘pristine’ condition nor is it ‘environmentally resilient’. By claiming this, the government is
ignoring the ongoing damage incurred from inappropriate developments that have been
carried out over decades. Damage to the KNP includes historic clearing, grazing and mining;
destruction of alpine habitats due to feral horses; unrehabilitated areas from the first Snowy
Hydro’s construction; environmental impacts of resorts; massive footprint of damage from
the Snowy 2 project and the unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines
across the park.
I am very concerned about the plans for increasing the number of beds and the
infrastructure required to do this. At present, the majority of accommodation caters for the
limited ski season leaving large amounts of accommodation unused for the remaining nine
months of the year. With climate change and rising temperatures, the natural snowline is
retreating at a rate faster than initially forecast. If current trends continue, it is likely that
the end of snow sports in Australia will occur within the next decade so the expansion of
resorts cannot be justified as the proposed infrastructure (carparking, additional
accommodation, sewerage works, road construction and transport) will then end up as
stranded assets.
National Parks exist as a means of protecting natural landscapes, ecosystems and their
natural and cultural values. Australia is at present a laggard on the world stage for its poor
environmental credentials and the proposed developments for the KNP will further highlight
our government’s failure to protect these important areas. The proposed developments will
result in large areas of native vegetation being cleared, further endangering fauna and fauna
as well as the delicate and unique ecosystems throughout KNP. Many of the threatened
ecological communities and species have very restricted ranges and the development of
infrastructure such as carparks and additional buildings will significantly impact the ability of
these systems to survive.
I enjoy the KNP because of its extraordinary beauty and the quietness. The pleasure of
visiting the park would be greatly diminished if there was a constant drone of helicopters,
the rumbling of vehicles on roads where I am trying to walk and the smell of petrol fumes
spoiling the freshness of the air. The potential loss of delicate and important ecosystems
because of this ill‐thought out, inappropriate and environmentally damaging infrastructure
proposal greatly saddens me.
Recently, the Commonwealth government announced Australia had joined the High
Ambition Coalition (HAC) which says “The future depends on preventing the collapse of the
natural systems that provide our food, clean water, clean air and stable climate. In order to

preserve these services, we must protect enough of the natural world to sustain them.” The
centrepiece of the alliance aims to protect 30% of land and sea in conservation areas. The
protected area network in NSW is barely 9%.
Everything about the proposed Draft of Management runs counter to the aspirations of the
HAC and the environmental importance of national parks such as KNP. There is nothing in
the plan that recognises the vital importance in enhancing the protection of KNP. Surely, we
can do much better than what is proposed and recognise the importance of protecting
these areas for the long term and then do something to protect and enhance them.
I therefore most strongly oppose the amendments to the PoM and ask they be withdrawn.
In addition, I urge the Kosciuszko National Park be excluded from the Snowy Mountains
Draft Master Plan.
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Info
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission-re-snowy-mountains-draft-master-plan pdf

Submission
Please see my attached submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission – Proposed Amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management in
association with the Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan 2021
Attention: Manager, NPWS Planning Evaluation and Assessment and Executive Director,
DPIE Key Sites and Regional Assessments,
Hon. Deputy Premier John Barilaro, Hon. Matthew Kean, Minister for Energy and
Environment

To whom it may concern,
I am deeply concerned about and object to the proposed changes to the Kosciuszko
National Park Plan of Management (POM) as presented as a part of the Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Precinct (SAP) draft Master Plan.
I recognise that outside the boundaries of Kosciuszko National Park (KNP), the Snowy
Mountains SAP proposes many changes which are likely to be beneficial to the region in the
context of increasing populations and tourism. However, I object to many of the proposed
changes to development, transport and management within the Park itself (See Snowy
Mountains SAP Sections 3.2 to 3.5).
I urge you to protect the fragile ecosystems and significant cultural values within Kosciuszko
National Park (KNP) for future generations rather than prioritising development and highend tourism.
The purpose of National Parks is to protect exceptional natural landscapes and to preserve
the ecosystems and cultural values within these areas. Management objectives for National
Parks should prioritise conservation and low-impact recreation.
The importance of the Snowy Mountains
Though loved by many as a wilderness destination and outdoor recreation area, Australia’s
alps provide vital ecosystem services which support our population and agricultural sector.
Several of our major rivers, notably the Murray, the Murrumbidgee and the Snowy River
have their origin within the Snowy Mountains. Maintaining the health of our alpine and subalpine ecosystems is vital if we wish to maintain the health of these rivers which support
large areas of productive agricultural land.
Factors impacting KNP
KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national parks in NSW, and lies within a region
which has experienced significant environmental impacts from multiple processes such as:
•
•
•
•

historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of anthropogenic climate change and associated
unprecedented wildfires;
the impacts of large numbers of feral horses;
impacts from historic Snowy Hydro construction activities;

•
•

clearance and construction works for Snowy 2 project; and
ongoing environmental impacts from existing ski resorts.

Alpine ecosystems are present on only a fraction of the Australian continent and are
extremely vulnerable to the impacts of climate change. Scientific research makes it clear
that ecosystems of the Snowy Mountains are already experiencing major impacts from
climate change, and that these impacts will only escalate in upcoming decades. As a result
of this, the future of many of Australia’s iconic mountain species is in jeopardy, including the
majestic Snowgum a defining species within the mountain landscape, including that of the
ski resorts and surrounding areas.
As climate change impacts on mountain environments, the capacity of these natural
systems to adapt and endure is constantly being tested. It is imperative that we avoid
placing further stressors on Australia’s sensitive mountain ecosystems.
Potential changes to ongoing management of KNP
The current POM for KNP aims to protect the values of the park by ensuring commercial and
recreational activities remain within environmentally sustainable limits. I would like to see a
thorough environmental assessment detailing the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
new developments, particularly the proposed large increase in overnight accommodation
and construction of extensive new parking areas. Greater numbers of overnight visitors
require a corresponding increase in infrastructure and services, placing more strain upon
ecosystems within the Park. Existing ski resorts have already been shown to be associated
with significant environmental impacts in KNP1, particularly regarding effluent management
issues2.
At this stage, the proposed developments are being justified purely for economic reasons,
which do not take into consideration the potentially serious impacts on environmental and
cultural values within KNP. There is also limited consideration of the fact that the proposed
increase in resort accommodation would primarily be used in association with winter
recreation. There is no assurance that year-round tourism demand in KNP will increase to
such a large extent.Scientific evidence predicts that winter tourism industries will be
significantly affected by climate change as soon as 10-20 years from now. Therefore if these
proposed developments are allowed to proceed, we are risking irreversible damage to our
mountain ecosystems for what is likely to be only short-term economic gain. Any
amendments to the POM should focus on long-term conservation of ecosystems within
KNP, continued restoration of historically degraded areas and facilitating the process of
species adaptation within a rapidly changing environment.
Specific changes to access/activities within the Park:
The Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan (June 2021) states “New development must
prioritise sustainability and reflect the environmental values that are intrinsic to the Snowy
Mountains”. This directly contradicts some of the proposed amendments to the PoM, such
as the proposal to allow recreational helicopter flights within the national park, or the
proposed use of large-scale gas heaters to warm outdoor spa facilities at Yarrangobilly.

Regarding KNP Draft Amendment Section 8.18 Aircraft Activities
Regarding recreational helicopter use within the Park, the aviation industry is a significant
contributor of greenhouse gas emissions, and recreational helicopter use is far from a
“sustainable” (or essential) mode of transport. In addition, noise caused by helicopters will
cause disturbance to native fauna3 as well as will significantly impacting the quiet wilderness
experience of park users outside the resort areas.
Regarding KNP Draft Amendment Section 8.18 Commercial Activities
The proposal to allow tourism operators 4WD access within the alpine zone is completely at
odds with the need to preserve this sensitive environment (which still bears the scars from
historic overgrazing and other anthropogenic impacts), as will also detract from the quiet
wilderness experience sought by so many visitors to the Park.
In Conclusion
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined an
international coalition of countries committed to forging a global deal to conserve 30 per
cent of the world’s land and sea, in order to halt the loss of biodiversity4. The main focus of
Australia’s participation in this alliance is to protect 30% of domestic land and ocean by
2030. Currently, the protected area within NSW covers only 9.5% of the state. If we wish to
be serious in our effort to protect biodiversity, we should be making every effort to protect
our existing conservation reserves rather than opening up KNP, one of our most iconic
National Parks, to intensive development and high-end tourism.

Sincerely,
Pandora Holliday

1.

Is your Kosciuszko holiday damaging the environment? ABC News, 2017.
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2017-01-08/is-your-kosciuszko--holiday-damaging-theenvironment/8141094

2.

Environmental Impacts of Tourism on the Australian Alps Protected Areas, Bioone, 2003.
https://bioone.org/journals/mountain-research-and-development/volume-23/issue-3/02764741(2003)023%5B0247%3AEIOTOT%5D2.0.CO%3B2/Environmental-Impacts-of-Tourism-on-theAustralian-Alps-Protected-Areas/10.1659/0276-4741(2003)023[0247:EIOTOT]2.0.CO;2.full

3.

How noise pollution is changing animal behaviour, The Conversation, 2015.
https://theconversation.com/how-noise-pollution-is-changing-animal-behaviour-52339

4.

Office of the Prime Minister and Minister for Environment, Media Release, June 2021.
https://www.pm.gov.au/media/australia-joins-international-alliance-conserve-planet%E2%80%99sbiodiversity
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the SAP in its current form as it is at odds with the quiet, low-density nature-oriented feel in which we all bought into.
While the overall SAP (plan and alternate plan) seems to ignore the low-density family-oriented village feel of East Jindabyne with
the addition of high-rise buildings, high-density living, apartments and worst of all commercial businesses. not to mention the
impact on the foreshores and lake areas and beautiful wildlife that the current low density allows for especially given it is generally
a local family-friendly area.
I do object and would like to see a revised much lower impact development more like a Tyrolean village with the lower density,
family-oriented bike track and better access to the beaches.
The overall size of both plans and options would ruin the feeling of east Jindabyne and destroy the lifestyle many of us have paid
to be a part of.
We do not want a built-up town center in this family housing area. We are not short-term leasing at our core (or zoning) and do not
want the noise and transient nature of tourists to become the norm. Like most locals, we feel that this kind of zoning for commercial
businesses and short-term noisy tourists is what the town center is for.
1

If there is a need for that then this kind of commercial and short-term housing should be developed further in town as an expansion
of existing facilities and land moving towards Leesville from town along Barry Way where there is both land and low impact to
existing residential and commercial businesses.
This area would be as a sprawling expansion between the existing noisy commercial business, bars, restaurants and short-term
housing and the industrial estate so as to not impact locals and families who deserve the right to a quite stress-free existence.
East Jindabyne and the land for more housing is welcomed but make it Low Density, single-story, large blocks `1000sq mtrs and
have a very strict look and feel to keep with the snowy mountains natural materials look and feel. It should also have a limit on
tourist, short-term leasing.
I would also like to see better planning for local services like the boat ramp like this one at Merimbula.
http://www.mbglac.com.au/merimbula/boat-ramps/merim-ramp/
The placement is also very very important as it needs to be sheltered from the west-northwest winds that the area is subject to
regularly otherwise it will become a hazard to the foreshores, people and as such a safety concern and this planning process
needs to cover the duty of care for individuals not just build development and progress.
Lastly, the mental health of the community and its residences is tightly coupled with the proposed development. It is a well-known
fact that noise and high density bring stress and higher rates of mental illness.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6693982/
East Jindabyne already attracts un-tenable noise from transient residents in winter and makes sleep hard with tourist pop-up
parties, short-term staff going to the mountain at 4 am and coming home at 1 am after partying in town. During this 3 month, the
high season we are left with very little sleep as our home faces Jerrara Drive. We live in East Jindabyne because it is low density
and quiet. Your rezoning and adding this development will break with what we paid to buy and live in.

Patrick Hill

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To whom it may concern,
I understand hat development in the town of Jindabyne needs to happen but I disagree wholeheartedly that the power to make decisions within he
National park should not be in the hands of he Deputy Premier.
Due to how fragile the environment is within the Kosciusko National Park the effects of improperly managed development would be detrimental to the
flora and fauna within the park.
This area is already feeling the impacts of people’s greed overshadowing their need to protect the country for future generations.
The Deputy Premiers past management of the area has shown, he holds a disregard to he environment and the damage his decisions have made to
the future of such a sensitive area.
The National Parks and Wildlife service in conjunction with the minister of environment should remain the caretakers of his fragile environment.
If I have to object to the entire SAP to keep it from impacting he National Park then I will. You need to think long and hard about the dangerous
precedent it will set for the protection of our most fragile environments in the future if this is allowed.
Regards
Patrick Doherty
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The overdeveloped is concerning and the potential for more areas of the nation park to become privatised is not in common interest to Australians.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Vile destruction of an irreplaceable natural asset.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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With regard to the proposed boat ramp site for East Jindabyne, I would like to offer a local user’s perspective. We have lived in
beast Jindabyne for over 20 years and frequently launch our ski boat at the point in Rushes Bay. This position offers protection as
it is covered by another point to the south. This has proven to be a useful site because it is protected and the ramp itself (not a
formal ramp) is runs into the bay, not directly off the point and into the lake.) However, it does get busy and the residential location
is inappropriate for this kind of traffic.
What we do need is protection from the wind so that we can safely launch and retrieve our boats, especially as the winds can
come up quickly and unexpectedly in this region. The point at the end of the Old Kosciusko Rd is rarely sheltered enough with
even the slightest of winds. Putting a boat ramp here will mean that boat users will have to find an alternative place to carry out
launching activities. This will mean heading straight back to the protection of the Rushes Bay point in order to be safe.
As a boat user in this area, my suggestion is to use a bay rather than an exposed point for a boat ramp.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
1
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Object
Submission
These could just as easily be a checklist on how not to protect a national park:
*Increasing overnight accommodation in the park from 10,000 to 14,000 beds.
*Allowing helicopters flights into the ski fields.
*Expanding carparks and building new ones.
*Allowing vehicles onto iconic walking tracks.
*Artificially heating the waters at Yarrangobilly thermal pools.
From my perspective you need to (at least) work with natural barriers or constraints rather than continual change to subvert them.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I am also a member of KHA and a caretaker for two huts in the Jagungal wilderness, Tin Hut and Grey Mare hut. As part of Brindabella Ski Club,
formerly YMCA of Canberra we have been looking after these huts since prior to the National Park being formed in its current iteration.
I am concerned as mentioned in our submissions that the feral cats, dogs, horses pigs and deer have not been raised alongside of the intent to
increase human numbers in the park. Having seen the damage and the increase in damage over the last decade it goes hand in hand that with more
human access within the park he dressing of feral pests needs to be equivalent.
Thanks
Paul Campbell
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Object
Submission
It’s been opened up enough. It does not need more development.
And get rid of the horses
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Name
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Parks should be for preserving natural areas. The trend in several states to “commodify” na ional parks by allowing increasing levels of
development will inevitably destroy these natural areas. The proposed transfer of ministerial responsibility away from the Environment Minister reveals
the true intent of these changes. We all, and especially members of parliament, have an obligation to preserve these areas for future genera ions. The
obligation is not to drive short term economic development at the expense of long term wilderness and natural areas. I have done the famous Kiandra
to Kosciuszko walk. I have also done several walks in SW Tasmania, which was the focus of several famous conservation battles. We recently drove
the west coast of Tasmania for the first time in many years. The communities which 30 years ago were split over what hey saw as a competition
between economic security versus saving wilderness areas, have boomed on he back of people visiting because of the natural beauty. As a principle,
commercial development should not be allowed in National Parks. Access to National Parks should be available to all to enjoy wilderness - not to enjoy
ano her real estate development. The proposal should be rejected and National Parks should remain the accountability of the Environment Minister
rather than the Deputy Premier or any other Minister who does not have preservation of wilderness as a priority.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I particularly support Snowy Mountains Grammar School being able to acquire the NSW Ambulance land that borders the school.
This land will be a fantastic sporting space not only beneficial to a fast-growing school but more importantly to the whole
community that needs more open oval space.
Thank you
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I fully support the SAP Master Plan. It's essential that the plan becomes reality to support the local community and provide work
and affordable housing for future generations.
It is also essential that the number of cars on the local roads are reduced to protect our precious wildlife. To achieve this we need
more beds at Thredbo, Perisher and Charlotte Pass and park and ride shuttle services from Jindabyne to Thredbo and Perisher.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Neutral
Submission file
submission-to-snowy-mtns-master-plan.doc

Submission
Transport is an important aspect of the plan. Jindabybe aerodrome should not be upgraded as the increased air traffic will impact on he national park.
Rail should be used instead. In my submission I proposed linking Canberra Airport and Cooma Airport by rail to Jindabyne . The Ski Tube Railway
should be used to transport visitors to he Alpine Precinct. This will enable car parks such as the huge one at Perisher to be downsized and the land
occupied by the car parks to be built on for extensions to the resorts wi hout the need to extend he resort into new areas of he national park. Please
study my attached submission for further details.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION TO THE SNOWY MOUNTAINS DRAFT MASTER PLAN
OVERVIEW
 Koscuiszko National Park is an outstanding area of natural beauty and unique species. The
park is under threat from many fronts including weeds, feral animals including horses and
climate change.
 Climate change will also impact on the amount of snow that falls during the winter months
which are getting shorter while the summers are getting hotter and longer. Wildfires have
had a major impact on the park as many of the ecosystems a very slow to recover. The
impact of the fires in 2003 is still visible to the average visitor in the form of dead snow
gums and other tree species which have not recovered from the fires. There was another fire
in 2020 which has impacted part of the park in the Kiandra area and burnt a ski lodge to the
ground along with several other historic structures.
 Another threat to the park is increased tourism. Earlier this year I walked to the summit of
Mount Kosciuszko and the summit area was like Wynyard Station in peak hour! There was
no room to practise any social distancing required under Covid restrictions. Living with
Covid may be the norm for the community as vaccinations are delivered. Increasing the
number of visitors may make social distancing even harder to achieve.
STRATEGIC CONTEXT
Key Drivers for Change (page 11)
 New accommodation venues and housing should be built out of the park at Jindabyne where
there is already suitable infrastructure and services. There is plenty of land available to
develop new accommodation on the outskirts of town. Extensions to existing resorts in the
Alpine Precinct should only be allowed on sites already disturbed such as car parks.
 Increased and reliable transport options, enabling less reliance on private vehicles and
encouraging safe and sustainable access between Kosciuszko National Park and Jindabyne.
One option that must be considered is the reopening of the railway between Queanbeyan and
Cooma with extensions at both ends to Canberra Airport and to Jindabyne. Rail transport is
far less damaging to the environment than road and air transport. An extension of the Ski
Tube Railway from Bullocks Flat to Jindabyne to connect with the railway extension should
also be considered. Building any new airport at Jindabyne will greatly impact the national
park and should not be considered as a transport option. The railway extension from Cooma
could go past Cooma Airport and offer a fast trip to Jindabyne.
 Until the railway is reopened and extended through to Jindabyne consideration should be
given to increasing the frequency of the current road coach service operated by NSW
Trainlink between Canberra and Jindabyne to a daily service in holiday times and during the
winter months.
 Prioritising people over vehicles in Jindabyne providing access and ensuring walking access
and pedestrian safety. New tracks that connect Jindabyne to the other tracks in the national
park are required.
 No new accommodation venues should be constructed in the alpine area. All new
accommodation venues should be constructed outside the national park and shuttle buses
used to transport skiers in winter and walkers in summer to the relevant areas.
 The number of vehicles must be limited at Charlotte Pass to emergency and management
vehicles and by use of a permit system to those with a physical disability. The shuttle bus
system should be modelled on that used at Cradle Mountain in Tasmania where the majority
of visitors in the summer months park at the visitor centre and board shuttle buses to various
point of interest and walking tracks. Bicycles should be allowed as far as Rawsons Pass but
prohibited beyond that point. Suitable racks to secure bicycles should be provided at
Rawsons Pass.

Planning Framework – Governance (page 18)
 The National Parks and Wildlife Service must be the controlling authority for all
developments within Kosciuszko National Park. Outside the park other government
agencies and the local council should control developments.
VISION
Principles for the Snowy Mountains (pages 24 to 33)
 Partner with Transport for NSW to develop a zero-emission transport and infrastructure
framework that collects and monitors data associated with public transport uptake and
efficiency. This can only be achieved if rail forms part of the transport strategy between
Canberra and Jindabyne. The Ski Tube train should also form part of the transport strategy.
 Offsets are not an option given how small the alpine area is and the threat of climate change
reducing the alpine area even further. Any sub-precincts that are identified as containing rare
and threatened species will need to be properly managed and the development plans
changed if required.
 Enable equitable and efficient access arrangements that prioritise sustainable mass transport
modes and intelligent transport systems to travel safety between Jindabyne and Kosciuszko
National Park . The Ski Tube Railway powered by renewable energy is the best way to
achieve this objective.
STRUCTURE PLANS
Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore (pages 36 to 87)
 The current National Parks Visitor Centre should remain as the gateway to the national park
and the surrounding region. It is in a convenient location for all visitors to access. The
building should remain as the centre for management of the national park.
 Jindabyne Lake foreshore development should include a shared path along the entire
foreshore to connect with the planned walking tracks in the national park.
 The proposed Southern Connector Road should include the extension of the railway from
Cooma and the Ski Tube extension as well. A station should be established near the Barry
Way corner.
 The development of the western side of Lake Jindabyne should include a shared path along
the entire foreshore to connect with the planned walking tracks in the national park. Mass
planting of native trees in the area would make the are blend in with the nearby national
park and provide shade for residents and visitors in the summer months.
 The Jindabyne Aerodrome should remain as it is and not expanded for more tourism flights.
A fast train service linking Canberra and Cooma Airports would be a more environment
friendly means to bring visitors to Jindabyne. An extension of the Ski Tube railway would
be the best option to transport visitors to the alpine resorts.
Alpine Precinct – Key Drivers for Change (pages 88 to 107)
 Visitation to the Kosciuszko National Park is highly seasonal with over half of all annual
visitation occurring in the peak ski period- a diverse, year-round offering will future-proof
the region. As the effects of climate change and the snow fall becomes less reliable there
will be less demand for skiing accommodation in the Alpine Precinct and ski
accommodation will gradually fall into disrepair. So there is no point building more
accommodation in the Alpine Precinct.
 Road access to the Alpine resorts is over-capacity on a number of days during the ski season
– reliable and efficient transport solutions are needed to enhance the overall visitor
experience. A rail service linking Sydney, Canberra Airport and Cooma to Jindabyne and
the Ski Tube extension is the best way to overcome this problem.











The alpine landscape is vulnerable to the impacts of climate change - environmental
resilience must be the cornerstone of future growth. Buildings in the Alpine Precinct are
more difficult to protect during bush fires and storms than those in towns such as Jindabyne.
This will drive up insurance premiums and may result in smaller accommodation options
such as ski lodges not being able to afford adequate insurance.
Climatic conditions impact the capacity and safety of the existing transport network - a
sustainable carrying capacity must be achieved. This is best achieved using the Ski Tube
railway which goes underground through the Alpine Precinct. Extending the Ski Tube to
Jindabyne will provide a safe and reliable transport link between Jindabyne and the Alpine
Precinct. The Ski Tube should operate during peak visiting times during summer as well as
during the ski season.
Visitation to the national park has been increasing and visitor expectations are changing
based on new and varied experiences available elsewhere. More visitors are arriving during
the summer months and car parking is becoming a problem at locations such as Charlotte
Pass and Guthega Power Station during the summer months. The use of the Ski Tube
railway and shuttle buses would reduce the demand for car parking spaces in the Alpine
Precinct. Extending the Ski Tube railway to Jindabyne where it could connect with existing
and new regional public transport services would enable visitors to leave the car at home
and travel by public transport to the area.
Issues with crowding, transport, parking and other amenities within the park are becoming
critical during peak season. Providing reliable public transport to the Alpine Precinct will
reduce the amount of car parking required and areas currently used for car parking could be
used to extend existing lodges and resorts without the need to impact new areas of the
national park. No new car parking at Pipers Gap should be constructed.
Existing accommodation within resort areas is either at or nearing capacity, with many
buildings requiring refurbishment or extensions to provide additional bed numbers.
Providing reliable public transport to the Alpine Precinct will reduce the amount of car
parking required and areas currently used for car parking could be used to extend existing
lodges and resorts without the need to impact new areas of the national park.

Alpine Resorts (pages 110 to 117)
 New accommodation in the Alpine Area should be restricted to disturbed sites such as car
parks or using existing buildings that are converted from other uses. New accommodation
venues should be built in and around Jindabyne.
 The huge car park at Perisher could be made redundant if improved public transport was
provided using an extended Ski Tube from Jindabyne. The area currently used as a car park
could then be used to improve the facilities at the resort and allow an expansion of bed
numbers without the need to disturb new areas in the national park.
 The former Thredbo Ranger Station should be converted into accommodation based on a
similar theme to similar structures in other national parks.
 Creel Bay could offer more opportunities for accommodation based on the theme proposed
for the former Thredbo Ranger Station.
Alpine Camping (pages 121 to 123)
 The Island Bend Camping Area should be upgraded and expanded by cleaning up any
asbestos in the surrounding area. Proper facilities should be established including more
toilets, cooking shelters and information boards.
 Koscuiszko Tourist Park should retain it's current appeal with camp sites laid out amongst
the trees. Cabins should be included in a new tourist holiday park on the western shore of
Lake Jindabyne.

Visitor Access (pages 124 to 126)
 The Ski Tube should be the main access to the Alpine Area throughout the year. It should
connect with an extension of the railway from Cooma at Jindabyne and connect with a
shuttle bus to Charlotte Pass at Perisher. Thredbo and Guthega should be connected to
Jindabyne by the proposed shuttle buses.
 No new parking should be provided and existing parking reduced to enable large car parks
such as at Perisher be converted to visitor facilities. Restricted parking is only provided for
resort staff, NPWS staff and those with a disability through a permit system.
 The new car park at Pipers Gap should not be constructed and would not be necessary if
more reliance was placed on the existing Ski Tube railway to bring visitors to the Alpine
Precinct from Jindabyne.
Koscuiszko National Park Active Connections (pages 127 to 131)
 All the proposed tracks should be constructed and walkers only camping areas be
established to enable visitors to walk the full circuit including the Main Range Loop. A
walkers camp in the vicinity of Charlotte Pass maybe down alongside the Snowy River
would enable walkers to do the Main Range Loop as a day walk and not require camping
facilities on the Main Range.
 The Charlotte Pass Turning circle should not be expanded to accommodate more vehicles.
Vehicles should use the large parking area at Perisher and car travellers board a shuttle bus
to take them to Charlotte Pass. This would be similar to the shuttle bus service which
operates at Cradle Mountain in Tasmania. Once other public transport options such as the
Ski Tube railway are upgraded and extended to Jindabyne then car travellers should leave
their cars at Jindabyne and ride the Ski Tube and the shuttle buses to Charlotte Pass.
 Helicopters should only be allowed for emergency rescues and management purposes. They
should not be used to bring visitors to the Alpine Area.
Prospective Developments (pages 132 & 133)
 A Gondola would not be safe in the strong winds that often buffet the area. All transport
should be ground based.
 No new ski runs should be developed. Ski runs are unattractive when the snow has melted
over the summer months and their development and maintenance causes erosion problems
and the introduction of weeds.
 No airport should be built at Jindabyne. Instead the railway between Queanbeyan and
Cooma should be reopened and extended north to Canberra Airport and west to Jindabyne
passing Cooma Airport along the way. A station should be built at both airports and a fast
train be introduced along the new sections of track. The Ski Tube Railway should be
extended east to Jindabyne to connect with the extended railway from Cooma at an
interchange where buses also connect with the trains.
STAGING (page 136)
 All proposed developments should be constantly reviewed to determine if modifications
need to be made to suit the changing conditions brought on by climate change and the
current pandemic. The current pandemic sweeping the world may force changes to the way
people travel and interact with others when undertaking recreational activities such as skiing
and walking. Climate change will reduce the amount of snow and how much area it covers.
Increased fire risks also may determine what infrastructure needs to be provided as well. An
historic hut near Kiandra was rebuilt after the 2003 fires and was destroyed again in 2020.
The same could happen to ski resorts in the future as well. A resort on Dunk Island in North
Queensland was damaged by one cyclone and rebuilt only to be damaged again in another
cyclone a few years later. The owner sold the property after the second cyclone.

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:41 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Paul
Last name
Meehan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
NORTH WOLLONGONG NSW 2500
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of IMBAC Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 60
years. I strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine
environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the
Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 08:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
paul
Last name
nicholls
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hello
Just wish to voice my opinion on the SASAP sap proposal of running buses / traffic from Park rd to Reedys Cutting. This proposal would see traffic
bisect the main sporting fields which are extremely busy year round. There are 6 major uses and their age groups vary from young children to adults,
both ovals are used similtaneously with pedestrian traffic moving between the 2 ovals. This would prove very dangerous to have traffic and especially
children interacting at the facility. The trip time for the buses to use existing roads is app a 30 sec difference, is this worth risking accidents at the
ovals??. AS far as the oval, I believe he money that was being allocated to the road would be far better spent on the oval itself in upgrades and this
would benefit both locals and other groups that maybe drawn to town via the SAP.
Cheers Paul
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
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Cc:
Subject:
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Submitted on Fri, 06/08/2021 - 10:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Paul
Last name
Payten
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bermagui 2546
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
PLease find below my submission to the Draft Plan of Management:
Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more
environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that damage include:
* historic clearing, grazing and mining;
* the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
* destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
* un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
* historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
* massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
* unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
1

KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing
significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are
gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial
activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing
so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so
many environmental issues, let’s not add over development of KNP those failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future
development and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly
designed to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would
be protected by future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual
developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife
Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly
sensitive, extremely significant protected area.
The Resort Precincts The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally
sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 40% to a new cap of 14,000. All associated
services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to
support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is
that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP
for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow
season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current resorts. The
escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic.
The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a
single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those
beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict
so much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not
for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be
cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful
management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences 2

The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour
operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely
detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and
International significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their
significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of
Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to
create a new tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using
large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a national
park setting is entirely at odds with community expectations.
Transport and parking Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional
accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short
term. One is that the potential sites for expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species
and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their
development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened
ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred
hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in the particular areas proposed for
development such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly
abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the
case of KNP demands better mass transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance ‘the high ambition
coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea
in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NSW protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30%
target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land
clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park.
At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to
diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
Paul Payten
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:42:21 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Paul
Last name
Robson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne New South Wales
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Subject : Proposed bus route through JJ Connors Oval
I believe this proposal will have adverse negative outcomes for the township and the users of the oval.
: Increase in accident potential for pedestrians and users of he oval
: Increase noise for residents
: Increase traffic along park road and into Gippsland street and Snowy river avenue
: Construction costs do not justify he intent of the proposal.
If in the future this becomes open to general traffic then the issues listed above will become even a greater problem.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:34:47 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Paul
Last name
Shea
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Manly 2095
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a member of Kalymaro Lodge (Co-operative) Limited, trading as Kalymaro Alpine Sports Club in Perisher Valley, I strongly endorse my club's
submission to the Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan and Kosciuszko Na ional Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management in objection
to these proposals. The draft plans contain many positive suggestions, but require greater consideration of communities, transport, and ac ivities. The
draft plans should also remove the proposals to increase development and to introduce high impact commercial activi ies into he national park before
they can be supported. I request that the SAP team is mindful of the detailed comments in the Kalymaro submission.
Paul Shea
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To:
Cc:
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Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 10:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Paula
Last name
Herlihy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Mount Evelyn
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
When not in shutdown, my husband and I travel the world to visit heritage sites and other natural features. Australia needs more of these, and despite
a pretence that this SAP will achieve such an attraction, it will compromise it. I remember how ashamed of Australia's government I was when we
visited Uluru and found the main visiting area full of shops. Constituents like me do NOT WANT plas ic and pretend experiences.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:10:45 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Paula
Last name
Lesse
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3934
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to this plan on the following grounds
1) There is no need, nor consumer demand for glamping/eco cabin style accommodation. You only need to look at he number of visitors at Thredbo
diggings, Ngarigo and island bend before during December and compare his to the number of people staying at the Sawpit creek caravan park.
People value cheap accessible camping spots over expensive eco caravan parks
2) There aren't enough medical facili ies in Jindabyne to support an adventure park and mountain bike park. You need only to look at the experiences
in Bright and Mount Beauty where similar parks have been established. When people have accidents are we going to call ambulances from Cooma?
Or will you have to fund a hospital in Jindabyne as well? Not to mention the amount of erosion some hing like that will cause.
3) Jindabyne is a peaceful country town where people visit to get away from the hectic city life. It has character. Putting up more accommodation,
parking spaces, redoing nuggets crossing and using parts of the na ional park for glamping/cabins, is just going to ruin that appeal that Jindabyne has.
Instead of enhancing the features that Jindabyne already has to offer, you are going to leave a permanent mark on what could have been a beautiful
piece of country (something hat not many places can offer anymore) So why ruin Jindabyne's uniqueness.
4)The park should be focusing on fixing it's current probelms - hello wild dog, brumby and deer population that is running rampant causing huge
damages to native habitats
5) As a person who identifies as aboriginal I find it incredibly insul ing that after all these changes that you are inflicting my ancestors land (especially
the national park), 1 Heritage centre is being built. Do you think this makes up for the incredible damage that you will be inflicting on mother nature? I
don't hink so. Nothing can.
Please reconsider.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
PENNY
Last name
MOYES
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Curtin 2605
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a [member/guest/friend of a member etc] of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with
two lodges in Guthega and a lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and
the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct
initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way
that provides for improved use and enjoyment of he Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:33:20 AM
2021-08-23-snowy-sap-submission.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 08:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peta
Last name
Truscott
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
2021-08-23-snowy-sap-submission pdf

Submission
Please see attached file.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessment
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment

Dear Sir or Madam
Re: Submission on the Snowy SAP Draft Master Plan
Thank you for giving me the opportunity to comment on the Snowy SAP Draft Master
Plan.
Vision - Comment
The vision statement, while poetic, is a statement of what already exists within the SAP
area. If the intention of the draft master plan is to align with the vision statement, it has
already failed, as the draft master plan proposes a mainly built environment.
Governance – Object/Comment
It is essential that Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) remains under the authority of the
Minister for Energy and Environment (currently Matt Kean).
To transfer any power to the Department of Regional NSW, particular under John
Barilaro’s rule, would spell the end of any environmental protection within KNP – a
process he has already begun by listing un-owned horses within the park as heritage
items.
The last place you want to be is between Barilaro and a dollar, the Minister for Rampant
Over-Development!
About Jindabyne – Drivers for change - Comment
“There is a strong desire to activate Lake Jindabyne’s foreshore and improve the array
of summertime activities offered”.
By whom? The overwhelming sense I get from locals is that they did not move to
Jindabyne in order to see the foreshore developed. On the contrary. Where else in
NSW can you drive to the edge of the lake to picnic with your family and friends? These
opportunities for connection are what holds the townsfolk together. An opportunity to
sit, talk, and dabble your toes in the water in an undeveloped area. Priceless!
Western Lake Jindabyne - Object
Absolutely not! I object to this proposal in the strongest possible terms, on the grounds
this development will destroy the visual amenity and scenic value of the iconic entry to
the lake, the town and KNP itself.
I challenge you to show me one person, aside from those who stand to make money
from this development, who supports the proposal.
The Rabbits Corner development has been through council before and failed on many
fronts, not the least being the potential for environment pollution and the lack of
appropriate infrastructure (water, sewerage etc). I cannot see what has changed to
make it acceptable now.

The additional development from the Alpine Way to Cooley Bay is appalling.
The eastern approaches to KNP (the western lake Jindabyne catalyst precinct) are
areas of high scenic value and should be treasured and maintained as such. The
beauty of those first glimpses of the lake as you drive to Jindabyne along Kosciuszko
Road speaks more to your vision statement than any built environment ever could.
To destroy that natural beauty would be criminal and not in the best interests of the
area. Residents and visitors alike are drawn to the natural landscapes of the Snowy
Mountains, not the built environment.
Remaining draft Snowy SAP - Comment
I reluctantly agree to support the rest of the draft Snowy SAP if you agree to keep KNP
in the hands of the Minister for Energy and Environment, and you agree not to develop
the Western Lake Jindabyne precinct. I understand and accept change is inevitable,
but I believe you are trying to make a sow’s ear out of a silk purse. Once the damage is
done, it will be impossible to reverse.
Additional comments


The draft Snowy SAP looks very much as if you are trying to bring city ideas to the
country, eg, the Lake Jindabyne Foreshore park looks like Barangaroo. If we
wanted to live in the city, we already would be.



The lease areas within KNP must not be extended further into park. It is a national
park, whose primary concern must be to protect our native fauna and flora, which is
already under serious threat.



You really need a good proof-reader. There are lots of avoidable errors in the text.

Lastly, please, listen to the people … not the developers.
Yours sincerely,

Peta Truscott
23 August 2021

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:19:47 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peter
Last name
Andersen
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2071
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am the spouse of a director of Mirabooka Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 70 years. I
strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of
interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:44:37 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peter
Last name
Conroy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra, 2600
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have been a visitor to Kosciuszko National Park since the 1960s. As a member of the Brindabella Ski Club I have assisted local businesses by
purchasing groceries in Jindabyne, lift tickets in Guthega/Perisher and Thredbo, accommodation at Sawpit Creek and in many other ways. I hope that
this submission process will consider the views of tourists like me, even hough I am not a NSW resident.
My main response to the Draft Master Plan is that its emphasis on economic benefits of 'growth' will diminish the attractiveness of Kosciuszko National
Park as a destination for visitors like me. I visit Kosciuszko for its natural values, not for bars, 'village atmosphere'' and plazas. I am happy with the
modest accommodation of ski lodges and cabins. I would like he control of the Alpine Precinct to remain with the Minister for the Environment.
I also have one specific comment. In ‘Infrastructure and service Objectives’ an indicator is listed as ‘Improve telecommunication infrastructure in the
Kosciuszko National Park to facilitate safer backcountry navigation and emergency response capabilities’ (Draft Management Plan page 33). This
presumably refers to the construction of phone towers. The construction of he towers and their maintenance roads would be environmentally
damaging and a waste of public funds. Satellite-based technologies are already available to support back country navigation and emergency
response, for example ‘Back Country Navigator Pro’ software (under $40) or ‘Handy GPS’ (under $15) which turn smart phones into a satellite-based
navigation devices with no need for phone tower connectivity. Satellite phones and the less expensive two-way satellite text messaging systems, such
as the Garmin InReach Mini, are now carried by many back country walkers and skiers.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 2:49 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 14:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peter
Last name
Davidy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2110
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
If this plan goes ahead we can never go back
We have so few pristine Natural environments left on the planet and we owe it to future generations to preserve them instead of
trying to line our own pockets
NSW govt please don’t ruin this opportunity
Think about your grandkids
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 6:06:11 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 18:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peter
Last name
Davies
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Less traffic

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:50:30 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peter
Last name
Fielder
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I support the objec ives of he Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct (SAP) to attract and grow businesses, provide more employment
opportunities and to stimulate the regional economy.
I ask that the environmental capacities of he National Park to sustain increased accommodation be assessed and carefully considered from a
scientific standpoint.
I note that the contribution of Jindabyne Aerodrome is considerably understated within the draft Master Plan which identifies the aerodrome as “a
connection for charter flights and helicopters”. This is not an accurate definition.
Jindabyne Aerodrome is an essential community asset in the form of an airbase and operational centre for the NSW Rural Fire Service during bush fire
emergencies. It is also an important airbase for Kosciusko National Parks and Snowy Hydro. The aerodrome is already a significant employment
contributor with very strong potential for employment growth if it is supported by an appropriate planning environment.
I believe that the importance of Jindabyne Aerodrome should be reflected in the final masterplan and that the aerodrome precinct, be included as a
Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct and zoned for aerodrome related development accordingly.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 2 August 2021 8:31 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 02/08/2021 - 20:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peter
Last name
Gray
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bathurst NSW 2795
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Pristine national parks around the mountains need to be protected we are already seeing way to much habitat decline in the snowy
mountains area it needs to be protected at all costs
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 22 July 2021 7:50 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 22/07/2021 - 19:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peter
Last name
Heeley
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
berridale 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The genesis of this project was called Go-Jindabyne, which included support for surrounding communities such as Dalgety,
Berridale and Adaminaby. Once the transition to an SAP occurred, all reference to the surrounding communities was removed from
the documentation. Community workshops were held in all 3 towns in Jan 2019, but now we are completely excluded from the
SAP.
Surrounding communities were severely disadvantaged when the Snowy Scheme was originally built. No-one in Dalgety was told
in the 1960's that almost the entire flow of the river would be removed from the town, and the fishing tourism industry would be
eliminated overnight.
Dalgety was one of the prime trout fishing destinations in inland NSW from the early 1900's. This industry was wiped out when the
river stopped and has never recovered. Small flows back to the river have allowed some fish to return to the river but still today
there is no fishing related tourism. No compensation was ever given to the town for the removal of this "property right".
Go Jindabyne documented some potential improvements and raised our collective hopes. But after 50 years of being ignored it
was too much to hope for. Go-Jindabyne morphed into the SAP and now it only applies in the town and the national park. These
places already have massive tourist presence, and yes it is highly seasonal, but they receive substantial economic benefit
1

nonetheless.
This is a simple case of inequity. Anyone who lost property in order for the Snowy Scheme to be built was compensated over 50
years ago. This was a requirement of the original Snowy Mountains Hydro Electric Power Act in 1949.
Many would debate the fairness of that compensation, but what was lost by Dalgety has generated massive economic benefits for
the rest of NSW and Australia. Irrigated agriculture has generated billions of dollars for Australia over the last 50 years, but in doing
so cost Dalgety dearly. The water in the Snowy River was taken away and there was never a cent of compensation paid to Dalgety
or its citizens. Those projects raised by the community during Go-Jindabyne discussions should be front of mind today as some
sort of acknowledgement of that injustice.
Similar comments were raised by numerous parties during the previous consultation phase when the SAP was launched. It is
notable that no reference to them appears in any of the current documentation. The Dalgety community has been conveniently
ignored yet again.
Some might suggest that returning flows to the river is a form of compensation. But given the legislation called for 21% flow to be
restored by 2012, and in dry years we see less than 8%, it is hardly any better than the previous situation. Maybe one headline
project which could become a benchmark would be to return the miniscule flow of water from Mowamba back directly into the
Snowy. NSW Water have considered and researched this project for decades, and yet we still have no progress. Such a flow
would not affect the total water down the river, but it would restore connectivity and give the Snowy back an alpine headwater.
Please acknowledge that smaller communities outside Jindabyne have rights too. Please also consider that some small share of
the massive funds (>$4bn) available to NSW from the sale of Snowy Hydro are morally owed to the Dalgety community. The
community which gave up its economic lifeblood to allow the scheme to be built in the first place.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:08:33 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peter
Last name
McIntyre
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bensville NSW 2251
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
My submission specifically discusses the proposed changes to he Island Bend Campsite upgrade. I support the proposed changes provided that there
is full and free access for the public to have the current access points to and from the river at Island Bend. I have been camping at Island Bend and
Kayaking the Snowy River for the last 40 years as do many other people and therefore I support the improved facilities but only on the basis that there
are no restric ions on current access points to amend from the river. It is important as a kayaker that we can exit the river as we first come in to Island
Bend and then at the other access points just around the bend.
I also assume hat there will remain the number of campsites for those wishing to continue to do tent camping. Again I support the changes provided
there is not diminished tent sites as a result of the cabin development.
Thank you
Peter McIntyre

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 3:28:55 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peter
Last name
Moore
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Clifton Hill
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am a long-time bushwalker, based in Melbourne. I have walked frequently in he Kosciusko Na ional Park, including as part of a traverse of the
Australian Alps Walking Track across Victoria, NSW and ACT. My principal objection to the proposal is hat it includes no mention of he much-needed
control of feral horses. The published plan and the very arresting video state that the park is "unspoiled alpine landscape" and this is just nonsense. As
a bushwalker I have stepped hrough and over frequent and large piles of horse excrement. Campsites have been rendered unusable because horses
have died nearby. There are also campsites with undrinkable water from this "pristine" environment because of the activities of the horses. Plus
extensive trampling of the banks of watercourses. If the plan includes continued use of the park by walkers such as me his massive over-popula ion
needs to be rec ified. And quickly.
The draft master plan includes as a Strategic Indicator that it will "Deliver a carbon negative precinct prior to 2061 through offsetting 100% of
development-related emissions". The target year of 2061 seems extremely unambitious, and achieving even this timid goal by offsets makes it even
less meaningful. I agree with most of the Jindabyne township planning proposals, but this should be accompanied by some ambition on the
environmental front.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:00:04 PM
210824-pm-submission-snowy-mountains-sap.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peter
Last name
Murrray
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
210824-pm-submission-snowy-mountains-sap.pdf

Submission
Please see the attached submission letter
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Monday 23 August 2021
Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessments
NSW Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022, Parramatta NSW 2124
Submission via the NSW Planning Portal

Re: Submission to the Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan

Dear Sir / Madam,
Thank you for your recent exhibition of the Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan and Draft Amendment
to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management, and the invitation to submit feedback. The SAP Draft
and the Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management contain both positive and negative recommendations.
On balance, I object to these proposals, and request that the suggestions in this response are included in
revised SAP plans and associated planning materials. Furthermore, I request that no changes should be
made to the Kosciuszko National Park governance, planning system, operations, or landscape without an
independent scientific review of the cumulative effects of the many existing ecological stresses and
threats in the context of global warming. A minimum 60 day extension in time for public comment on
these proposals is needed in these circumstances. In the interim, I request urgent action from the
government to address the environmental threats that the Kosciuszko National Park is facing.
This submission:



Applauds the positive planning approaches for the alpine region,



Identifies constructive opportunities to improve the strategic direction with inclusionary zoning for
affordable housing in the Jindabyne area and additional alpine club accommodation in the Alpine
Precinct, new public transport services, and new visitor attractions,



Strenuously objects to proposals to increase bed numbers in the Alpine Precinct, to weaken
planning processes in the Alpine Precinct, and to corporatise the national park with commercial
aircraft operations and commercial vehicle access to sensitive areas.

I am writing as a frequent visitor to the Snowy Mountains in both summer and winter. The Kosciuszko
National Park is a beautiful place for the quiet enjoyment of alpine sports, but this environment is under
serious threat, including by climate change, feral animals, and the commercial developments proposed in the
SAP. These threats risk curtailing the visitation that the SAP is trying to encourage.
With an ongoing investment and commitment to year-round alpine sports, I am deeply interested in the
strategic planning for the future of the Snowy Mountains. I hope to return to the mountains regularly in the
future, and want to see the place managed in way that enables more people to visit and recreate with
minimal impact, while the environment that we go to enjoy is maintained, regenerated, and expanded.

Summary



It is a positive initiative to identify the Snowy Mountains as a Special Activation Precinct.



As the Snowy Mountains has been significantly and permanently impacted by the water and
electricity infrastructure of the Snowy Scheme, it is highly appropriate to make substantial
investments in this region using the Snowy Hydro Legacy Fund. The amount of funding for the
SAP should be quantified, so that the community can evaluate the draft proposals for value for
money.



The SAP Draft is applauded for prioritising people, place qualities, and year-round activation.



The SAP Draft focuses on business, employment, and the economy, and it neglects adequate
consideration for the social vibrancy of the Snowy Mountains community. For example, there is no
mention of the broad community of clubs in the region, or the historic and ongoing contributions
these volunteer organisations make to alpine sports. The SAP’s Technical Investigations should be
updated to include assessment of the role of clubs and community organisations. The Final SAP
Master Plan must address how existing community organisations can be better supported, and
how new community organisations can be encouraged to form.



The SAP Draft is heavily focused on Jindabyne, and displays insufficient consideration for the
Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) and the Alpine Precinct. For example, there are very few new
visitor attractions planned in the Alpine Precinct. Additional strategic planning initiatives and
government investments are required to overcome years of bureaucratic inactivity and neglect in
the national park and the Alpine Precinct, and to enhance the sustainability and future vitality of
the park and the mountain villages. Both an independent and democratic Perisher Range Resort
Management Board (RMB) and an updated Perisher Valley Master Plan are required. A catalyst
investment in an altitude training facility is suggested to activate Perisher Valley all year round.



There is insufficient strategic integration of the Alpine Precinct with Jindabyne. In particular, the
transport and connectivity proposals are inadequate, and this risks perpetuating the safety,
congestion, and environmental concerns of increasing private car travel into the park. Government
leadership and investment is required to provide year-round bus public transport services.



The proposed increase in carrying capacity in the Alpine Precinct is strongly opposed. The
Perisher Range villages have 863 beds remaining in current capacity, the long-planned development
on the Perisher car park site has proven uneconomic, and the Perisher sewage treatment plant is
regularly non-compliant with its Environment Protection License. Furthermore, the visual and
environmental impact of the proposed development has not been established, and the scale of a
47% increase in carrying capacity is highly likely to be overdevelopment of the national park.



The proposed amendments to “streamlined approvals” in planning processes in the Alpine Precinct
risk compromising the environmental qualities of the national park. We strongly object to the
proposal that some significant developments would not require NPWS referral, approval from
the NSW Minister for Energy and Environment (the landowner), or a public exhibition.
Development applications should also be required to meet up-to-date environmental controls.



The SAP should not give away public benefits to private entities without realising a public
benefit. For example, major land rezonings should enable the dedication of strategically important
public spaces.



While the SAP’s aspirations to make Jindabyne more walkable are to be applauded, the planning
move to introduce a Southern Connector Road between the town and its new Sports and
Education Precinct should be reconsidered, as it will cost a significant sum to develop, but will
create a long-lasting severance impact that will reinforce car dominance throughout the area.



The SAP must cater to the increased demand for free camping, both in disturbed areas in the
national park, and in the vicinity of Jindabyne.



The KNP Plan of Management proposals for helicopter commuting into the park and for commercial
vehicle access to the Summit Trail are incompatible with the values of the national park and the
majority of its visitors. High impact commercial activities such as these should remain prohibited.

1.3 Planning Framework: Governance



The SAP should acknowledge that the NPWS currently remains the operator of the head lease
for Perisher Valley and other mountain villages. This is widely recognised to be sub-optimal, as
the NPWS are not optimally positioned to operate in this role and to provide municipal services.



Perisher Valley has languished over recent decades in the absence of an effective system of local
governance. As a result, there has been no significant progress towards any collective aspirations
for the village, such as creating a more vibrant village centre, or increasing summer activity.



The Perisher Range Resorts are in need of an independent and democratic Resort Management
Board to operate as a head lessor and to provide an equitable and collaborative future for all. It
is vital for the alpine sports clubs to be represented on this new RMB. Government should
engage with all Perisher Valley stakeholders to address this issue, and the SAP should recognise
that this local governance role remains unresolved until a dedicated new body can be created.

2.0 Vision



The SAP Draft vision statement should be revised to precisely and meaningfully define what
cultural and characterful qualities are desired for the region. This should include reference to
strong community organisations that support shared experiences of mountain activities.

2.1.1 Environmental Resilience



With respect to current best practice, the SAP should upgrade aspirations from “environmental
management” to “environmental regeneration”. Objective #2 should be expanded to “protect
and regenerate environmentally sensitive areas”.



The KNP is currently experiencing major outbreaks of snowgum dieback, an ailment that also
reduces snow coverage and water run-off. Perisher Valley is one such area experiencing significant
impacts. The SAP should prioritise snowgum dieback research and rehabilitation efforts to
reduce this threat to winter and summer visitation to the national park.



A substantial amount of litter is present in ski resort areas. The SAP should add a Strategic
Indicator to partner with lift operators, resort management boards, and the NPWS to eliminate
litter in the Alpine Precinct.



Feral animals such as horses, deer, and rabbits are highly prevalent in KNP, producing widespread
ecological degradation, polluting waterways, and discouraging visitors. The SAP should include a
Strategic Indicator to control and minimise all feral animal populations within (or beyond) the
SAP Precinct Investigation Area. All safe and humane methods of control should be considered, as
it is imperative to prioritise the health of endemic species and ecosystems. The romantic notion of
heritage values of feral horses can be managed in less environmentally sensitive areas, preferably
outside the national park.



It is inadequate for the SAP to consider environmental threats to the national park to be “out of
scope”. Given the SAP's interest in the environmental attractions of the Snowy Mountains as the
basis for increased summer and winter tourism, is vital that the SAP actively works to reduce
litter, reduce snowgum dieback and regenerate snowgum forests, and control feral animals.

2.1.2 Place and Landscape



Place and landscape aspirations in the SAP Draft are applauded for promoting activity and amenity.



The SAP omits consideration for place qualities in the Alpine Precinct. Add a Strategic Indicator to
provide a vibrant village centre in Perisher Valley, with high quality pedestrian streets and open
spaces, and a variety of year-round activities.



The proposed “alpine” architectural style requires clear definition.

2.1.3 Connection to Country



It is most positive to engage with traditional custodians and to build our collective connection with
Monero Ngarigo Country.



The proposed Snowy Valley Track from Lake Jindabyne to Guthega via the Snowy River is
supported. As the Snowy Valley is identified an important Aboriginal cultural route, it should be
included in the SAP Connection to Country Strategic Indicators. There should also be a safe
walking link (separate from bikes) to access the track directly from Jindabyne town centre.



The SAP should also investigate connecting the Snowy Valley Track with the Bundian Way.

2.1.4 Carrying Capacity



The SAP lacks a built form massing study to determine the approximate scale of the proposed
developments in the Alpine Precinct. As a result, it is impossible to determine what the Perisher
Range villages would look like if their 863 available beds were taken up, let alone with the proposed
1,906 extra beds in Perisher Valley and Smiggin Holes. However, given the scale of the proposed
increase in capacity, it is highly likely that the proposed development on the Perisher car park would
be unsympathetically large in scale for its position in a wide open valley and poorly integrated with
the existing village context. I therefore object to any increase in carrying capacity in the Alpine
Precinct, and request that expansions in development capacity occur outside the national park.



If the carrying capacity is increased, a method for allocating new beds in the KNP fairly and
equitably across existing and new accommodation operators will need to be established.



In application of international planning best-practice, the SAP should apply inclusionary zoning
to any increase in bed numbers in the Alpine Precinct. Considering the historic and ongoing role
of existing club cooperatives providing more affordable accommodation, a minimum of 5% of
new beds within each alpine resort should be allocated to new club cooperatives. These new
clubs can be assisted with merit-based access to a fund built on a modest levy on new beds in
commercial facilities. (Depending on the bed numbers in each new club, this could equate to
approximately 5 new clubs in both Perisher Valley and Thredbo, and 1 new club in both Smiggin
Holes and Charlotte Pass). This will ensure that there is capacity for new clubs to form in the future,
and will share the benefits of affordable access to alpine sports with future generations.



Given the need for more affordable housing, the SAP should apply inclusionary zoning throughout
the Jindabyne region, including all SAP sub-precincts outside the national park, to create a fund
to support a minimum provision of 5% affordable housing in the Jindabyne area.

2.1.5 Housing Diversity



This principle includes visitor accommodation, but omits consideration for the Alpine Precinct. Add
a Strategic Indicator that recognises that clubs are a significant component in the diversity and
affordability of visitor accommodation in the region. Existing club communities should be
maintained, and the club sector should be expanded proportionally with the planned growth in
accommodation.



The club community is experiencing a number of significant challenges. While the club I am a
member of is currently stable, it faces covid restrictions in 2020 and 2021, bushfire threats and
rapid rises in insurance costs, and ongoing increases in rates. These financial burdens could
potentially become cumulative and existential in the medium-to-longer term. Greater support is
needed for club cooperatives to ensure affordable access to alpine sports can be maintained.
Any future updates in governance and lease arrangements for the mountain villages must
recognise clubs’ unique role as volunteer organisations – with limited budgets but significant
contributions to the alpine community.

2.1.6 Social Infrastructure



Perisher Valley’s altitude of 1,720m ASL can be leveraged to position the village as a specialist
location for altitude training for elite athletes and the broader community. The provision of new
health and fitness infrastructure, including a sports hall and swimming pool, can serve as a
catalyst for the year-round activation of Perisher Valley. With the AIS having established a
facility in Thredbo, there is an opportunity for the NSW Government to invest in a new NSW
Institute of Sport facility in Perisher. A partnership with the NSW IS to develop this facility
should be added to the SAP.



Emergency health services in Jindabyne are essential for this region, but current plans are
underdeveloped. Identify and secure an appropriate site to ensure that emergency facility
upgrades can be promptly delivered.

2.1.7 Economy and Industry


It is positive to identify the need for year-round activity in the region. This is an essential focus that
must drive all strategic design and planning under the SAP.



Strategic Indicators under this principle are overly vague, and should be revised to identify
specific “catalyst projects” and “large scale attractions” such as hiking, mountain biking, and an
altitude training facility in Perisher Valley.

2.1.8 Transport and Connectivity



While the SAP identifies a progressive objective for “sustainable mass transport”, the Strategic
Indicators are regressively focused on prioritising and funding proposed road and parking
developments. “Feasible alternatives to driving” are effectively abandoned in the SAP as an
unresolved issue for “future transport providers”. This imbalance between high aspiration and low
planning intent must be revised, otherwise the current Draft proposal will perpetuate the continued
trends of an increasingly car-dominated and congested alpine region. The SAP should remove the
current proposals that are consistent with an outdated “predict and provide” transport planning
approach, and instead move to the current “vision and validate” approach. (TfNSW Future
Transport 2056 p18).



The SAP must recognise that the provision of sustainable mass transport from Jindabyne to the
alpine resorts is a wicked problem for transport planning, due to the intensity of winter peakhour demand. Instead, the SAP must apply the vision of year-round activation (Principle #7),
and accept that “feasible alternatives to driving” will never be viable for private transit providers.
Therefore, to achieve the aspirational objectives in this principle, it is the Government who must
invest in a year-round bus public transport service operating on a regular timetable between
Jindabyne and the alpine resorts. The Skitube should also be upgraded, if necessary, to facilitate
growth in rail trips. This is the only way that both residents and visitors will have the confidence to
plan their work and recreation trips with reduced usage of private cars.



Development of wintertime-only park-and-ride facilities in Jindabyne is supported if these services
are provided in addition to regular bus public transport services throughout the year.



The SAP should encourage widespread use of bus services from Sydney and Canberra to
Jindabyne to enable a significant proportion of Snowy Mountains visitors to make car-free trips.
This would be more environmentally sustainable, reduce road kill and vehicle accidents, and reduce
car congestion. It would also strongly support the SAP’s objectives to make Jindabyne more
walkable.



In the absence of genuine planning and government investment in sustainable mass transit in the
region, the Southern Connector Road is highly likely to be equally congested as Kosciuszko Road in
the medium-to-long term, due to the induced demand effect. The new road will certainly cost many
tens of millions of dollars in government funding. (It is also noted that the new road will effectively
sever central Jindabyne from its Sports and Education Precinct and other town expansion areas). It
is essential that a holistic evaluation of mobility in the region is developed to provide an evidence
basis to determine the allocation of all transport funding under the SAP. The Southern
Connector Road should not proceed unless a transport planning study can demonstrate that it
can contribute to the SAP objective of prioritising sustainable mobility.



Splitting the Sports and Education Precinct away from Jindabyne with the new Southern
Connector Road is a very regressive idea, and will be to the long-lasting detriment of Jindabyne.
Despite the SAP's objective to create "a pedestrian focussed green street network", this planning
arrangement will reinforce car-dominance for most sports and education-related trips. A pedestrian
bridge proposed across the new road won't be sufficient to sufficient to encourage children to walk
to the new school, for example.



The Strategic Indicator for an Alpine Precinct-wide transport strategy needs to be expanded
from the narrow scope of “parking” only, and should include all factors that influence travel into
the KNP; including national park entrance fees, Skitube ticket pricing, and parking pricing. The
SAP collaboration between TfNSW, the NPWS, and alpine resort operators should address a
number of specific concerns:

◦ The Skitube is unsustainably priced for everyone who doesn’t buy a Perisher lift ticket on the
day of Skitube travel (currently at $132 for a single adult open return ticket). This outrageous
pricing disincentivises accommodation in Perisher Valley and Charlotte Pass, and shifts
transport demand to daily private car trips on Kosciuszko Road. Government intervention is
required to ensure Skitube pricing is made equitable for all users, and Skitube tickets should
be subsidised relative to the cost of day parking inside the national park.
◦ People who buy an annual KNP pass should not be charged twice for park entry when they
pay for Skitube tickets.
◦ Like the SAP Transport consultants, we agree that there should be no expansion of car
parking in Perisher Valley, Pipers Gap, Smiggin Holes, or Prussian Creek. Instead, bus travel
from Jindabyne should be attractively priced to accommodate any expansion in winter
visitation to Perisher via Kosciuszko Road.
◦ The roads into the Alpine Precinct must remain accessible for pick-up and drop-off trips to
in-resort accommodation without attracting additional costs.


I vehemently object to planning for helicopter commuting into the KNP, and activity that is
incompatible with the vision of the SEPP, and is in conflict with the objects of National Parks and
Wildlife Act 1974. This would be a major source of noise, carbon emissions, and disruption to the
quiet alpine amenity. It would also be highly inequitable, as it would benefit a minority while
significantly impacting the majority as well as the environment.



The Iconic Walk is a positive new visitor attraction in the KNP, however the proposal to allow
commercial vehicle access to the Summit Trail is at odds with the quiet amenity, pedestrian
safety, and the unblemished visual appearance of the main range. This most unique and precious
area of the KNP must not be commercialised in such a highly impactful way. Commercial guided
walking tours without vehicle support are an acceptable example of low impact commercialisation.

2.1.9 Infrastructure and Services



Green infrastructure is a positive inclusion in SAP master planning.

3.1 All Jindabyne Precincts

 Any private or car parking redevelopment of the old school site would be a massive shame. The
Jindabyne school site should be retained for community use.


The siting and provision of upgraded emergency health services in Jindabyne needs to be
prioritised to support adventurous activities throughout the precinct.



Mountain biking is already a highly attractive activity in Jindabyne. Expansion of trails in a new
area in western Jindabyne is supported if these trails will be freely accessible and directly
connected with the wider mountain bike network. (A new lift for mountain biking in Jindabyne
would of course require a paid lift ticket, but the trails themselves should be free, in the same way
that ski slopes are freely accessible but ski lifts are ticketed.)



Local mountain bike clubs and trail crews should be engaged and supported in the construction
and ongoing management of new trails.


It is very good that the SAP proposes
that the Jindabyne lake foreshore is to
be rezoned Public Recreation RE1.



The land in the Western Lake
Jindabyne Sub-Precinct should not be
rezoned SP3 Tourist unless the
foreshore strip (as highlighted in
yellow) is publicly dedicated as Public
Recreation RE1 land. Any new
development should enable the
foreshore of the lake to be secured in
public ownership. A reference to
"green infrastructure" for this land is
not sufficient.



A free camping area is needed in the Jindabyne area in addition to free camping areas inside the
national park, for equity reasons, and to consolidate and minimise the impacts of people living
outside of houses. This should be in a sheltered location on the western side of Lake Jindabyne, so
that it offers an amenable conditions for camping, and enables access to employment and recreation
in Jindabyne in the national park.

3.2 Alpine Precincts: Perisher Valley



Current structure plans in the Alpine Precinct are of very poor quality, contain inadequate levels of
detail, and appear to be based on simplistic and outdated master planning efforts. The Perisher
Village Structure Plan must be significantly revised in collaboration with all stakeholders prior to
the development of the new Master Plan. Additional considerations for the Structure Plan include:

◦ Identify connections from the village centre to downhill ski slopes, cross country skiing
areas, and snow play areas.
◦ Integrate the new village centre with the edges of existing clusters of lodges to the north,
south, and west, rather than the centre appearing and functioning in isolation.

◦ Link with all local amenities, including hotels and restaurants, ski patrol, churches,
emergency services, and waste and recycling services. It should also consider where new
community facilities can be located, such as a NSW Institute of Sport centre.
◦ Identify spatial and service functions in both winter and summer. The new village centre
should maintain Perisher Valley’s distinct winter character by ensuring all new streets and
outdoor spaces are snowbound and supported by oversnow services.
◦ Identify movement functions along new streets. The new village core should be pedestrianonly for safety and amenity reasons, like Mowamba Mall, Thredbo.
◦ Create an active frontage of the village core to the creek for landscape amenity.
◦ Integrate landscape features (such as stands of snowgums) to provide visual amenity.
◦ Prioritise public space amenity and activation on the new people-focused plaza in the centre
of the new village, rather than focusing on the car-focused “gateway” to the rear.
◦ A broader scale is required to identify new or upgraded pedestrian and bicycle links from
Perisher Valley to Smiggin Holes and Guthega.


Update the Perisher Valley Master Plan to ensure that the unique challenges and opportunities
of this place are addressed with current urban design and planning practices.



The SAP omits consideration of the existing clusters of development throughout Perisher Valley.
Update the Desired Future Character statement to identify that in areas of the valley outside of
the new village core, the character of clusters of ski lodges that are integrated with their
landscape setting is to be maintained.



Pipers Gap is the primary visual entrance to Perisher Valley, and is remote to all local destinations. It
is therefore an unsuitable location for new car parking provision. Transport proposals should also
focus on sustainable modes. We strongly object to the SAP proposal to provide new parking
areas at Pipers Gap, as this would significantly detract from the character of the village and the
Perisher range.



Maintain Perisher Valley’s character as a snowbound resort by keeping all winter roads
uncleared.



Perisher Valley’s emergency services must be maintained throughout the summer and winter.

Other Alpine Precinct Areas



There needs to be an expansion of free camping areas on disturbed sites in the national park to
accommodate the growth in visitation in a minimal impact way. This should include more free
camping areas at Island Bend, and the Thredbo River Ranger Station land becoming a new free
camping (no glamping) area.



Glamping should only be enabled where the proponent provides a public benefit – the only
example I'm aware of for a potential glamping site is one that remediates the asbestos
contaminated area at Island Bend. Camping in all other areas should remain free.



Yarrangobilly should not be turned into an onsen. This is inappropriate cultural appropriation,
would destroy the character of the site, and would be highly environmentally unsustainable.

3.3 Visitor Access



The proposal for 3x bus routes from Jindabyne into the Alpine Precinct are supported. Sawpit
Creek should be added as a stop to connect with hiking trails, accommodation, and car parking.

3.4 Visitor Attractions



The SAP contains insufficient aspiration for new and upgraded attractions in the Alpine Precinct.
Additional activities – especially in hiking and mountain biking – are recommended to increase
summer visitation in support of the SAP’s vision for year-round vibrant alpine activity.



The proposed Porcupine Rocks viewing deck is not supported on the basis that it will be located
in a remote location of the park, and is therefore not an appropriate location for a significant
structure to be built.



Although it is highly appropriate for the SAP to focus on new and upgraded summer activities, there
is also potential for Perisher Valley to feature an outdoor ice-skating rink in the winter. This
should be planned as a catalyst project for activating the village centre – especially during the
evenings – and can be complimented by feature lighting and an outdoor bar alongside.



The opportunity for a new high-performance altitude training centre and swimming pool in
Perisher Valley - such as a NSW Institute of Sport facility - is identified in Principle #6. This would
of course be an attraction for everyday visitors as well as athletes and sports teams. We support
the SAP Sport Infrastructure Report’s recommendation for an On-Mountain Training Centre.
Iconic Walk Upgrade:



The Iconic Walk is a highly positive project, but there is a missing link between Guthega and
Perisher. Only relatively short sections of new and upgraded track are required to create a viable
route via Mt Blue Calf and Back Perisher Mountain (shown above in red). Adding this link would
significantly increase route options for hikers on the Iconic Walk, and provide spectacular views
of the main range and Mt Kosciuszko. (See the proposed hiking trail detailed map below).

Perisher Valley Hiking Trail Network Upgrades:



Provide new and upgraded hiking trails in
Perisher Valley to create a variety of day

Guthega Power Station

hike or fitness training route options, to
improve pedestrian safety by avoiding
walking along high speed roads, and to
integrate Perisher Valley with the broader
KNP hiking trail network:

◦ Grey – existing tracks and roads that
can be utilised in the improved hiking
network.
◦ Red – Upgrade the existing but
degraded lift maintenance road
between Guthega and Blue Cow to
make it accessible to hikers (add this
link to the Iconic Walk). This will also
enable extended hikes north up
Guthega Trig and east to Illawong
Lodge and the main range.

Guthega

Smiggin Holes

Back Perisher
Mountain Perisher Valley

Prussian Flat

◦ Orange – Create a new track over the
summit of Back Perisher Mountain to
Porcupine Rocks
connect to existing lift maintenance
roads at each end (add this link to the Iconic Walk).
◦ Dark Blue – Create a new track from Guthega to Pleasant Valley top station via one of the
existing ski runs. This will enable a loop walk between Perisher Valley and Guthega. This will
enable visits between villages, for example a walk from Perisher Valley to Guthega for lunch at
the pub, then returning via a different route (or vice-versa for people staying in Guthega).
◦ Yellow – Create a new track from Interceptor top to Pleasant Valley base via the existing ski
run. This also creates a range of interesting day hike route options.
◦ Light Green – Create a new track along Perisher Creek to Perisher Gap to connect the village
centre with the existing track head at Perisher Gap, and reduce the significant safety
concerns of pedestrians walking along the 80km/h Kosciuszko Road with no footpath.
◦ Dark Green – As part of the proposed Iconic Walk extension to Bullocks Flat, create a new
link between Porcupine Rocks and the existing high point above Prussian Flat.
◦ Purple – Create a new hike along the Rams Head Range to connect Perisher Valley to
Rainbow Lake.
◦ Light Blue – Create a new hiking and mountain bike road from Perisher to Smiggin Holes via
the existing winter oversnow route.
◦ Pink – Utilise existing and new tracks to connect Perisher Valley with the Guthega Power
Station via the base of the Ridge Chair. This will enable extended hiking options north up the
Munyang River and Kerries, and east down the proposed Snowy Valley Track.

Snowy Mountains MTB Network Upgrades:



There is an opportunity to create a network of mountain bike tracks throughout the Snowy
Mountains. This can be a major attraction for summer visitors, and can be a foundation activity for
regional renewal (as identified in SAP precedent research). The SAP should expand mountain bike
activity plans to incorporate a new Snowy Mountains MTB Network. This network can ensure
that this region's national or even international significance could be unrivaled.

◦ The core of the network is a continuous loop track:
Red – Create a new climbing track from Jindabyne up to Sponar's Chalet – a real fitness
challenge
Blue – Create a new Perisher Valley Track to Charlotte Pass, and a new link from the Summit
Walk to Thredbo
Grey – The loop connects back down to Jindabyne via the existing Thredbo Valley Track.
◦ The loop can be supported by other tracks to enable mountain biking throughout the region:
Green – Upgrade existing tracks that link Perisher Valley with Guthega and Smiggin Holes
for mountain bike access.
Purple – Create a new Snowy River Track downhill from Guthega to Island Bend
Pink – Create a new climbing track from Island Bend to Sponar’s Chalet
Yellow – Create additional track links into and through Jindabyne (including Draft SAP
proposals).
◦ All alpine centres in the Snowy Mountains can be connected in this network.
◦ New SAP bus services can be used for uplifts (especially up to Sponar's) as well as to support
shorter trips along any section of the network.
◦ Existing tracks and disturbed areas can be utilised in many places, with new tracks built and
maintained with minimal environmental impact practices.

Perisher Valley Mountain Bike Upgrades



A range of single track mountain bike trails should be provided in Perisher Valley, such as on
existing cleared downhill ski runs, and along existing cross country ski trails on Prussian Flat.
This can increase the diversity of trail types in the area. For example, Perisher Valley’s trails can
focus on cross-country mountain biking in a high alpine area, in contrast to Jindabyne’s low alpine
character and Thredbo’s lift-serviced downhill-oriented trails. Perisher’s trails which can
significantly support summer visitation to the whole region.



Partner with the cross-country skiing community to open the Perisher Nordic Shelter throughout
the summer as a daytime base for mountain biking and hiking, or create a new club-based
shelter for summer activities.



Develop new bicycle shops, mountain biking training schools, cafes, and other businesses and
facilities to support summer activities in Perisher Valley.



Perisher Valley could also accommodate downhill mountain bike tracks on Back Perisher
Mountain or Mount Perisher if Vail Resorts were to operate one or more lifts in summer.

3.6 Staging



Considering that “affordable accommodation” is listed as a priority criterion for SAP staging, it is
recommended that club accommodation (as discussed in Principle #5 Housing Diversity) is
accelerated in planning provision for the Alpine Precinct and Jindabyne.

SAP Discussion Paper



The proposal to introduce a complying development pathway in the Alpine Region should be
treated with caution. While this pathway would be appropriate to facilitate minor building or
maintenance works, it should not enable “operational” or “infrastructure” developments that are
unsightly or poorly sited in outdoor areas. For example, green electricity pillar boxes, or
advertising panels on phone booths (which are common in urban areas) are visually unsuitable for
the alpine environment and could obstruct walking, skiing, or oversnow movements.



The proposed “Alpine Village” land use for the Alpine DCP is too coarse to provide effective
guidance throughout the variety of settlements in Perisher Valley. This land use type should be
split into two types, to differentiate between the denser development anticipated for Perisher
Valley’s “Alpine Village Centre” and the sparser development in the “Alpine Rural Village”
surrounds. For example, while larger hotel and apartment buildings are considered for the future
centre, these uses would be incompatible with the existing ski lodges clustered around the hillsides,
where cooperative club developments should predominate.



The SAP should not “streamline approvals” in planning processes in the Alpine Precinct, because it
is vital that all significant developments include environmental assessment and public exhibition. We
therefore object to the proposal to introduce an “Activated Development Application” process.



It would be inappropriate for any lodged but as-yet unapproved development applications to be
assessed under superseded environmental controls. We therefore also object to the “Savings and
Transitional Provision” proposal and suggest that all development applications be required to
meet the most up-to-date environmental controls.



The discussion paper states that SEPP 65 – Design Quality of Residential Apartment Development
does not apply within the Alpine SEPP. It is important that design quality is required in the Alpine
Region, and suggest that SEPP 65 (and in the future, its proposed replacement in the Design
and Place SEPP) is applied in the Alpine SEPP.

Conclusion
I commend DPIE for engaging in the SAP process for the alpine region, and for collaborating across
government to integrate strategic design and planning initiatives. The Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master
Plan contains many positive suggestions, but requires greater consideration of communities, transport,
and activities, and the removal of the proposals to increase development and to introduce high impact
commercial activities into the national park before it can be supported. We hope that the suggestions
provided are a constructive contribution, and welcome further engagement in the development of the final
plans.

Yours sincerely,
Peter Murray
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SUBMISSION ON SNOWY MOUNTAINS SPECIAL ACTIVATION PRECINCT MASTER PLAN
Peter Parr and Deborah Carraro, 23 August 2021
We wish to register our horror and dismay at the destruction being proposed to Kosciuszko National
Park and in particular to the Alpine area centred on the Main Range; and to plead fervently for a
reconsideration before the Park is damaged irreparably.
We have bushwalked in this wonderful area for the past 30 years and can claim to know it
reasonably well. Hence our concern.
Our submission may be discounted because we live in the ACT, not in New South Wales. We hope
not. We have enjoyed and respected National Parks in every state in Australia, and been grateful
for the vision of those who established them and for the dedication of those who maintain and
nurture them. We submit that their beauty and peace is the heritage of all Australians, not just the
inhabitants of a particular State. Nowhere is this more true and more important than in Kosciuszko
NP, surely one the most unique, beautiful and fragile areas we are privileged to have.
The intention to transfer responsibility for the Precinct from Environment to Regional Development
says it all. The overall objective of the Master Plan is stated as ‘stimulating economic development
and investment and increasing year‐round jobs in supporting industries’ – as if anything that creates
jobs is thereby justified. The Japanese whaling industry creates jobs – does that justify it?
The purpose of a National Park is to preserve and protect the environment in its natural state – not
to serve the commercial objectives of developers and tourism operators.
The case being made in the Master Plan for additional accommodation is tendentious. In each of
the resort areas, the argument for additional beds is based on winter activities. In Thredbo
‘capacity of skiable terrain’. In Perisher ‘bed to skier ratio’ and ‘connecting with ski fields’. In
Charlotte Pass ‘to be defined by ski‐field capacity’. There is said to be increased demand for skiing
accommodation, though no evidence is cited. We wonder what sense any of this makes, given that
(as the Master Plan istelf says) ‘climate change will reduce winter activities beyond 2040’ – less than
twenty years from now and, by all current indications, much sooner even than that.
The Plan seeks to justify this winter‐based increase in accommodation by increasing summer
activities and associated accommodation needs. And summer of course, when there is no snow‐
cover, is when maximum damage is done to the Alpine environment.
At present there is no need for additional accommodation in summer. Even at the summer peak,
accommodation can be found in Jindabyne. Thredbo is half‐empty. Perisher, Smiggins, Sponar’s
Chalet and Ski Rider are virtually closed.
An increase in ‘beds’ is proposed of some 40%. But this means that in order to utilise existing
accommodation plus the proposed new accommodation, summer visitor numbers would need to
increase from their present level not by 40%, but by at least 300%. This will place intolerable and
totally unsustainable pressure on the Alpine area.
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It is claimed that the Park is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’. This is simply untrue. It has
taken fifty years – with constant management – to recover from the ravages of cattle grazing, traces
of which can still be seen on Mount Twynam. And to recover from the impact of the buses which
used to run between Charlotte Pass and Rawson’s Pass, and the broad scar from the flight of steps
which used to run up the side of the South Ridge of Mt Kosciuszko itself, as a short‐cut from
Rawson’s Pass to the Summit. Are our memories really so short, and so careless of the truth?
It is also claimed that the Park is large, and the Special Activity Precinct will only affect a small part
of it. This is like saying that a bullet through the heart will only destroy about 5% of the body. The
rest will not be affected.
Of course much of the proposed additional accommodation will not be in the Alpine area itself, and
we recognise that care has been taken to place it in areas already disturbed. But people will not
stay just in those areas. They will all want to visit the Summit area – and that is where all the
promotional effort will urge them to go. Even in Jindabyne, despite the attractions of the Lake and
the proposed mountain‐bike and recreational complex, few people will be satisfied with those
attractions alone. They will all be urged to visit the Summit area and ‘conquer Kosciuszko’ and that
is what most of them will do.
We have a particular concern about mountain bikes, becoming more prevalent in the last couple of
years and relentlessly promoted at every opportunity. Last January, walking on the Summit Road
from Charlotte Pass to Rawson’s Pass had already become something of a nightmare. Every third
car arriving at Charlotte Pass was festooned with mountain bikes. Walking on the Summit Road,
even two abreast, was a matter of constantly looking over one’s shoulder for bikes approaching
from behind without warning. The downward direction, back from Rawson’s Pass, was a positive
hazard: bikes would hurtle past at high speed, again without warning, often several in quick
succession, dashing through narrow spaces between walkers, scattering gravel in all directions,
posing a serious risk to children or to anyone hard of hearing or not agile enough to get out of their
way.
Surely this is not how a National Park should be. But it is a foretaste of what will follow if the
proposed developments were to proceed.
Mountain bikes know no boundaries and little discipline. We have seen them in places like the
Pallaibo Track, the Aqueduct Track alongside the Schlink Pass Road from Guthega Power Station to
White’s River Hut, the under‐construction Iconic Walk from the Illawong Bridge towards Spencer’s
Creek, even (once only) the Main Range Walk near Mount Townsend; as well as places like the
Cascades Track where their presence may be more reasonable. But soon they will invade Blue Lake
and the Main Range, and every other track within reach, and even new tracks will start to be beaten
across open ground. It happens everywhere else that mountain bikes have been permitted a
limited presence; and in this Plan’s push for a huge increase in tourism numbers, the promotional
pressure will be impossible to resist.
For the most part, mountain bikers are not interested in the beauty or unique nature of the
environment. They are there to ‘conquer the terrain’, usually as fast as possible, and put another
tick on their to‐do list. We think they should be banned from all areas accessible from Charlotte
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Pass, and in all parts of the Alpine area except designated fire trails and specifically‐constructed bike
tracks.
Another concern is the prevalence of litter, gradually increasing in recent years – and particularly,
repulsive toilet waste left behind rocks and under bushes by uncaring people who do not even
know how to relieve themselves properly in natural settings. Many people seem impervious to any
attempt to educate them in how to behave responsibly. Years ago the Park entry stations handed
out to every entrant a ‘Bushwalking Code’ and a guide to car‐based camping: clearly these had little
effect and the practice was discontinued. Many visitors are just day‐trippers who simply don’t care;
they spread litter wherever they go, and here is no different. And they seem to think orange peels
and banana skins will degrade naturally – if they think at all.
It's not just day trippers either. Some years ago, on a day walk, we prospected for a future
overnight camping spot alongside the track from the Illawong Bridge towards Mount Twynam.
Every suitable spot we found was defiled by litter left by previous campers – broken plastic utensils,
empty bottles and cans, used paper towels. Utter disregard for the environment and for other Park
users.
This may sound like a rant against our fellow humans, but not so. We have met many responsible
and well‐behaved walkers and campers, of all ages; we welcome their company and identify with
their love of the Park. But sadly, the great mass of people seem inherently destructive. They will
find ways to breach or ignore any form of guidance or regulation. Every observed breach is
immediately followed by others, and becomes routine. The effects are cumulative.
We do not know what to do or suggest about this kind of behaviour and its effects on the
environment. The one thing certain is that if visitor numbers increase sufficiently to justify the
proposed accommodation increases, the problem will escalate to a probably unmanageable degree.
The only way to contain it is to keep visitor numbers within reasonable bounds. We think the
critical number has already been reached, or is very close.
Throughout the Master Plan there are indications of an intention to promote ‘high‐end tourism’:
higher‐quality built accommodation, group activities, a wider range of experiences. Many tourism
operators who take up the opportunities offered will do so with high‐end tourism as their objective.
There can be little doubt that this will lead to immense pressure to allow mechanised access to
some of the most sensitive and heavily‐utilised areas – Mt Kosciuszko Summit in particular, and
quite possibly neighbouring peaks as well. All tourist promotion will focus on these locations:
Australia’s highest mountain, views of unspoilt wilderness and so on. Overseas tourists will not be
content with visiting Charlotte Pass: they will want the Summit and they will not want to walk to it.
Tourist operators will very soon be demanding mechanised access as part of their expectation in
taking up the business opportunities offered, and as essential to satisfy the overseas market.
We realise that the proposed Amendment to the KNP Plan of Management does not allow this.
Commercial vehicle access is limited to once a day, early‐morning only, for the transport of Snowies
Iconic Walk participants; and powered aircraft are limited to Charlotte Pass, Thredbo and Perisher.
This will not last. If vehicle access is allowed to one operator, however limited, others will demand
it as a right. Vehicle access to the Summit is (we fervently hope) not feasible, so helicopter rights
will be demanded. The pressure to relax restrictions will be irrestible – and will not be resisted.
___________________________________________________________________________________________________
Submission on Draft Snowy Mountains SAP Masterplan – Parr

Page 3 of 4

The objective of ‘high‐end tourism’ is even more distressing. For the most part, it is aimed at
attracting overseas visitors. So the motivation is not even to allow more Australians to appreciate
the beauty of their own country in its natural state – it is simply the profits of tourism operators and
the creation of a few jobs. And for this the Plan is willing to sacrifice one of our most precious
National Parks.
“How rich will we be when we have converted our forest, our soil, our waters and our animals into
cash?” (Jay Norwood Darling, 1876‐1962)
While our principal concern is with the Alpine area, we note in passing the proposal, or suggestion,
to create fake ‘hot springs’ bath houses at Yarrangobilly – using fossil‐fuelled industrial heaters in a
National Park! If this is an example of the kind of ‘enhanced visitor experience’ and ‘wider range of
recreational experiences’ envisaged for the Alpine area, then we are fearful indeed.
We have no difficulty with some parts of the Master Plan. The developments proposed in and
around Jindabyne appear well thought‐out and generally beneficial. But (as noted previously)
Jindabyne is not only – even not principally – a destination in itself. It is primarily an enabler and a
base for high‐country visitation, in both winter and summer. In every promotion of Jindabyne as a
holiday destination, the principal attraction is access to the High Country. Clearly, under the Master
Plan, this will continue and intensify.
We have little difficulty with the developments at Island Bend and Kosciuszko Tourist Park. While
these will contribute marginally to increased numbers, we support improved camping facilities.
In summary, we believe that


In relation to summer activities in Kosciuszko National Park, the Master Plan is not a response to
a need. It is an invitation to developers and tourism operators to create a need in order to
‘stimulate economic development and investment opportunities’.



Summer is the time when greatest damage is done to the fragile environment of the Alpine
area. The area is already at or close to its summer carrying capacity.



If visitor numbers in the Alpine area are allowed to grow sufficiently to justify the proposed
accommodation numbers, intolerable stress will be caused to the environment, resulting in
rapid degradation and probably irreparable damage.



The intent of the Master Plan is to transform Kosciuszko National Park from a priceless
conservation asset into a business opportunity. This is not the purpose of a National Park.

We therefore oppose the developments set out in the Master Plan that will result in increased
summer visitor numbers, and in particular the proposed increases in accommodation numbers in
Thredbo, Perisher, Charlotte Pass, Sponars Chalet, and Ski Rider.
Since the proposed Amendment to the KNP Plan of Management is the enabling document to allow
the Master Plan to take effect, we also oppose this Amendment and have made a submission to
that effect.
___________________________________________________________________________________________________
Submission on Draft Snowy Mountains SAP Masterplan – Parr

Page 4 of 4

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 19 August 2021 2:06 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 19/08/2021 - 02:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peter
Last name
Prineas
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Darlington NSW 2008
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
SUBMISSION TO (1) Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan and (2) Proposed Amendment of the Kosciuszko
National Park Plan of Management
This submission is made in opposition to the proposed addition of the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct to State
Environmental Planning Policy (Activation Precincts) 2020, State Environmental Planning Policy (Kosciuszko National Park –Alpine
Resorts) 2007 and the Snowy River Local Environmental Plan 2013.
This submission is also made in opposition to the proposed amendment of the Kosciuszko National Park plan of Management
intended to give effect to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Plan.
I agree with comments made on behalf of the National Parks Association of NSW to the effect that:
'The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future
development and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly
designed to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.'
1

The NSW government describes its ‘Special Activation Precincts’ as ‘unique to regional NSW’. The uniqueness of the concept
reflects the unique and indeed, perverse, tendency of the New South Wales government to undermine the national park system.
Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) is a particular target for these policies as most of the Park falls within the electorate of Monaro,
represented in the NSW parliament by Mr. John Barilaro (National Party). Mr. Barilaro, as Deputy Premier and Minister for
Regional New South Wales, is driving the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Plan. The purpose of the Plan is to take
planning and development control over a large section of KNP out of the hands of the NSW Environment Minister, Matt Kean, and
place it in the hands of Mr. Barilaro.
This change would be a disastrous for KNP and for the national parks system in NSW as Mr. Barilaro is notable for his anti-national
park rhetoric and attitudes, and the department that he heads is not qualified to determine the management of a national park.
Mr. Barilaro is already responsible for legislation overturning the National Parks and Wildlife Act, specifically the Wild Horse
Heritage Act 2018. This misconceived legislation has elevated a feral pest to the status of a protected species and produced the
vast and growing herd of feral horses (numbering at least 15,000) that is now overrunning KNP and causing enormous damage to
the Park’s nature conservation values.
KNP is also under attack by the ill-considered Snowy 2.0 hydro-electric development which was foisted on the community by the
exiting prime minister Malcolm Turnbull. This scheme is being pursued despite defects in process that question the competence
and integrity of the responsible federal and state governments and ministers: the lack of any market assessment or cost-benefit
analysis, or even a feasibility study, and the gross misrepresentation of the project’s true cost which was put at $2 billion initially
and is currently approaching $10 billion taking into account ignored costs such as the hundreds of kilometres of new transmission
lines to urban centres.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Plan would, when combined with proposed amendments to the KNP Plan of
Management, nullify provisions of the plan of management approved by Environment Minister Kean and replace them with the
provisions of a Masterplan approved by Mr. Barilaro.
The new provisions could see a 60% increase in overnight accommodation, further developments in fire prone areas, new car
parks, helicopter transport into the resorts and a general retreat from sustainability principles. One of the proposed developments
is so bizarre as to deserve special mention: this is a proposal to heat the spring waters at Yarrangobilly with large gas heaters to
serve a series of Onsens (traditional Japanese bath houses) a facility normally sited – for obvious reasons – on hot thermal springs
This wave of new development in KNP would proceed against a background of climate change that has subjected the Park to the
most destructive wildfires ever recorded, and which threatens the viability of the ski resorts due to diminishing snow cover. The
KNP snowfields have a limited future as the natural snowline is retreating above the elevation of the current resorts. As natural
snowfall decreases, increasing costs and greater water and power consumption will render artificial snow-making increasingly
uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the end of commercial downhill skiing in the Park within two decades, however if
current trends continue a single decade is more likely.
KNP is under great environmental stress from the extensive development and use that exists there now. The Park is one of the
most heavily visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with
10,000 overnight beds. All of these visitors demand services such as sewage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance,
power and water. Delivering these services to remote locations in the challenging topography of the Park has substantial
environmental impacts.
As well as perverting the vision of the National Parks and Wildlife Act, the proposal for a ‘Special Activation Precinct’ in a national
park lacks transparency and in doing so it invites corruption. I have no confidence in the integrity of a national park planning
system designed and overseen by Mr. Barilaro and his Department of Regional New South Wales.
Peter Prineas.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Kosciusko already struggles to survive under the pressures of recreation & development. The Master Plan proposes to increase
these pressures. This violates the principles for which this land was gazetted as National Park. There is no assessment of the
environmental impacts of this massive increase to beds. The Master Plan prioritizes ‘high-end’ visitors and commercial facilities at
the cost of the broader public visitor experience. The proposals for Yarrangobilly are disgusting and completely oppose the natural,
heritage and visitor values of that site, and its status as a public space free for all Australians to enjoy.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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As a member of Kalymaro Lodge (Co-operative) Limited, trading as Kalymaro Alpine Sports Club, I strongly endorse my club's submission to the
Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan and Kosciuszko National Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management in objection to these proposals.
The draft plans contain many positive suggestions, but require greater considera ion of communities, transport, and activities. The draft plans should
also remove the proposals to increase development and to introduce high impact commercial activities into the national park before they can be
supported. I request that the SAP team is mindful of he detailed comments in the Kalymaro submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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It is stated the object is to make the area an all year round destination.
An integral element of Thredbo's appeal is its amazing 9 hole golf course and any plans to encroach on the the golf facility would
be an irreversible destruction of Thredbo's total appeal as an all year round resort.
My view and the view of many others I know is that the 9 hole golf course should be preserved for future generations to enjoy in its
pristine alpine environment.
Please don't destroy this unique facility.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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This pristine environment is no place for his kind of commercial venture - seems counter productive to lock he gates on most access points into the
Kosciusko national park from the real enthusiasts who appreciate the environment, but conduct a large scale construction venture instead.
The public say no.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I object to the Master Plan as proposed. I would support the development of a Perisher Village Master Plan where all new development is consolidated
around the existing Perisher ski centre and the immediate surrounds. The bed limit for Perisher Village should be restricted to a maximum of 10%.
With respect to Yarrongbilly Caves, I do not support the proposed redevelopment. I support the heritage values of the existing development and the
commercial re-use of the development, with additional beds limited to 15% of the existing.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
We are writing to oppose any amendment to the Plan of Management for KNP and to oppose the proposed developments. We also oppose
transferring the responsibility for development with in KNP from NPWS to the Dept of Planning and the Dept for Regional NSW.
KNP is under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use and this was evident to me when I was there in January
this year. The Park was being very heavily visited and he impact on he walking tracks and alpine environment was clear. Increasing visitation as this
proposes is unsustainable. KNP has sufficient overnight accommodation as it is and only just manages the impact of sewerage treatment, waste
collec ion, power and water. In fact when we were at Charlottes Pass in March 2019 the water supply from the stream was virtually depleted and we
had to bring water and severely limit showering and washing up.
This is a very fragile alpine environment and cannot sustain any further development. It needs protection, not development.
We completely oppose the inappropriate developments described in he Masterplan and POM.
The Masterplan and POM treat KNP as land area awaiting a higher economic and commercial purpose which is not the appropriate way to view
National Parks. National Parks are gazetted for protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and
commercial ac ivities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of reserva ion. We
want to be able to talk our grandchildren to this pristine alpine environment so they can enjoy bush walking in it as we have.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the Park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal,
national and international obligations to protect national parks for future generations to enjoy as well as for the endangered animals like he pygmy
possum which live here.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission regarding Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct and the amendment to
the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) Plan of Management
We are writing to oppose any amendment to the Plan of Management for KNP and to oppose the
proposed developments. We also oppose transferring the responsibility for development with in
KNP from NPWS to the Dept of Planning and the Dept for Regional NSW.
KNP is under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use and this
was evident to me when I was there in January this year. The Park was being very heavily visited
and the impact on the walking tracks and alpine environment was clear. Increasing visitation as this
proposes is unsustainable. KNP has sufficient overnight accommodation as it is and only just
manages the impact of sewerage treatment, waste collection, power and water. In fact when we
were at Charlottes Pass in March 2019 the water supply from the stream was virtually depleted and
we had to bring water and severely limit showering and washing up.
This is a very fragile alpine environment and cannot sustain any further development. It needs
protection, not development.
We completely oppose the inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan and POM.
The Masterplan and POM treat KNP as land area awaiting a higher economic and commercial
purpose which is not the appropriate way to view National Parks. National Parks are gazetted for
protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and
commercial activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with
the core conservation objectives of reservation. We want to be able to talk our grandchildren to this
pristine alpine environment so they can enjoy bush walking in it as we have.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future
of the Park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect
national parks for future generations to enjoy as well as for the endangered animals like the pygmy
possum which live there.
The approach being taken with this exhibited POM amendment subverts the statutory role of
POM's. The Environmental Assessment and Planning Act processes are designed for the
assessment of individual developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem
processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park. The Masterplan and the EP&A Act
are the wrong tools to protect KNP - that is the role of the POM. The POM should be withdrawn
and the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed developments should be fully assessed in a revised
POM.
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational
activities within environmentally sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the
number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000. Therefore the proposal to increase accommodation
by 60% is completely unacceptable and would create significant and possibly irreparable damage to
the Park.
The two plans effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from the
National Parks and Wildlife Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s
Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly sensitive, extremely significant
protected area.
Yours sincerely
Lyn Bevington and Phil Somerville
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See attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan. Personal
submission
Introduction
I am a keen bushwalker, resident in the ACT and a member of the Brindabella Bushwalking Club. I
have made trips to the Snowy Mountains with members of my club, the Canberra Bushwalking Club
and the National Parks Association (ACT). I have camped in tents and also stayed in private lodges
(courtesy of members of those lodges). This is a personal submission based on my experiences.
I have read the Master Plan and associated documents. However, I made only a cursory look at the
sections relating to Jindabyne, to winter activities and to cycling because I do not have much
experience to be able to comment on those sections.

General comments
I welcome the Master Plan and am generally supportive. It is great to have an overall strategic
direction rather than allowing case‐by‐case development. I am pleased at the priority given to
involvement of the Monero Ngarigo people, including protection of aboriginal cultural heritage. I
also like the priority given to environmental protection and carbon negative energy use. This area on
the top of Australia is so precious. Walking through fields of wildflowers in summer is the most
magical experience. I am happy to encourage more walkers to enjoy summer walking in the high
country but it is critical that the unique environment can be maintained.
Numbers of people
The Master Plan envisages an increase in resident numbers (mostly in the Jindabyne and Berridale
area) from 7800 to 11,800 by 2060 which seems fine. The Plan also envisages an almost doubling of
visitor numbers from 700,000 to 1.35 million and this does worry me. I assume the increase in
visitors would mostly be in the summer and warmer months. I have a nightmare vision of hordes of
visitors trampling all over the fragile alpine flora and making toilet stops all over the place!
I hope that there would be a sufficient variety of tracks and trails for most of these visitors to be
walking on‐track on day walks. On the other hand, too many new tracks will be detrimental to the
environment. I hope that there would still be opportunities for more adventurous walkers to explore
off‐track and to camp away from the main trails.
Accommodation and transport
I support having a range of visitor accommodation options, with the bulk of new accommodation
being in/near Jindabyne rather than at the resorts. However, if visitors want to do multiple walks in
an area, then I guess they would prefer to stay in one of the resorts rather than the town. I like the
idea of keeping the resorts on their current footprints rather than damaging the surrounding
environment further. In the resorts, I would favour hostels or lodge‐type accommodation with
shared facilities rather than 5‐star hotels. I am not sure how the added sewage and other waste
could best be managed.
I am really keen on having more shuttle services to limit the number of cars and enable new car
parks to be outside the National Park. This could be tricky though: encouraging use of the services,

scheduling shuttles to match the sort of walks people will want to tackle, and what to do if people
are slower than expected and miss the bus.
Charlotte Pass
As an example, the Main Range loop from Charlotte Pass is 22 km, a longish day walk for fit walkers
and needing an early start. Most walkers drive up to the Charlotte Pass turning circle and then head
down to park on the verge. I have experienced some very dangerous parking manoeuvres when this
area is congested. It would be better to be able to park down in the Charlotte Pass village and then
get an early shuttle to the starting point.
Helicopters
I think the use of helicopters should be limited as far as possible to emergency services with maybe a
few tourist flyovers (as is currently allowed). Helicopter noise is detrimental to the native fauna and
highly intrusive to walkers.
Development governance and review
I think that preservation of the unique environment within the Koscuiszko National Park should be
paramount. Any development within the National Park must be under the aegis of the environment
Minister, not the regional development Minister. As development occurs it must be regularly
assessed and the Minister must have the teeth to pull back if it can be seen that the environment is
being damaged.

Prue Deacon
Mawson ACT 2607

21 August 2021
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The beauty and value of the Snowy mountains is in the natural environment, not in artificial, man-made buildings and facilities
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 3:13:28 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rachel
Last name
Brown
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Hello here my name is Rachel Brown
I am a long term resident of Jindabyne

I have read the draft plan, attended many meetings both in person and via zoom
I see the need for Jindabyne to grow and I see that there is space to do this.
From what I can see is that the integrity of Jindabyne as we know it is in jeopardy.
I will outline things that concern me as a resident.
Community interests, mainly.
I see that there is provision for elite sport in the sporting precinct. I would like to see an indoor sport multifunction centre for community use. Indoor
double basketball size wi h changeroom and toilet facilities. This would enable an indoor sporting competition every 10 weeks e.g basketball,
volleyball, indoor soccer, indoor hockey and the like
It could be built now and it would be fully utilised
From Cobbin Creek estate, I would like a bike path to Jindabyne for the children to ride their bikes to school and into Jindabyne safely. This would
encourage a healthy lifestyle.
Jindabyne caravan park should remain where it is. If you go anywhere up and down the Australian coastline you will find the towns caravan park in a
prominent position That is because they were there first. It is iconic to the Australian way of life. To move he caravan park would be a loss the the
heart and soul of our town.
The Jindabyne Pony Club does not have a prominent position it is again iconic to Jindabyne and it should remain as it is a part of Jindabyne's history
and a community asset.
The travelling stock route should also remain as it is
So as to preserve the heritage of Jindabyne. This is what people want to see when they come here
Bush races, rodeos gymkhanas they can get "Supa Centres" in every suburb of Sydney
Snowy Mountains Grammar School is located on two busy roads in Jindabyne
Could we have a crossing please to keep the children safe
I have spoken to all of the stakeholders and heard all of the excuses and been on the merry go round but it is very apparent that we need a crossing in
the name of safety and encouraging good heal h
I am happy to discuss this further. I hope you could take what I have said into account
Thank you for this opportunity
Rachel Brown
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NSW 2540
21 August 2021
SUBMISSION ON THE SNOWY MOUNTAINS SPECIAL ACTIVATION PRECINCT DRAFT MASTER
PLAN
To whom it may concern,
I welcome the opportunity to comment on the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
draft Master Plan (the Masterplan).
I object strongly to the Masterplan for the following reasons:
1. The Masterplan applies totally inappropriate urban planning methodology to parts
of Kosciuszko National Park (KNP).
2. The Masterplan subverts the National Parks and Wildlife Act and the functions of
the Minister for the Environment and the Chief Executive Officer for NPWS by
making the Department of Regional NSW responsible for management and delivery
of the Masterplan. The proposed amendment of the Plan of Management for KNP
would implement this outcome.
3. The Masterplan proposes excessive development including a 60% increase in the
number of beds at resorts above the current number. This is nonsensical given the
predicted impacts of climate change.
The latest Intergovernmental Panel on Climate change reports (IPCC 2021a&b)
confirm that snow cover in many regions including Australia is declining due to
anthropogenic factors. Lower snowfalls mean less run-off and water for snowmaking
that resorts are increasingly relying on in place of natural snow. Therefore, relatively
soon there will be inadequate natural snow and too little water for snowmaking.
This will have significant implications for the demand for beds during peak season in
winter.
4. Increasing bed numbers will exacerbate sewage disposal problems and also likely
create water and rubbish disposal problems.
5. The Masterplan proposes activities, which will reduce the amenity and negatively
impact the ambience of KNP, such as allowing helicopter flights.
6. The time frame for the Masterplan – forty years - is too long especially given the
predicted rapid rate of climate change. There is a real risk development may occur
under the Masterplan that will rapidly become uneconomic and grossly
underutilised.
7. The significant risk of fires in the alpine environment and fire mitigation measures
are not adequately addressed in the supporting documents. No allowance is made
for asset protection zones.

8. The promotional video for the Masterplan incorrectly asserts that KNP is “pristine”
and “environmentally resilient”. There are many threats to the environmental
integrity of KNP. These threats include the impacts of feral animals and weeds,
clearing for Snowy 2.0 and climate change. The Masterplan will do nothing to
address these threats and will undoubtedly exacerbate some of them.
9. The visitor carrying capacities for KNP proposed in the Masterplan are not
supported by sound objective studies. The Kosciuszko Independent Scientific
Committee (ISC), a committee of 19 experts, developed the Statement of
Significance for the 2006 KNP Plan of Management. This current plan of
management strikes a balance between conserving fragile environments and
providing options for recreation and accommodation. In contrast, the expert reports
for the Masterplan are incomplete and poorly written. The Masterplan without any
bases claims that “active management of the land will enable improved
environmental management and rehabilitation”. Without adequate environmental
controls and measures to address the threats, which KNP faces, more people in KNP
will lead to increased irreversible environmental damage.
10. Tourism and related development should occur in Jindabyne, Tumut and other
towns surrounding KNP. This would maximise the economic benefits for people
living in the Snowy region.
11. Money from the sale of the NSW government’s share of Snowy Hydro would be
better spent on projects applying regional communities broadly to address the
impacts of the Covid-19 pandemic rather than the government undertaking
development under the Masterplan.
Yours sincerely,

Rachel Fitzhardinge
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Submission
Please don't open up park road to reedys cutting road. It was blocked off for a reason in the first place.
Having children cross between the two ovals with through traffic is an accident waiting to happen.
We don't want any children killed or injure, due to someone rushing to/from the snow fields. Let's keep it that way
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
I am submitting my opinions on he Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan.
The submission period was too short OR the draft plans and technical reports should have been released sooner.
The consultations that were held were rushed and questions were unanswered and consultants were not prepared enough and did not provide what
the residents wanted to hear
Sometimes they did not even write down concerns or ideas offered it was like they were just ticking a box to say they did it
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Raelene Nicholson

23 August 2021
General comments, ageements, objections, and suggestions

3.1 Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct
Lake Jindabyne Foreshore Park (pg 44 Draft Master Plan)
I agree with the:
• development of improving access to Wollondibby Creek to improve access it has long been
needed
• recognition, celebration and protection of the Curiosity Rocks, a sacred site for the Monero
Ngarigo people, with the provision of landscape rehabilitation and viewing platforms, only if
that is what they want
• revitalising of Banjo Paterson Park with the upgrading of a youth hub and expansion of the
skate park and all ages play space (the integration of the tennis courts and half-court
basketball – is this private owned space by the Jindabyne Bowling Club?)
• creation of play spaces in particular Tyrolean Village and East Jindabyne
• see below (Alpine Heritage Centre) regarding creation of arts, cultural and events space
• rehabilitation of grasslands and open woodland in East Jindabyne
• any development on the Lake Jindabyne Foreshore, particularly in front of the existing
Jindabyne Town Centre should not impact the views that we all currently enjoy from the
town centre or whilst driving into Jindabyne
A New Town Square (pg 48 Draft Master Plan)
• There is not enough space for the Alpine Heritage Centre, so I feel it should not be
considered in this spot
• The Memorial Hall is not big enough for the town now, it should be extended into the space
that has been marked as a possible library, it could be designed so that a community centre
or Neighbourhood centre could operate from it
Streets for People
• Gippsland Street is already a slow street due to the safety issues of cars reversing from the
post office side of the road, parked cars on the opposite side and then being a two-way
street
• Park Road is dangerous particularly between Thredbo Terrace and Gippsland Street due to
cars parking on both sides of the road limiting two way passing, view is impacted when
trying to cross the intersections also
• The idea of creating an attractive boulevard in Snowy River Avenue is a fantastic concept
• This concept would be improved if Mitre 10 was moved to the industrial area so that big
trucks weren’t continuously driving between Park Road, Thredbo Terrace and Snowy River
Avenue
Kosciuszko Road (pg 49 Draft Master Plan)
• Kosciuszko Road should NOT change to a two-lane road, there have been traffic congestion
issues for years in Jindabyne and they have been resolved by extending the double lanes
through to the Alpine Way, this would just reintroduce the issues

•
•

There should be safer access for all from the Jindabyne Town Centre to Banjo Paterson Park.
Also, when crossing from the path from Banjo Paterson Crescent across to the Town Centre
and from the path from the Catholic Church that crosses over to the vacant block of land
The Southern Connector Road should not be a priority, whilst it will assist with traffic issues,
there are many, many things more important that should be considered a higher priority

Alpine Heritage Centre (pg 51 Draft Master Plan), is a very important
Should be an ‘Alpine Cultural, Arts and Heritage Centre’ and its location is of upmost importance and
in line with ‘The key drivers for change’ including the first 3 points noted from page 11;
• Prioritising people over vehicles in Jindabyne providing access and ensuring walkability and
pedestrian safety (this is why location is important)
• The connection to Lake Jindabyne, ensuring public spaces take advantage of views and
vistas, along with the provision of improved linkages to the Town Centre
• Enhancing the visitor experience through high quality developments, the provision of a
world class environment and attractions, increased celebration of the community and the
appropriate provision of infrastructure to support growth.
• It should be located on the Lake Jindabyne Foreshore and designed with accessibility for all,
including elderly, wheelchair, parents with prams.
• It should have enough space to allow for the large display of already collected items waiting
for a home. It should include a space large enough to be used for conferences, meetings,
and functions – which is lacking in Jindabyne.
• If the centre was located lake side, it would have beautiful views and would be a popular
centre for all. A café or kitchen should be included for catering purposes and visitors to the
centre.
• It should be located close enough to the town ‘square’ so it can be easily accessed by foot.
• It should NOT be co-located within the NPWS building or Visitor Centre, not enough space
and some items displayed may be in contradiction to what the NPWS represents
• It should NOT be located within the Jindabyne Town Centre, not enough space
• It should NOT be co-located within the future Jindabyne Mountain bike and adventure park
Jindabyne lakefront development (page 52 Draft Master Plan)
The NRMA Jindabyne Holiday Park, (leased from the Snowy Monaro Shire Council), should NOT be
relocated. This park is in an area where it is easy for all users to be able to walk to all the towns
facilities. People have been coming to this park annually for over 40 years and most are from
regional areas. It is also very popular with overseas tourists. It is great when walking along the
multipurpose track to chat to campers who all comment on how beautiful it is to stay in the park and
how convenient it is.
This area should not be developed especially with 6 story high buildings, there should be a maximum
height of 3 stories placed on ALL buildings within the Precinct.
Put these structures in the area you are offering the Holiday Park be moved too

Jindabyne Central School redevelopment (page 53 Draft Master Plan)
• The existing buildings on this site should be used for a library, community centre, gym,
offices, and green space.
• This site should NOT be used as a multi-level car park, to reduce traffic on key streets, the
traffic would be increased in key streets to get to the car park, and what an eye sore for the
surrounding residents particularly those in Park Road, Clyde Street, Kurrajong Street,
Munyang Street, Ingebyra Street, Bogong Street and Bent Street.
• High rise apartment style dwellings would also impede those streets and increase traffic

•

Who wants high rise buildings in the middle of the Precinct, not me

Aged Care (page 53 Draft Master Plan)
• Quality, affordable, and accessible aged care, healthcare, and education are paramount to
the sustainability of an area.
• The selling off or ‘transferring’ the operation of its aged care facilities in Cooma and
Berridale to a new provider is a disappointment.
• An aged care facility should be a high priority of the SAP Master Plan, it is desperately
needed and there are many long-term residents that have been pushing for this for many
years.
• The land that the aged care facility is built on should have room to grow. The locations
identified in your small paragraph regarding aged care would not be sustainable long term.
The residents would like to have gardens including a vegetable garden (opportunity to
include a community garden) and even chooks. I would place this as a higher priority than a
mountain bike and adventure park and I am sure many long term permanent residents
would agree!
Corner Snowy River Avenue and Thredbo Terrace (page 54 Draft Master Plan)
• Is definitely not big enough for a supermarket and where would the parking be for this?
• A second supermarket should be located at Leesville, the area is big enough for a decent size
supermarket and adequate parking space and the area is relatively flat. The supermarket
would be located near the site for the public schools.
Health Services (page 54 Draft Master Plan)
There should be a hospital in Jindabyne (at least 12 beds) and if statistics were taken of Emergency
Department patients, I am sure it would be more than warranted. Much smaller towns then
Jindabyne have hospitals.
It would be great if the emergency services were moved to a different location (sadly the police
station must stay as it has just received money to renovate)
The access to the existing Jindabyne Medical Practice was poorly thought out, if the areas made
vacant by the moving of the Fire and Ambulance stations could be utilised for other allied health
services (dentists, radiology, pathology, psychology, mental health services, which are all greatly
needed)
Desired Future Character (page 55 Draft Master Plan)
Should celebrate the history, landscapes and country character NOT ‘alpine village’, and should not
be likened to Aspen, Whistler etc, we are unique and need to stay that way!
Southern Connector Road (pages 56 & 57 Draft Master Plan)
• I worry that most of the funding will be used up by this planned road.
• In the long term it would be beneficial, and I know this road or similar was talked about a
long time ago
• I like that a cycle path has been included in the design
• I don’t like that the map shows you will be using existing Crown Lands that are leased
privately for park and ride – how much of this will you be using?
• How beneficial for the developer who has purchased the Jindabyne West land, lucky him, I
am sure that this will provide additional access to his and others sub-precincts
Southern and Education Precinct (page 59 Draft Master Plan)
Accessibilty and connections – positive

Education facilities
• I am concerned that the area set aside for the primary and secondary school is not large
enough for the growth of both schools, the numbers forecast for the Central School were
met many years before those that were predicted
• I am concerned about security for the school especially if there are going to be shared
facilities close by
• The larger area located between the existing Sport & Recreation Centre boundary and
‘Upsan Downs’ should have been where the school was located
• I am excited to have a TAFE connected Learning centre and having the possibility of a
country university centre
Community sporting facilities
• All suggested points are positive, except the ice-skating rink, unless it is operated using
renewable energy, could include indoor bowling alley
• Why not include the equestrian facilities located nearby in this?
High performance sporting facilities
• Having an indoor sport and aquatic centre is positive especially if it is a 50 metre pool
• Could include the equestrian facilities located nearby and have improvements on the crosscountry course
• Would prefer to have other community facilities prioritised over the high-performance
indoor training and admin facility and additional winter sports training facilities such as aged
care
School camps and programs
The suggestions are beneficial but once again would prefer aged care and health are prioritised
before the construction or upgrades
Mountain Bike and Adventure Park
• Is a positive BUT would prefer aged care and health be a priority
• How many spots have you identified as a potential site for the Alpine Heritage Centre?
Would prefer it be lakeside and more accessible than on top of a windy hill
Western Lake Jindabyne
Access and connectivity
• I agree with the underpass at the intersection of Kosciuszko Road and Gaden Road to
connect the Thredbo Valley track to the foreshore
• I agree that Hatchery Bay Road needs to be upgraded but this if for fisher people and those
wanting to picnic or have access to the lake or bike track NOT to access a resort
• I agree to a pontoon – would be great if it was located closer to town
Lake Jindabyne Village
• Should not have any buildings above two stories that will impact the beautiful lake views you
have driving along Kosciuszko Road or when walking or cycling the bike path
• I do not agree to this development
• I don’t agree with this whole site being set aside for tourism, long term locals have wanted
an opportunity to purchase land or homes lakeside and now this has all been set aside for
tourism, why?
• The view would be severely impacted from the other side of the lake when entering
Jindabyne from Cooma on the ‘famous corner’
• We still want the rural feel and development planned on the western foreshore will take this
away
Holiday Park

•
•

The existing Holiday Park should stay where it is, it has wonderful lake AND mountain views
and the suggested heated water play parks, slides, bike paths and play equipment would fit
in the existing area
I do Not agree with the relocation

Jindabyne growth Precinct
Town centre growth
• There is sufficient tourist accommodation existing in Kurrajong, Bent and Clyde Streets
• There is sufficient dwellings and apartments in Park Road
• These streets already have traffic congestion and parking issues
Jindabyne West
It should include and prioritise affordable housing both rental and buying for residents to be able to
afford to stay in Jindabyne
Ensure streets are wide enough
Ensure that all developments have sufficient parking
Ensure that the identified cultural heritage sites are protected
Leesville and Aerodrome
Existing industrial businesses located within the Precinct should move to this site eg, Thompson’s
Transport and Mitre 10
Another supermarket could be operated at the entrance to this area and should be considered
Barry Way South
Connection to town water and sewerage should be a priority for existing developments before
planning any further expansions
Connectivity should be a priority with any new developments providing pedestrian and cycling paths
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Submission
SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN
SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Comments on Western Lake Jindabyne

Name: Rasa Mauragis, local resident
DO NOT SUPPORT
• Development of Western Lake Jindabyne at this stage
Western Lake Jindabyne is a very special location that needs to be researched by specialist studies need to be completed to ascertain its
environmental status before any development can be proposed for this area.
• Why have subdivisions in this area not been previously allowed but suddenly are all he rage? The environment in this area is special and needs to
be retained.
• Planning authorities need to undertake an indepth study of he area before proposing extensive developments to ensure hat proposed developments
do not result in the removal of areas high ecological value.
• Until such studies are undertaken any proposed development of this area should be on hold and land withheld from sale for development purposes.
SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN
SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Comments on Western Lake Jindabyne

Name: Rasa Mauragis, local resident
DO NOT SUPPORT
• Development of Western Lake Jindabyne at this stage
Western Lake Jindabyne is a very special location that needs to be researched by specialist studies need to be completed to ascertain its
environmental status before any development can be proposed for this area.
• Why have subdivisions in this area not been previously allowed but suddenly are all he rage? The environment in this area is special and needs to
be retained.
• Planning authorities need to undertake an indepth study of he area before proposing extensive developments to ensure hat proposed developments
do not result in the removal of areas high ecological value.
• Until such studies are undertaken any proposed development of this area should be on hold and land withheld from sale for development purposes.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN
SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Comments on Western Lake Jindabyne
Name:

Rasa Mauragis, local resident

DO NOT SUPPORT
 Development of Western Lake Jindabyne at this stage
Western Lake Jindabyne is a very special location that needs to be researched by specialist
studies need to be completed to ascertain its environmental status before any development
can be proposed for this area.
 Why have subdivisions in this area not been previously allowed but suddenly are all the
rage? The environment in this area is special and needs to be retained.
 Planning authorities need to undertake an indepth study of the area before proposing
extensive developments to ensure that proposed developments do not result in the
removal of areas high ecological value.
 Until such studies are undertaken any proposed development of this area should be on
hold and land withheld from sale for development purposes.
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SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Comments on Jindabyne Region / General Provisions/ Biodiversity/
Performance Indicators p 12 in Snowy Mountains Special Activation
precinct Draft Master Plan Appendix

Name: Rasa Mauragis, local resident

DO NOT SUPPORT Performance Indicator B p.12 “ he subdivision of land may allow for the removal of some areas of high ecological value.”

• Removal of areas of high ecological value means destroying something of value that we cannot replace.
• Claiming hen that “The subdivision of land should consider the future uses of land and how biodiversity values can be retained. This may include he
provision of vegetation links, the enhancement of riparian corridors and he retention and integration of smaller remnant vegetation areas and paddock
trees wi h green infrastructure and active transport connections. “ p 12 is not a subs itute for what is to be destroyed.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Comments on Jindabyne Region / General Provisions/ Biodiversity/
Performance Indicators p 12 in Snowy Mountains Special Activation
precinct Draft Master Plan Appendix

Name:

Rasa Mauragis, local resident

DO NOT SUPPORT Performance Indicator B p.12 “ he subdivision of land may allow for the
removal of some areas of high ecological value.”



Removal of areas of high ecological value means destroying something of value that we
cannot replace.
Claiming then that “The subdivision of land should consider the future uses of land and
how biodiversity values can be retained. This may include the provision of vegetation
links, the enhancement of riparian corridors and the retention and integration of
smaller remnant vegetation areas and paddock trees with green infrastructure and
active transport connections. “ p 12 is not a substitute for what is to be destroyed.
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SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLANSNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Topic: Southern Connector Road

Name: Rasa Mauragis, local resident

SUPPORT:
• The proposal for Southern Connector Road
ISSUES ARISING out of the proposal on p 56 Draft Master
plan, Technical Studies and Appendix document

• The road is proposed as 2 lanes - one each way and a bike pa h.
• As Kosciusko road is going to be limited to one lane each way and discouraged as a through road for winter traffic to the ski fields the Southern
Connector Road needs to be able to take all winter traffic providing a smooth flow to he ski fields.
• The technical studies do not seem to take in to account that there are going to be considerable developments on each side of Barry Way before
Snowy River Way with a development proposed for Barry Way South Precinct and another already approved on the opposite side of Barry Way. This
will mean that in addition to current traffic from Lakewood Estate, Cobbin Estate, Abbington, Moonbah etc here will be another over 400 vehicles at
the minimum commu ing on Barry Way.
• Consequently to take all the traffic especially in winter this main by pass road needs to be built as a 4 lane road with bike path in order to avoid traffic
build ups. It would be cheaper to build it as a 4 lane road initially than to do widen it within 5-10 year after it is built.
• The Southern connector Road should be developed as an overpass over Barry Way or as an underpass to avoid traffic lights or roundabout to
ensure smooth flow of traffic to the ski fields in winter and no disrup ion to traffic from Barry way going into town. If this is not done there will be long
traffic congestion lines in winter of residents trying to go into town and visitors trying to get out to he ski fields as was the recent current situation till
they added ano her lane to the wet of Barry Way on Kosciusko Road.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLANSNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION
PRECINCT
Topic: Southern Connector Road
Name:

Rasa Mauragis, local resident

SUPPORT:
 The proposal for Southern Connector Road
ISSUES ARISING out of the proposal on p 56 Draft Master
plan, Technical Studies and Appendix document








The road is proposed as 2 lanes ‐ one each way and a bike path.
As Kosciusko road is going to be limited to one lane each way and discouraged as a
through road for winter traffic to the ski fields the Southern Connector Road needs
to be able to take all winter traffic providing a smooth flow to the ski fields.
The technical studies do not seem to take in to account that there are going to be
considerable developments on each side of Barry Way before Snowy River Way with
a development proposed for Barry Way South Precinct and another already
approved on the opposite side of Barry Way. This will mean that in addition to
current traffic from Lakewood Estate, Cobbin Estate, Abbington, Moonbah etc there
will be another over 400 vehicles at the minimum commuting on Barry Way.
Consequently to take all the traffic especially in winter this main by pass road needs
to be built as a 4 lane road with bike path in order to avoid traffic build ups. It
would be cheaper to build it as a 4 lane road initially than to do widen it within 5‐10
year after it is built.
The Southern connector Road should be developed as an overpass over Barry Way
or as an underpass to avoid traffic lights or roundabout to ensure smooth flow of
traffic to the ski fields in winter and no disruption to traffic from Barry way going
into town. If this is not done there will be long traffic congestion lines in winter of
residents trying to go into town and visitors trying to get out to the ski fields as was
the recent current situation till they added another lane to the wet of Barry Way on
Kosciusko Road.
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Submission
SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
SUBMISSION on HOUSING in MASTER PLAN
Name: Rasa Mauragis, local resident
DO NOT SUPPORT
• The proposed housing height in the paper Structure Plan Part 1 p.62 showing high rise buildings above the current heights.
• Concern re notes next to the diagrams “Government-led land and infrastructure development of JCS site and Lake Jindabyne Waterfront precinct,
with developer-led implementation of individual buildings and development parcels”.
• Accommodation along the foreshore
There has been very clear consensus amongst local residents form the ime of Go Jindabyne which has fed into the SAP hat we do not want high rise
building anywhere in Jindabyne but par icularly the foreshore.
• The foreshore is seen as an area for everyone with views of he lake not impeded from anywhere in town. Current residences should also not be
impeded with obstructions to their views of the lake.
• High rise buildings along the foreshore or close to the foreshore would not only be an eyesore but a total disregard to views of the local community
and not compliant with community expecta ions.
• There is an expectation that this will be rectified in the final plan and that height restrictions will be articulated clearly in the final document.
• That the foreshore be for entertainment and but not tourist accommodation.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION
PRECINCT
SUBMISSION on HOUSING in MASTER PLAN
Name:

Rasa Mauragis, local resident

DO NOT SUPPORT
 The proposed housing height in the paper Structure Plan Part 1 p.62 showing high
rise buildings above the current heights.
 Concern re notes next to the diagrams “Government-led land and infrastructure
development of JCS site and Lake Jindabyne Waterfront precinct, with developer-led
implementation of individual buildings and development parcels”.
 Accommodation along the foreshore
There has been very clear consensus amongst local residents form the time of Go Jindabyne
which has fed into the SAP that we do not want high rise building anywhere in Jindabyne
but particularly the foreshore.


The foreshore is seen as an area for everyone with views of the lake not impeded from
anywhere in town. Current residences should also not be impeded with obstructions to
their views of the lake.



High rise buildings along the foreshore or close to the foreshore would not only be an
eyesore but a total disregard to views of the local community and not compliant with
community expectations.



There is an expectation that this will be rectified in the final plan and that height
restrictions will be articulated clearly in the final document.



That the foreshore be for entertainment and but not tourist accommodation.
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SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Comments on Sec ion Leesville and Aerodrome

Name: Rasa Mauragis, local resident
SUPPORT:
• Leesville development
DO NOT SUPPORT
• Development of aerodrome
The Jindabyne aerodrome is 3 km from town. Do not support its development in any form on the grounds of:
• Noise pollution for residents currently living in nearby areas sou h of the airport - High Country Estate, Lakewood as the plane and helicopters need
to come into the airport going from south to wet due to the direction of the run way within the landscape contours.
• Many of us have chosen to live in a semi rural setting for he quietness of the environment. Having constant loud noise of planes overhead has an
adverse affect on residents, is unset ling and the constant noise impacts on mental health.
• Whilst possible impact on West Jindabyne is noted no mention is made of he impact on current residents living just outside the SAP boundary yet
living in Jindabyne.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION
PRECINCT
Comments on Section Leesville and Aerodrome
Name:

Rasa Mauragis, local resident

SUPPORT:
 Leesville development
DO NOT SUPPORT
 Development of aerodrome
The Jindabyne aerodrome is 3 km from town. Do not support its development in any form
on the grounds of:
 Noise pollution for residents currently living in nearby areas south of the airport - High
Country Estate, Lakewood as the plane and helicopters need to come into the airport
going from south to wet due to the direction of the run way within the landscape
contours.
 Many of us have chosen to live in a semi rural setting for the quietness of the
environment. Having constant loud noise of planes overhead has an adverse affect on
residents, is unsettling and the constant noise impacts on mental health.
 Whilst possible impact on West Jindabyne is noted no mention is made of the impact on
current residents living just outside the SAP boundary yet living in Jindabyne.
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Submission
SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Comments on Sec ion 3.3 Alpine precinct Visitor Access and 2.1 Carrying capacity
Name: Rasa Mauragis, local resident
Visitor Access component of the draft Master Plan does not go far enough in addressing access and parking. The two sections – one in alpine Precinct
and the other in
principles for the snowy Mountains are interlinked
SUPPORT
• Park and Ride option but current proposal not feasible as there would not be enough car parking spaces close by to accommodate those wanting to
go to the ski fields as not everyone will be within walking distance of the stops.
• Car parking being developed at Charlotte Pass for outside the winter season.

DO NOT SUPPORT
• Increasing car park capacity at Thredbo or Perisher.
• “Increase bed capacities within Kosciuszko National Park to meet short to medium term demand and provide flexibility for existing providers to
expand operations with regard given to environmental impacts and quality of visitor experience.” p 28
The Vision of the Master Plan sets the scene of what he Snowy Mountain region in NSW is about and recognises the uniqueness of the environment.
“The Snowy Mountains is the rooftop of Australia where an unspoiled alpine landscape meets a dramatic climate that is unfound elsewhere on the
continent. This is Australia’s high country where visitors are drawn to our everchanging seasons, and with them, endless opportunities to experience
the great outdoors.” p.3
Section 3.3 and 2.1.4 contributes to destruc ion of this unique pristine beautiful region by considering over development and expansion within this
unique area.
• Enlarging car parks and Thredbo and Perisher cannot be implemented wi hout damaging he unique pristine environment and would result in
increased number of visitors travelling in own vehicles.
• The car parks are large enough for summer visitors but need alternative strategies for winter.
• Increasing bed capacity in the park as a form of management of carrying capacity to the ski fields as presented on p 15 as a Performance Indicator is
an oxymoron and not a solution to carrying capacity.
The biggest issue is to cut the amount of traffic going up to resorts in winter by providing cost effective alternatives.
• At the time he ski tube was developed there was a vision for it to have stage 2 that took it to the Station on Snowy River Way. We need to be daring,
visionary and consider extending the ski tube to possibly the junction of Barry Way and Southern Connector Road. The ski tube could then deliver

tourist to Perisher or Bullocks Flat from where a shuttle could move them to Thredbo.
• We need to look at New Zealand and Banff in Canada as examples where shuttles move people onto the ski fields in winter. In Banff the service to
the hree resorts that were a considerable distance away was free and frequent.
• In winter need to look at options to have no overnight car parking at Thredbo and Perisher, except for staff.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION
PRECINCT
Comments on Section 3.3 Alpine precinct Visitor Access and 2.1 Carrying capacity
Name:

Rasa Mauragis, local resident

Visitor Access component of the draft Master Plan does not go far enough in addressing
access and parking. The two sections – one in alpine Precinct and the other in
principles for the snowy Mountains are interlinked
SUPPORT
 Park and Ride option but current proposal not feasible as there would not be enough
car parking spaces close by to accommodate those wanting to go to the ski fields as
not everyone will be within walking distance of the stops.
 Car parking being developed at Charlotte Pass for outside the winter season.
DO NOT SUPPORT
 Increasing car park capacity at Thredbo or Perisher.
 “Increase bed capacities within Kosciuszko National Park to meet short to medium
term demand and provide flexibility for existing providers to expand operations with
regard given to environmental impacts and quality of visitor experience.” p 28
The Vision of the Master Plan sets the scene of what the Snowy Mountain region in NSW is
about and recognises the uniqueness of the environment. “The Snowy Mountains is the
rooftop of Australia where an unspoiled alpine landscape meets a dramatic climate that is
unfound elsewhere on the continent. This is Australia’s high country where visitors are drawn
to our everchanging seasons, and with them, endless opportunities to experience the great
outdoors.” p.3
Section 3.3 and 2.1.4 contributes to destruction of this unique pristine beautiful region by
considering over development and expansion within this unique area.
 Enlarging car parks and Thredbo and Perisher cannot be implemented without damaging
the unique pristine environment and would result in increased number of visitors
travelling in own vehicles.
 The car parks are large enough for summer visitors but need alternative strategies for
winter.
 Increasing bed capacity in the park as a form of management of carrying capacity to the
ski fields as presented on p 15 as a Performance Indicator is an oxymoron and not a
solution to carrying capacity.
The biggest issue is to cut the amount of traffic going up to resorts in winter by providing
cost effective alternatives.
 At the time the ski tube was developed there was a vision for it to have stage 2 that took
it to the Station on Snowy River Way. We need to be daring, visionary and consider
extending the ski tube to possibly the junction of Barry Way and Southern Connector
Road. The ski tube could then deliver tourist to Perisher or Bullocks Flat from where a
shuttle could move them to Thredbo.
 We need to look at New Zealand and Banff in Canada as examples where shuttles move
people onto the ski fields in winter. In Banff the service to the three resorts that were a
considerable distance away was free and frequent.
 In winter need to look at options to have no overnight car parking at Thredbo and
Perisher, except for staff.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 1:41:50 PM
sap-section-3.2.docx

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rasa
Last name
Mauragis
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
sap-section-3.2.docx

Submission
SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Comments on Sec ion 3.2 Alpine precinct: Accommodation

Name: Rasa Mauragis, local resident
SUPPORT:
• that the plan facilitates a safe and sustainable increase in the “amount and range of year-round recreation” p.45
DO NOT SUPPORT
• increase in accommodation – bed numbers within the park at Thredbo ;
• decreasing the size of golf course at Thredbo to 6 holes in order to facilitate more accommodation;
• introducing accommodation at Thredbo Ranger Station and Creel Bay;
• increased accommodation at Sponar’s UNLESS it is a rebuild of the burnt down chalet with he outside a replica of what burnt down in order to
maintain its heritage significance.
The Vision of the Master Plan sets the scene of what he Snowy Mountain region in NSW is about and recognises the uniqueness of the environment.
“The Snowy Mountains is the rooftop of Australia where an unspoiled alpine landscape meets a dramatic climate that is unfound elsewhere on the
continent. This is Australia’s high country where visitors are drawn to our everchanging seasons, and with them, endless opportunities to experience
the great outdoors.” p.3
Section 3.2 precinct sets out the steps to destroy this unique pristine beautiful region with over development and expansion this unique area.
• Whilst recognising that the development of Perisher that should have gone ahead years ago should be implemented opening up of new areas of he
park is not appropriate as there is no way of avoiding damage to the fragile environment in doing so.
• Recognise the need for safe snow play areas and viewing platforms but Selwyn resort is the ideal place for this.
• Thredbo is already increasingly dense and further development will only exacerbate current problems there even with more pedestrian connectivity.
• There are huge parking and traffic congestion problems at Thredbo currently and by developing current parking areas for accommodation is absurd.
• Visitors come to enjoy the environment but do not want to feel hey are like sardines in a can at the resorts.
• The Master plan recognises that “The Snowy Mountains is home to some of Australia’s most iconic natural environment”. Na ional Parks in
themselves are significant or they would not be classified as national parks. So don’t overdevelop the park. The ski resorts are here already – but let
the rest of the park be what it is with the huts. Walking trails built to preserve the environment are welcome. Some form of camping withing the park to
accommodate overnight hikes needs to be managed and put in place very carefully wi h strict rules and guidelines.
• The Na ional Park should not be seen as just a source for business development and money spinner for government but should be preserved for all
to enjoy regardless of their economic status, age or circumstance. We do not want for this park to become inaccessible to people from all walks of life
due to it commercialisation and prices.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Comments on Section 3.2 Alpine precinct: Accommodation
Name:

Rasa Mauragis, local resident

SUPPORT:
 that the plan facilitates a safe and sustainable increase in the “amount and range of year-round
recreation” p.45
DO NOT SUPPORT
 increase in accommodation – bed numbers within the park at Thredbo ;
 decreasing the size of golf course at Thredbo to 6 holes in order to facilitate more
accommodation;
 introducing accommodation at Thredbo Ranger Station and Creel Bay;
 increased accommodation at Sponar’s UNLESS it is a rebuild of the burnt down chalet with the
outside a replica of what burnt down in order to maintain its heritage significance.
The Vision of the Master Plan sets the scene of what the Snowy Mountain region in NSW is about
and recognises the uniqueness of the environment. “The Snowy Mountains is the rooftop of
Australia where an unspoiled alpine landscape meets a dramatic climate that is unfound elsewhere
on the continent. This is Australia’s high country where visitors are drawn to our everchanging
seasons, and with them, endless opportunities to experience the great outdoors.” p.3
Section 3.2 precinct sets out the steps to destroy this unique pristine beautiful region with over
development and expansion this unique area.









Whilst recognising that the development of Perisher that should have gone ahead years ago
should be implemented opening up of new areas of the park is not appropriate as there is no
way of avoiding damage to the fragile environment in doing so.
Recognise the need for safe snow play areas and viewing platforms but Selwyn resort is the
ideal place for this.
Thredbo is already increasingly dense and further development will only exacerbate current
problems there even with more pedestrian connectivity.
There are huge parking and traffic congestion problems at Thredbo currently and by developing
current parking areas for accommodation is absurd.
Visitors come to enjoy the environment but do not want to feel they are like sardines in a can at
the resorts.
The Master plan recognises that “The Snowy Mountains is home to some of Australia’s most
iconic natural environment”. National Parks in themselves are significant or they would not be
classified as national parks. So don’t overdevelop the park. The ski resorts are here already –
but let the rest of the park be what it is with the huts. Walking trails built to preserve the
environment are welcome. Some form of camping withing the park to accommodate overnight
hikes needs to be managed and put in place very carefully with strict rules and guidelines.
The National Park should not be seen as just a source for business development and money
spinner for government but should be preserved for all to enjoy regardless of their economic
status, age or circumstance. We do not want for this park to become inaccessible to people
from all walks of life due to it commercialisation and prices.
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Submission
SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Comments on Sec ion 3.2 Alpine precinct: Accommodation

Name: Rasa Mauragis, local resident
SUPPORT:
• that the plan facilitates a safe and sustainable increase in the “amount and range of year-round recreation” p.45
DO NOT SUPPORT
• increase in accommodation – bed numbers within the park at Thredbo ;
• decreasing the size of golf course at Thredbo to 6 holes in order to facilitate more accommodation;
• introducing accommodation at Thredbo Ranger Station and Creel Bay;
• increased accommodation at Sponar’s UNLESS it is a rebuild of the burnt down chalet with he outside a replica of what burnt down in order to
maintain its heritage significance.
The Vision of the Master Plan sets the scene of what he Snowy Mountain region in NSW is about and recognises the uniqueness of the environment.
“The Snowy Mountains is the rooftop of Australia where an unspoiled alpine landscape meets a dramatic climate that is unfound elsewhere on the
continent. This is Australia’s high country where visitors are drawn to our everchanging seasons, and with them, endless opportunities to experience
the great outdoors.” p.3
Section 3.2 precinct sets out the steps to destroy this unique pristine beautiful region with over development and expansion this unique area.
• Whilst recognising that the development of Perisher that should have gone ahead years ago should be implemented opening up of new areas of he
park is not appropriate as there is no way of avoiding damage to the fragile environment in doing so.
• Recognise the need for safe snow play areas and viewing platforms but Selwyn resort is the ideal place for this.
• Thredbo is already increasingly dense and further development will only exacerbate current problems there even with more pedestrian connectivity.
• There are huge parking and traffic congestion problems at Thredbo currently and by developing current parking areas for accommodation is absurd.
• Visitors come to enjoy the environment but do not want to feel hey are like sardines in a can at the resorts.
• The Master plan recognises that “The Snowy Mountains is home to some of Australia’s most iconic natural environment”. Na ional Parks in
themselves are significant or they would not be classified as national parks. So don’t overdevelop the park. The ski resorts are here already – but let
the rest of the park be what it is with the huts. Walking trails built to preserve the environment are welcome. Some form of camping withing the park to
accommodate overnight hikes needs to be managed and put in place very carefully wi h strict rules and guidelines.
• The Na ional Park should not be seen as just a source for business development and money spinner for government but should be preserved for all
to enjoy regardless of their economic status, age or circumstance. We do not want for this park to become inaccessible to people from all walks of life
due to it commercialisation and prices.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Comments on Section 3.2 Alpine precinct: Accommodation
Name:

Rasa Mauragis, local resident

SUPPORT:
 that the plan facilitates a safe and sustainable increase in the “amount and range of year-round
recreation” p.45
DO NOT SUPPORT
 increase in accommodation – bed numbers within the park at Thredbo ;
 decreasing the size of golf course at Thredbo to 6 holes in order to facilitate more
accommodation;
 introducing accommodation at Thredbo Ranger Station and Creel Bay;
 increased accommodation at Sponar’s UNLESS it is a rebuild of the burnt down chalet with the
outside a replica of what burnt down in order to maintain its heritage significance.
The Vision of the Master Plan sets the scene of what the Snowy Mountain region in NSW is about
and recognises the uniqueness of the environment. “The Snowy Mountains is the rooftop of
Australia where an unspoiled alpine landscape meets a dramatic climate that is unfound elsewhere
on the continent. This is Australia’s high country where visitors are drawn to our everchanging
seasons, and with them, endless opportunities to experience the great outdoors.” p.3
Section 3.2 precinct sets out the steps to destroy this unique pristine beautiful region with over
development and expansion this unique area.









Whilst recognising that the development of Perisher that should have gone ahead years ago
should be implemented opening up of new areas of the park is not appropriate as there is no
way of avoiding damage to the fragile environment in doing so.
Recognise the need for safe snow play areas and viewing platforms but Selwyn resort is the
ideal place for this.
Thredbo is already increasingly dense and further development will only exacerbate current
problems there even with more pedestrian connectivity.
There are huge parking and traffic congestion problems at Thredbo currently and by developing
current parking areas for accommodation is absurd.
Visitors come to enjoy the environment but do not want to feel they are like sardines in a can at
the resorts.
The Master plan recognises that “The Snowy Mountains is home to some of Australia’s most
iconic natural environment”. National Parks in themselves are significant or they would not be
classified as national parks. So don’t overdevelop the park. The ski resorts are here already –
but let the rest of the park be what it is with the huts. Walking trails built to preserve the
environment are welcome. Some form of camping withing the park to accommodate overnight
hikes needs to be managed and put in place very carefully with strict rules and guidelines.
The National Park should not be seen as just a source for business development and money
spinner for government but should be preserved for all to enjoy regardless of their economic
status, age or circumstance. We do not want for this park to become inaccessible to people
from all walks of life due to it commercialisation and prices.
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Submission
SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Name: Rasa Mauragis, local resident
OMISSION in the MASTERPLAN and TECHNICAL STUDIES – ARTS particularly VISUAL ARTS
• This is an opportunity to establish a Regional Art Gallery in Southern NSW. Currently all Regional Art Galleries are in the North and north West of the
State except for Bega. There is a need for a Regional gallery in the South of the State.
• There is no provision in the Master Plan, the Technical Studies, Discussion Paper or Appendix to the Arts especially Visual Arts.
• The Arts are important component/subset within Culture. Indigenous Culture is covered in dep h but there is no study or planning for the inclusion of
the Arts especially visual arts yet a hardly significant sport of Frisbee Golf has a number of mentions throughout the documents. Several references to
the arts encompass performing arts and public art but there is nothing for visual arts.
• Current Master Plan focuses on year round tourism that involves physical activities that are overall suited for those up to the age of 55-60. As an all
year round tourist town we need a diverse range of experiences and at its core besides physical activity it must include arts, culture and heritage.
Heritage and culture are provided for in the draft plan.
• Culture and the arts especially feeds our soul and mental health whilst sport feeds our physical wellbeing.
• Currently there are over 30 prac ising visual artists within the SAP area and there is no appropriate gallery for exhibitions. A local gallery pop up
gallery has been opera ing but it does not have the capacity to encompass all artists in the area or to provide workshops in an appropriate space.
• Australia’s seniors are a highly mobile population and are more likely to visit outside of winter. They are often looking for a range of experiences to
see and do that are not strenuous.
• There is no reference to activities that would appeal to this age cohort except for proposed Heritage Centre.
• There is no mention of activities or interes ing public places to visit or things to experience that would be inclusive of older citizens and those that are
not interested or not capable of strenuous activities.
• Whilst there is men ion of culture and heritage centres here is no provision for the visual arts in the form of gallery space and studio and workshop
space where art activities could be run for local community and visitors.
• There has been very clear consensus amongst local residents from he time of Go Jindabyne that there was a strong need for the arts in the future
planning for the town and it had been included in the later drafts for Go Jindabyne. It has been brought up in consulta ion processes on the SAP but
been ignored.
REFERENCES to he ARTS in draft MASTER PLAN
• p 23 under Lake Jindabyne Foreshore Park states “ Crea ion of a year-round arts, culture and events space at The Claypits including a new access
road, amenities, inclusive playspace and stage area.” This will provide for performing arts and sculpture/public art but not the other genres of visual
arts unless there is a purpose built building at the site.
• There is a reference on p 26 under Strategic Indicators for Place and Landscape to “develop a place-ac ivation and event strategy to support
evolving viability of the Jindabyne Town Centre and alpine villages. The night time – economy and arts and culture should be further explore.” This

encompasses he performing arts not the visual arts and should be expanded to include day time arts activities as some ac ivities are more suitable for
day and the arts are not limited to just night time activity.
• Objectives on p 31 under Economy and Industry state “Support the arts and culture sector to expand on local experiences, events and festival
offerings” but no mention is made of permanency for the arts year round in he Jindabyne precinct in the foreseeable future.
• There is a reference to performing arts in terms of use possible use of the current School Hall, on p 53. “Civic buildings and community services such
as community centre and library including repurposing the existing school hall as an arts and culture performance space or recreation centre and
gym”. But this is not definite and will only again cater for performing arts of dance and drama but not for visual arts.
PROPOSAL GOING FORWARD:
• To develop a strategy for he arts and culture in the precinct including he possibility of a Regional Gallery.
• To amend Objectives under Social Structure p. 30
To Develop a best practice, future-focussed sport and education as well as cultural precinct that caters to the local community, elite athletes,
artists/performers and visitors.
• To include under Objectives under Economy and Industry p.31
To provide opportunities for Arts business
• That Technical Study No 3 Public Spaces be further developed and expanded to indoor and not only outdoor spaces including a strategy for the arts
and culture indoor spaces.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Name:

Rasa Mauragis, local resident

OMISSION in the MASTERPLAN and TECHNICAL STUDIES – ARTS particularly VISUAL ARTS















This is an opportunity to establish a Regional Art Gallery in Southern NSW. Currently all
Regional Art Galleries are in the North and north West of the State except for Bega.
There is a need for a Regional gallery in the South of the State.
There is no provision in the Master Plan, the Technical Studies, Discussion Paper or
Appendix to the Arts especially Visual Arts.
The Arts are important component/subset within Culture. Indigenous Culture is
covered in depth but there is no study or planning for the inclusion of the Arts
especially visual arts yet a hardly significant sport of Frisbee Golf has a number of
mentions throughout the documents. Several references to the arts encompass
performing arts and public art but there is nothing for visual arts.
Current Master Plan focuses on year round tourism that involves physical activities that
are overall suited for those up to the age of 55‐60. As an all year round tourist town we
need a diverse range of experiences and at its core besides physical activity it must
include arts, culture and heritage. Heritage and culture are provided for in the draft
plan.
Culture and the arts especially feeds our soul and mental health whilst sport feeds our
physical wellbeing.
Currently there are over 30 practising visual artists within the SAP area and there is no
appropriate gallery for exhibitions. A local gallery pop up gallery has been operating
but it does not have the capacity to encompass all artists in the area or to provide
workshops in an appropriate space.
Australia’s seniors are a highly mobile population and are more likely to visit outside of
winter. They are often looking for a range of experiences to see and do that are not
strenuous.
There is no reference to activities that would appeal to this age cohort except for
proposed Heritage Centre.
There is no mention of activities or interesting public places to visit or things to
experience that would be inclusive of older citizens and those that are not interested or
not capable of strenuous activities.
Whilst there is mention of culture and heritage centres there is no provision for the
visual arts in the form of gallery space and studio and workshop space where art
activities could be run for local community and visitors.
There has been very clear consensus amongst local residents from the time of Go
Jindabyne that there was a strong need for the arts in the future planning for the town and
it had been included in the later drafts for Go Jindabyne. It has been brought up in
consultation processes on the SAP but been ignored.

REFERENCES to the ARTS in draft MASTER PLAN


p 23 under Lake Jindabyne Foreshore Park states “ Creation of a year‐round arts,
culture and events space at The Claypits including a new access road, amenities,
inclusive playspace and stage area.” This will provide for performing arts and
sculpture/public art but not the other genres of visual arts unless there is a purpose

built building at the site.


There is a reference on p 26 under Strategic Indicators for Place and Landscape to
“develop a place‐activation and event strategy to support evolving viability of the
Jindabyne Town Centre and alpine villages. The night time – economy and arts and
culture should be further explore.” This encompasses the performing arts not the visual
arts and should be expanded to include day time arts activities as some activities are
more suitable for day and the arts are not limited to just night time activity.



Objectives on p 31 under Economy and Industry state “Support the arts and culture
sector to expand on local experiences, events and festival offerings” but no mention is
made of permanency for the arts year round in the Jindabyne precinct in the
foreseeable future.



There is a reference to performing arts in terms of use possible use of the current
School Hall, on p 53. “Civic buildings and community services such as community centre
and library including repurposing the existing school hall as an arts and culture
performance space or recreation centre and gym”. But this is not definite and will only
again cater for performing arts of dance and drama but not for visual arts.

PROPOSAL GOING FORWARD:
 To develop a strategy for the arts and culture in the precinct including the possibility of
a Regional Gallery.
 To amend Objectives under Social Structure p. 30
To Develop a best practice, future‐focussed sport and education as well as cultural
precinct that caters to the local community, elite athletes, artists/performers and
visitors.
 To include under Objectives under Economy and Industry p.31
To provide opportunities for Arts business
 That Technical Study No 3 Public Spaces be further developed and expanded to indoor
and not only outdoor spaces including a strategy for the arts and culture indoor spaces.
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SUBMISSION on DRAFT MASTER PLAN SNOWY MOUNTAINS ACTIVATION PRECINCT
Name: Rasa Mauragis, local resident
DO NOT SUPPORT he draft Master Plan in its current form for the following reasons
• Total focus of the plan is on two things:
- tourism and tourist needs but there is lack of provision for the actual needs of current and future local residents.
- physical activities suitable for physically active people up to the ages of 55-60/65.
• What about the residents and tourists who are not physically active – how does it provide for those?
• What about provision of activities /opportunities in bad weather? What does a tourist do in the town when weather does not allow for outdoor
ac ivities?
• No provision for the Arts as an integral component of a package of experiences in the area.
• Provision needs to be made for all categories of tourist as eg a couple may visit – one is active the other is not or a family comes and some want to
do physical activities and others do not. They will not come back unless they are all provided for.
• There is no mention of disabled access to any proposed ac ivity sites or town centre or foreshore.
• Jindabyne is growing with increased local resident numbers. The growing numbers at the school is an indicator of this.
• Not all local residents serve the tourist industry. Some have made lifestyle choices and live here and work remotely. Others have retired here.
• Unless people are happy to reside here permanen ly there will not be enough people to serve he tourist industry in the future.
• Infrastructure needs only address areas related to tourist activi ies. Eg pedestrian access and connectivity. Paths are only mentioned in relation to
tourist zones. There is no recognition that there is a need for footpa hs to be created in the whole of Jindabyne town precinct as distances within town
would be walkable if there were appropriate footpaths linking the town and this would improve connectivity across he whole town.
• As local resident numbers grow there is increased demand for a range of services and goods to serve he local population on day to day basis. It is
ridiculous to have to drive 60 plus kilometres to access services and supplies.
• Changing zoning of all residential areas in Jindabyne Town precinct to R1
(p. 35 Discussion Paper) and excluding R2 that is currently in place assumes that everyone wants to live in a high density environment as in the large
cities. Current experiences with the pandemic indicate that more and more people and beginning to look for less dense living conditions and people
move to rural settings in order to enjoy having more space around them. High density suits tourism but not local residents wanting to actually live in the
town precinct. Consequently it appears as if the SAP is pushing the locals out of the town. Eg Development of Barry Way South Precinct “to be
rezoned to limit development of rural residen ial” p 72.
• Do not support development of the Kosciuszko Na ional Park.

SUPPORT
• Development of Education and Sport precinct
GENERAL COMMENT
The consultation process is taking place during the annual busiest period in the Snowy Mountains. The documentation is not written in plain English
and is not comprehensible to a large section of the population. There was not enough time provided to read every document and analyse it in detail.

I agree to the above statement

Yes
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noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:35:33 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Raymond
Last name
Pisani
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2752
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This will ruin the national park forever! Go build in the big city and leave our NP alone
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 1:00:50 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 01:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Raymond
Last name
Thomson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
The Entrance North 2261
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am a frequent visitor to the Snowy Mountain region at various times of the year. At no stage of any of my visits have I had difficulties with the current
offerings of facilities and can only express great concern over expanding of any area for additional commercial expansion at the loss of our natural
habitat. There is more than enough room for people to visit the area and places like Tom Groggins camp ground have been frequently empty on my
visits. Any plan suggested should first begin with current operators and facility owners first upgrading to higher environmental standards. Don't destroy
the habits of our fauna or native animals to satisfy commercial interests. On one hand you look to open tracks up to vehicles and yet a number of
previously available tracks have been closed due to the damage caused by such activities. This is a double standard. I do not want to loss the views,
tracks or ability to see the beauty that is our amazing country Australia.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 9 August 2021 8:05 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 20:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rebecca
Last name
Butt
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Scone
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The National Park needs to remain as a primary objective or protecting the fragile ecosystem. I enjoy visiting the park because of
the low key commercial aspect and unique ecosystem. A commercialised park would ruin the ecosystem and ruin the feel if KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 7 August 2021 11:12 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 07/08/2021 - 11:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rebecca
Last name
Hilder
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Little Hartley 2790
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am writing to express my deep concern over the proposed expansion of commercial activities in the Kosciuszko National Park
(KNP).
I have graves concerns over the environmental damage the KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, which is greater than that
of any national park in Australia.
This glorious, once-pristine but still salvageable region needs protection, not more environmentally damaging, biosystem
destroying, and therefore ultimately self-defeating outdoor experience development. I strongly urge the panel to refuse this
application, and to act in the interests of our shared natural heritage.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:30:30 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:30
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Retta
Last name
Andresen
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2538
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The NSW Government’s claim that Kosciuszko Na ional Park is ‘environmentally resilient’ is deliberately misleading. Kosciusko has suffered, and
continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any national park in Australia.
Extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national parks in NSW and
contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia.
All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to
deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any fur her assaults. It needs better protec ion, not further damage through the inappropriate developments described in he
Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
National Parks are gazetted for he protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and heir natural and cultural values.
Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in na ional parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objec ives
of reservation.
Australia seems hell-bent on destroying everything beautiful and natural in our country. Whether by deliberate actions of destruction, or neglect on a
broader scale by not taking climate change seriously. I live in a forest. How much of our natural environment must be lost to fires and the effects of
climate change before the Governments of Australia are going to get on board with the rest of the world?

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:21:07 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Retta
Last name
Andresen
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2538
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Our National Parks need to be kept in as natural a state as possible! There is no point in ‘paving paradise and putting up a parking lot’ - it’s ridiculous
to keep destroying Na ional Parks, particularly one as sensitive as Kosciusko.
INSTEAD, the Government should consider developing the eco-tourism potential of our State Forests. This would be profitable as well as providing
opportunities to protect and enhance our forests with proper management.
The forests would become more resilient to bushfire when the ‘forest of sticks’ caused by logging has been able to mature to large trees.
The result would be beau iful forests accessible to all, beneficial to the environment, contributing to carbon sequestration, safer from fires.
The forests would generate jobs in forest management, especially including indigenous people, eco-tourism and tourism dollars in the local towns.
Meanwhile, our National Parks would be preserved and conserved as is the intention of he National Park system.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 11:01:40 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 11:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rhia
Last name
Martin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Ingebirah
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
In short, Jindabyne needs a preschool. Not another long day-care, but an actual preschool created under the Department of Education rather than
Centrelink.
For young families in the Snowy Mountains, the options for preschool are nearly non-existent and the situation is only getting worse with our population
growth. I can support this with quantitative data; as an experiment, three weeks ago I contacted eight services offering ei her a proper preschool (there
are only two and they’re both in Cooma) or a preschool-style program. On the list were the two preschools in Cooma, the two day-cares in Jindabyne,
the Berridale day-care, the mobile preschool (which is not an adequate service in my opinion), and three day-cares in Cooma.
Across these eight Services, there was only one day available and it was in Berridale, this is a 40min drive from my home (which is not fun in winter
traffic). How does one find gainful employment with only one day per week of preschool or childcare? Some more figures for you; at Lambie Street
Preschool in Cooma, there are 65 children on the waitlist, some of these children are 5 years old and will never get the opportunity to experience early
childhood learning before kindergarten. Cooma Nor h Preschool has similar numbers. One day-care in Jindabyne has over 30 babies on their waitlist
and their preschool room is no better; next year hey may only open up approximately 10 new positions for the preschool-aged room, this is because
children moving up from the “toddlers” room get first preference. This limited number of places is the same across all of the day-cares that I contacted.
I’m an Environmental Scientist, originally from the region, I returned in 2019 after 18years away. I returned with a young family, and it never crossed
my mind hat I would not be able to secure meaningful employment in the region because I would not be able to find care/preschool for my children.
But here we are, presently I’m on a forced break from my career due to he fact that Jindabyne has no preschool, and the day-cares are over-flowing.
Overall, I support the SAP and think there are some wonderful ideas. In the promo video, there is a statement that promotes, "a greater variety of
permanent work." While this sounds great, I find myself wondering; who will be working in hese permanent jobs? Where will they live? How will they
work and care for any children they may have? To maintain the grow h of an area, young families need to be supported.
On another note, in addition to the lack of preschool options, Jindabyne really only has one park, and it is no-where near the town centre and happens
to be on he opposite side of a very busy highway that is downright dangerous to cross with a pram and toddler in tow. A park near the main shopping
centre would be very helpful, as parents/guardians could work together, one entertaining the kids in the park, while the other does he shopping.
Sadly, Jindabyne also has no library supporting literacy of any kind let alone early childhood literacy - a library would be great at the present JCS site.
Fur hermore, if I’m to be really picky, he carpark at Nuggets is exceptionally risky for young families; additionally, there are no parents’ rooms for
breastfeeding, nappy changes, including small toilets for toddlers, and there are no pedestrian walkways or crossings.
Thank you for taking the time to read my submission; if you would like to discuss further, I can be contacted on the email that I provided wi hin the
online submission form.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 1:09:16 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rhiannon
Last name
Huynh
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
east jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
We support:
• Bypass road- However this needs to be a dual carriageway- kozi road has not long been upgraded to be dual carriageway for the peak winter traffic,
creating the bypass as a single lane each way will end up having the same issues
• New school location
• Western lake precinct for tourist development- this is smart it can include parking and transport links to both resorts and access to the foreshore on
land that had been so underu ilised for so long.
• Viewing platform/lookout at ‘the corner’ in East Jindabyne- this corner is magical and never ceases to make everyone say ahhhhhh - it’s something
that we should allow people to stop and enjoy safely instead of scrambling to try take a photo from heir cars as they drive.
• Removal/ relaxation of scenic protec ion along the western side of the lake. There is enough undulation within hat landscape to enable the
developers to effectively hide the development whilst providing he tourist accommodation that the town so badly needs.
• The bus to the resorts and the water taxi idea.
We don’t support/ want changed:
• Traffic lights of any form in or around Jindabyne.
• The town needs a you h hub, expansion to the skate park and more playgrounds.
• East Jindabyne- here is simply too much development without public spaces and infrastructure. There needs to be height limits, larger minimum lot
sizes, decreased densi ies, serious upgrades to the intersection of Kosciuszko road & Jerrara drive
• The alterna ive plan for east jindy is still not hit ing the mark, the JERCS idea of having he ridge spine left as open space and having development
on the two sides will have a much better outcome for not only he residents of this area but the existing East Jindy residents & the ecological impact
will be substantially less.
• The development at the holiday park and along mcclure needs to have strict density rates and height limits imposed.
• The development at the old school site needs to have strict density rates and height limits imposed.
Needed/fur her comment:
• Provide more parking in town.
• Provide better pedestrian links around town
• Provide more community facilities – things for our local kids to do.
• Include a playground in east jindy
• Add proper parking at the clay pits and make that the beach- its away from the stormwater outlet at the back of rydges.
• Please Retain the disc golf course- it is very popular year round

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 1:13:58 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rhys
Last name
Barnes
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Mai land
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object to this, more than enough national park/bushland has been lost to industry or tourism. This area does not need to be just another area
of natural landscape lost to history.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Thursday, 19 August 2021 2:29:49 PM
sap-submission.pdf

Submitted on Thu, 19/08/2021 - 14:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Richard
Last name
Barcham
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Candelo 2550
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
sap-submission.pdf

Submission
Submission on the Snowy Mountain Special Precinct Master Plan 2021

My principle objection to the Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct Master Plan is that it includes statuary changes that transfer management of
parts of Kosciuszko National Park out of the hands of the National Parks and Wildlife Service. The proposed changes are outlined at Section 2.2.2 of
the Discussion Paper.
These changes place management primarily in the hands of the Regional Growth NSW Development Corpora ion, as the agency responsible for
delivering and implementing Special Activation Precincts. This agency reports to the Deputy Premier.
Fur hermore, the agency “[o]verseeing the funding, planning and development” is the Department of Regional NSW, which also reports to he Deputy
Premier, as well as two of his Na ionals colleagues, the Minister for Agriculture and the Minister for Mental Health, Regional Youth and Women.
My objection arises from the fact that both hese agencies report to elected representatives who are members of The Nationals. The Nationals policy
platform shows an ideological objection to maintaining a conservation estate. This minority view should not be embedded in legislation arising from the
Master Plan.
Nationals in the seat of Monaro have long sought to undermine the conservation status of Kosciuszko National Park. The deliberate failure to control
feral horse numbers arising from the Wild Horse Heritage Act is just one recent example of this minority view prevailing.
For this reason, it is completely inappropriate hat he important conserva ion assets of Kosciuszko National Park be managed by agencies under the
control of the Deputy Premier and his party colleagues.
Kosciuszko National Park was established in 1944 for good reasons, and hose reasons remain. The era of exploiting the High Country as summer
pasture had to end. The era of exploiting he High Country as a cash cow for developers must never begin.
Leave Kosciuszko National Park under the management of the Na ional Parks and Wildlife Service. Keep our conservation assets away from The
Nationals.
Richard Barcham PhD Soc. ANU

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission on the Snowy Mountain Special Precinct Master Plan 2021
My principle objection to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Master Plan is that it includes statuary changes that transfer management of
parts of Kosciuszko National Park out of the hands of the National Parks and
Wildlife Service. The proposed changes are outlined at Section 2.2.2 of the
Discussion Paper.
These changes place management primarily in the hands of the Regional
Growth NSW Development Corporation, as the agency responsible for delivering
and implementing Special Activation Precincts. This agency reports to the
Deputy Premier.
Furthermore, the agency “[o]verseeing the funding, planning and development”
is the Department of Regional NSW, which also reports to the Deputy Premier,
as well as two of his Nationals colleagues, the Minister for Agriculture and the
Minister for Mental Health, Regional Youth and Women.
My objection arises from the fact that both these agencies report to elected
representatives who are members of The Nationals. The Nationals policy
platform shows an ideological objection to maintaining a conservation estate.
This minority view should not be embedded in legislation arising from the Master
Plan.
Nationals in the seat of Monaro have long sought to undermine the conservation
status of Kosciuszko National Park. The deliberate failure to control feral horse
numbers arising from the Wild Horse Heritage Act is just one recent example of
this minority view prevailing.
For this reason, it is completely inappropriate that the important conservation
assets of Kosciuszko National Park be managed by agencies under the control
of the Deputy Premier and his party colleagues.
Kosciuszko National Park was established in 1944 for good reasons, and those
reasons remain. The era of exploiting the High Country as summer pasture had
to end. The era of exploiting the High Country as a cash cow for developers
must never begin.
Leave Kosciuszko National Park under the management of the National Parks
and Wildlife Service. Keep our conservation assets away from The Nationals.

Richard Barcham PhD Soc. ANU

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 8:11 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 08:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Richard
Last name
Green
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2044
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don't turn the fragile National Park into a noisy tourist part for the privileged - that isn't its purpose.
Protect it, don't exploit.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:25:41 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Richard
Last name
Maynard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bellevue Hill NSW 2023
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Earlier genera ions saw the need for parts of the country to be preserved as natural environments. We evolved to live in these. If we lose these, we
have nowhere to escape from noise, cars, buildings and crowds. Our health suffers. As our cities become bigger and more congested, this becomes
more important.
The Snowy Mountains region has plants, animals, climate and geography hat is particularly beautiful, rare and fragile. Low-impact activities such as
bushwalking and ski-touring allow this to be appreciated in peace and quiet, cheaply and wi h minimal harm to he environment. The intention of the
Snowy Mountains SAP is to commercialize this region, with destructive activities that will make the place busier and uglier. More hotels and lodges,
more car parks and helicopters. Goodbye natural beauty; future generations will curse us for our stupidity.
Our elected representatives should be fighting for he public interest, preserving the public estate and opposing attempts to sell it off or "fence the
commons". Instead, they seem to restlessly look for public assets hat can be privatised. A few people make money; he great mass of people lose out.
I have no faith that the views of he public will be taken seriously . Our leaders seem to be too cynical and venal to look to the public good or the future.
Will you prove me wrong?
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 2 July 2021 6:25 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 02/07/2021 - 18:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Richard
Last name
Radajewski
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2605
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
We are a club in the Snowy Mountains with lodges in Thredbo and Guthega. We would love to see the development of Perisher as
an "All year round/All season" destination with development of further recreational infrastructure including a MTB trail that links
Perisher with Blue Cow, Smiggins and Guthega.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 28 July 2021 7:27 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 28/07/2021 - 07:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Richard
Last name
Stanford
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Randwick 2031
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Parks have been created to conserve areas of natural beauty and importance. They should be maintained in their natural
state by not building anywhere on them and by removing feral animals and protecting all native flora and fauna.
I object to the current proposals to damage the Snowy Mountain National Park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 10 August 2021 4:54 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 10/08/2021 - 16:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Richard
Last name
Stanford
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Randwick
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Parks need to be kept free of any development within their boundaries.
They need to be kept free of feral animals and invasive plant species.
Only then can they do what they are intended to do:- conserve all their natural fauna and flora into the future, for ever.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DRNSW Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
FW: Jindabyne Aerodrome Identification in the SAP Master Plan
Tuesday, 24 August 2021 9:35:03 AM

Cheers,
Danielle Smith
EA to Azaria Dobson and Julian Mitton, Precincts
Regional Precincts | Department of Regional NSW
E
M

From: Richard Terpstra
Sent: Tuesday, 24 August 2021 9:28 AM
To: DRNSW Activation Precincts Mailbox <activationprecincts@regional.nsw.gov.au>
Subject: Jindabyne Aerodrome Identification in the SAP Master Plan
To the SAP Master Plan Admin Team,
I have lived in Jindabyne for the last 13 years and been a regular visitor spending
holidays here since 1963.
Over the last 20 years I have been at Jindabyne Aerodrome seeing NSW Rural Fire
Service, RFDS and other community service aircraft using the aerodrome for
emergency operations including refueling, bringing people and supplies in to the area
and extracting people in emergencies.
I support the objectives of the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) to
attract and grow businesses, provide more employment opportunities and to stimulate
the regional economy.   It is great to see our region progressing in a planned way.
Jindabyne Aerodrome an essential community asset in the form of an airbase and
operational centre for the NSW Rural Fire Service during bush fire emergencies a well
as an important airbase for Kosciusko National Parks and Snowy Hydro. Additionally,
Jindabyne Aerodrome is already a significant employment contributor to the region with
very strong potential for employment growth.
Jindabyne Aerodrome is not simply “a connection for charter flights and helicopters” as
stated in the draft master plan.
I submit that importance of Jindabyne Aerodrome be identified in the final SAP Master
Plan and that the aerodrome be included as a Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct and zoned
for related aerodrome related development accordingly.
Along with many fellow residents of Jindabyne I often feel that federal, state and local
government authorities completely undervalue and underestimate the value of this
amazing facility and resource. It would cost relatively little to upgrade and seal the
runway and improve handling facilities. This would bring enormous benefit to the town.
I am a private pilot and also a member of the Jindabyne Aero Club so I also have a
special interest in this facility. I don’t own an aircraft or even fly here regularly myself,
but I am smart enough to recognise a great facility and asset to the town when I see
one. It is hugely underappreciated.
Regards
Richard Terpstra

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 10:17 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 22:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Richard
Last name
Weatherhead
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Tarragindi
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have been skiing on Mt Kosciusko since 1996. I have seen many changes in this time but to be honest, the only thing that's made
it better in my opinion is the snow making because it's getting hotter every year. And of course we all know why that is.
Listen to the experts. Leave it as it is. Stop destroying the natural world that sustains us. If you cannot make development
sustainable, don't do it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
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Submission re Snowy Mountains SAP
I agree to the above statement
Yes

30 Griffiths Avenue
Camden South NSW 2570
23 August 2021

Dear Minister,
I must object, in the strongest terms, to the proposed NSW Government's Special Activation
Precinct Masterplan for the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP).
KNP has for me over the last 50 years been a place of special and unique beauty. I have
benefitted greatly, both physically and mentally from the time I have spent in it through
bushwalking, cross country skiing and fly fishing I just love the place. But during these times I
have come to realise more and more how fragile the place really is and how imperative it is that it
be managed with the utmost care.
Most users of KNP acknowledge how ruggedly beautiful and serene the park is one minute but
with a sudden change of weather how potentially dangerous the mountains can be the next. Such
is the nature of the high country. But few I suspect are fully aware how delicate the park’s
ecosystem really is.
KNP has been severely assaulted in recent years by devastating wildfires and feral animals that
are difficult to control. Human impact on the other hand can continue to be mitigated by good
management and sound science.
I fail to see how an increase in commercialisation of KNP, as set out in the proposed Special
Activation Precinct Masterplan and the Proposed Plan of Management Amendments, qualifies as
continued sound and experienced management of such a treasured public resource.
Furthermore, the proposed draft plan to transfer the Plan of Management of KNP to the
Department for Regional Development NSW, away from the shared input by the NSW National
Parks & Wildlife Service (NP&WS), further erodes the current protections in place for the park. The
NP&WS has served us well and must continue to be the primary resource to protect and manage
KNP for future generations, for all Australians not just a privileged few.
To do anything else but preserve and protect and even improve what remains of the KNP as one
of Australia’s and the world’s great wilderness areas, would be at best foolhardy and poorly
thought through and at worst another national tragedy, which must never be allowed to happen.

Yours faithfully,
Rick Allen Jordan

Talia Walker
From:
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Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park:
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more
environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
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overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing
significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation:
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are
gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial
activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing
so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so
many environmental issues, let’s not add over development of KNP those failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site:
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future
development and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly
designed to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would
be protected by future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual
developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife
Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly
sensitive, extremely significant protected area.
The Resort Precincts:
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally
sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 40% to a new cap of 14,000. All associated
services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to
support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is
that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP
for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow
season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current resorts. The
escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic.
The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a
single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those
beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict
so much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not
for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be
cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful
management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences:
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour
operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely
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detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and
International significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their
significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of
Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to
create a new tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using
large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a national
park setting is entirely at odds with community expectations.
Transport and parking:
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional
accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short
term. One is that the potential sites for expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species
and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their
development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened
ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred
hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in the particular areas proposed for
development such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly
abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the
case of KNP demands better mass transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko:
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance ‘the high ambition
coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea
in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30%
target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land
clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park.
At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to
diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Object
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I am writing to state my objection to the Snowy Mountain SAP.
I have done a lot of reading around this and I just cannot get beyond the fact that there are some incredibly misguided and misleading statements
being used to promote this SAP concept.
In one there is the wish to re-balance (re??) the parks use so that there are more visitors in summer. This can be currently done through sensible
management of the existing facilities, as summer occupancy comes nowhere near the existing 10,000 bed limit. With a good marketing campaign and
more first class mountain bike and hiking trails on and around the existing slopes we would see more of this "balance" . For this you do not need to
create a SAP , nor change the current POM.
The suggestion that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’ is totally misleading. KNP is under threat from many areas - recent
bushfires, existing degradation from the resorts, feral horses damaging fragile ecosystems, Snowy 2 0 and it's potential powerlines. And of course the
white elephant in he room: climate change - how long will it be before we have a much-reduced ski season?
Increasing the overnight capacity of he KNP by 60% and he related increase in degradation to the environment by infrastructure, transport, pollution,
waste disposal etc is totally unacceptable. This proposal is purely for short-term commercial gain and is ignoring the massive damage that it could do
to a national park - an area that has been set aside for all Australians long-term enjoyment.
I totally oppose this Snowy Mountain SAP
Thank you
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
We support the alternative plan for East Jindabyne compared to the first version issued. The second plan appears to protect the
visual amenity of my property
and ensures a native landscape is retained on the lake foreshore. It is critical that
any future development in the area protects the environment and beauty of the region. The local residents appreciate the local
area, views and natural landscape in the area. I appreciate the effort that the NSW Government is putting into this region and it is
critical that Government works with community to protect the value of a local community (not just tourism).
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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With half the park already closed to us tourists who like to explore, this would cause even less for us and ruin a special place for the nsw four wheel
drive clubs amongst o her clubs
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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The further development of any sort in the Alpine region will have detrimental impacts on this unique and fragile ecosystem. There are numerous
threatened species, some of which like the southern corroboree frog are nearing extinction, which will suffer as a result of further developments in the
area.
My other concerns are less and less tracks are accessible by 4wds due to 'sustainability' but at the same time you go and plan further developments in
the same region? The amount of places you can legally camp in the snow I can count in one hand.
I guess the difference is you can generate revenue from developments so that's OK but because you can't tax 4wd access that's not OK.
Leave National Parks as they are, we have destroyed enough of the environment we don't need any more development in sensitive areas.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Hello,
Thankyou for the opportunity to respond to SMSAPP and the proposed changes to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Mangement.
Regards,
Robert Baker
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Protecting the Future of Kosciuszko National Park
A Submission to The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Plan and the Proposed amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park
Plan of Management
I oppose the NSW Government’s proposal to expand commercial
activities within Kosciuszko National Park
Legislative instruments
I am concerned that the proposed amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park
Plan of Management (POM) will shift the control of Kosciuszko National Park
(KNP) from the department of Environment and the National Parks and Wildlife
Service (NPWS) to the department of Regional NSW and consequently, the
department of Planning. This shift would take away from the instrument (POM)
that is best suited to protect KNP. It will make present and future decisions on
the environmental issues that affect the park, more difficult.
Environmental Resilience – Human Footprint Versus Environment
I am concerned about the belief that Kosciuszko National Park will be
environmentally resilient to withstand commercial expansion. Evidence to the
contrary shows an inability to reverse past mistakes and protect
environmentally sensitive flora and fauna and landscapes. In a time when more
focus should be placed upon the environment the government would seek to
increase our footprint into the natural world.
The Remoteness Experience
I am concerned about the affect future commercial activities will have on current
users who already appreciate the remoteness of the Back Country and
Wilderness zones. The short-term experiences like helicopter flights give
nothing back to the long-term sustainability of Kosciuszko National Park.
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Hello,
My name is Robert Baker.
Thank for the opportunity to respond to the proposed changes to the Plan of
Management and the Master Plan.
I am writing this submission because I love Kosciuszko National Park and have
been a keen visitor for more than 40 years. I am a backcountry skier and in
particular enjoy skiing the Western Faces. I love the remoteness and the effort
and experience required to get there.
I care for the environment and I believe it needs to be there for future
generations. However, I am concerned about the continual increase in human
footprint and the detriment it brings to the natural environment. I believe we
should be continually improving the ways in which we protect that environment.
I believe that the proposed amendments to the POM would be detrimental to
Kosciuszko’s natural and cultural values.
Legislative Instruments – It’s a National Park and it should be protected by
a POM
The proposed changes to the POM will make it an enabling document for the
Master plan. The proposal states that the environmental values of KNP would be
protected under the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act (EP& A Act).
This subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP & A Act processes are designed
for the assessment of individual developments and not for the strategic
management of the ecosystems or the conservation and heritage values of the
park.
The proposed amendments would shift the planning hierarchy for National
Parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future development and activities
after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current
proposal will increase commercial access to and returns from activities within
KNP.
I am concerned that if the POM is amended this will allow for future
development with in the park under the EP & A Act without adequate
environmental protection to KNP. There would be a shift in control of KNP away
from the environment minister and the NPWS towards the regional development
minister and consequently provide for easier ways to develop under the EP & A
Act.
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The creation of four new amendments will go further to amend other parts of the
POM. For instance: Under Schedule 4 of the current Plan of Management the use
of Powered flight (landings and take offs) within the four zones is not permitted.
An amendment will make changes possible and very likely.
If the four amendments to the POM are approved, focus on the environment will
diminish and focus on development will increase. This is a disturbing change
because the future of Kosciuszko National Park will be in the hands of people
who are focused on economic outcomes as opposed to those who would be
focused on environmental outcomes.
Environmental Resilience: Human Foot Print Versus Environment
The master plan video claims that Kosciuszko National Park is ‘pristine’ and
‘environmentally resilient.’ These assertions are certainly misleading and, if
genuinely stated, disturbingly ill informed.
To the contrary, the Park is precious and vulnerable. We have a very poor track
record protecting the natural environment within Kosciuszko National Park.
There are many environmental issues that have not been adequately addressed
over the years:

Kosciuszko National Park is not environmentally resilient











We have failed in addressing the damage caused to extremely sensitive
ecosystems by the brumbies
Past damage caused to the park from historic clearing, grazing and mining
have still not been rehabilitated sufficiently
There is considerable damage being caused by the construction of Snowy
2.0 project
Recent intense wild fires throughout the park caused by climate change
have caused considerable damage to the park
Die back in the valleys in and around the resorts and beyond have caused
the death of numerous Snow Gums that take decades to grow and a
proper cause has not yet been established.
Considerable amount of weeds such as Hawke weed and pine trees
remain a constant challenge
Landslides
Foxes and deer
Un-rehabilitated scars from the original Snowy Mountains Scheme
The sewerage system within the resorts cannot cope with current levels

I am concerned about a proposal that states:
“With the natural environment the Snowy Mountain’s most precious asset - it
will leave a minimal footprint on the environment” (Master plan video)
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The proposal will not provide a minimal footprint on the environment. On the
contrary, an increasing footprint will cause a diminishing environment.
Kosciuszko National Park should be managed for its long-term sustainability. It
should be set-aside for future generations who don’t yet have a say in the park’s
management.
Pristine environments need to be supported and not exploited economically.
The proposed master plan and the proposed amendments to the POM do not
outline how any funding arrangements will sustain the future of KNP.
The master plan and the proposed amendments to the POM value economic and
commercial purposes above environmental ones. National Parks are gazetted for
the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and the natural and cultural
values. Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in national
parks, but only where they are consistent with the core values of the park.
Within the resorts, the proposed amendments to the POM and the master plan
would increase bed numbers considerably. The vast majority of beds remain
vacant during the summer months (up to nine months of the year). The master
plan suggests that the increase in bed numbers is to serve the winter peak.
With snow levels diminishing each year, it doesn’t make economic sense to
increase bed numbers in a sector that is on the decline, particularly at the cost of
the long-term sustainability of the park. It concerns me that the amendments
would enable expansion of skiable terrain into the future if ‘winter activities
continue to increase over the next five to ten years.’ (Master plan)
The POM has always been used an instrument to restrain and assess
development within the lease hold areas. The current POM limits bed numbers to
10,000 thereby protecting the values of the park. The current proposal would
require significant upgrades to services such as sewer treatment plants and
overnight parking. There have been no environmental impact assessments of
the proposed increase in beds.
On top of all this, there are significant and rare habitats and native vegetation
that would be under further threat because of a proposed increase in the
development footprint.
The Remoteness Experience
The Back Country Zone (BCZ) covers 49% of the total area of the park.
There should be no commercial expansion outside the leasehold areas. There are
very few places where humans have not made an impact. If we allow expansion
into this area for commercial reasons it will deplete the experience others
already have in the remote areas. Commercial flights in and around the resorts
would impact significantly the experience of those users.
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Under the current POM, “The management focus for the BCZ is to primarily
retain these parts of the park free from further development and, where
appropriate, restore their ecological integrity.”
The proposal ignores this management objective:
The Back Country Zone will be managed as relatively unmodified country within
which:
 The capacity for natural ecological processes and systems to evolve in the
absence of significant human interference is preserved and enhanced and;
 Suitably experienced and equipped visitors can enjoy challenging
recreational experiences in natural or natural-appearing settings.
Amendment to the POM will remove this experience for suitably experienced and
equipped users and prioritize high end users’ experiences.
Conclusion
The master plan and the proposed amendments to the POM do nothing to
enhance the protection and long-term sustainability of KNP. Rather they propose
to endanger the conservation values of KNP.
In a time where we know about the affects of climate change: reduced snow line,
the increase in the number and intensity of fires experienced recently in
Australia, California and Greece, our ambitions should be of a higher order. The
proposed amendments to the POM would be a backward step in the conservation
of our natural world.
The proposal would diminish the role of POM’s. The EP & A Act is the wrong
instrument for environmental assessments in this context. It is the role of the
POM to manage the park. Both the four amendments to the POM and the
master plan should be withdrawn.
The proposal is unacceptable in a highly sensitive, significantly protected area.
National parks are for conservation and low impact recreation. Both proposals
would only serve to intensify the stress already confronting KNP and put the
future of the park at serious risk.
I would be more than happy to speak to this submission.
Yours Sincerely,
Robert Baker
E: robbaker.builder@gmail.com

M:0417 231 544
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Please do not wreck his beautiful place.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Submission attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains SAP submission
23rd August 2021
I thin that the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct is possibly great for Jindabyne but
it should not cover the Kosciuszko National Park or drive the Plan of Management for the
park.
This is a terrible precedent for park management throughout the state.
This is a terrible process for community consultation. There are about 4000 pages of material
to digest to properly understand what is going on.
Some of the proposals within the park are not consistent with the priorities of what can
happen within a national park.

Regards

Rob Pallin
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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Plan for the full time residents. Not the tourists.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

To whom it may concern,

August 12, 2021

I am writing this letter because I have a number of objections to the proposed Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Precinct (SAP) that I wish to convey.

Regarding adminstrative authority of the SAP
I do not understand why the SAP will be managed and delivered by the Department of Regional
NSW. Traditionally, the Department of Planning, Industry and Environment, and its child agency, the
NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS), have been responsible for administering
management and development of Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). I worry that the handing of the
keys over to another department represents a worrying shift in policymaking and demonstrates a
shift in priorities for the future management of the Park. As evidence of this, I point to John
Barilaro’s ongoing obstruction of NPWS’s ability to effectively reduce the brumby population, largely
situated in northern KNP. Despite many environmental reports documenting the environmental
destruction caused by thousands of marauding brumbies in the park, Mr Barilaro has obstinately
prevented any meaningful action from being taken.1

In Jindabyne West Precinct
While I support building a mountain bike park being built outside KNP’s boundaries, I have to say
500 hectares is a huge amount of space, much more than I would think is necessary for building a
reasonable park. Likewise, 100+kms of trails seems excessive to me.2 In comparison, Thredbo’s
skiable area is 480 hectares and the length of its runs is 52 kms.3 I do not ever see the volume of
tourists partcipating in summer downhill sports ever reaching close to those participating in winter
downhill sports, despite future declining snow quality. I would support the creation of a mountain
bike park adjacent to Jindabyne, and outside the KNP, but one which is much smaller is size.

In the proposed Alpine Precinct
1. Helicopter access to alpine villages
I do not support any commercial helicopter activity within the Kosciuszko NP, especially in and
around the villages and towns. This would be a tremendously fuel‐inefficient way of transporting
visitors in and out of the resorts, compared to the more sensible suggestion of establishing a shuttle
bus. Not only is it fuel‐inefficient, but helicopters are noisy, even at heights. To suggest they fly in
and out of the villages, would magnify their already substantial audio and air pollution and be
disruptive to the villagers. The use of helicopters should be restricted to use by emergency services.
2. 4WD access to Summit Track

1

https://www.smh.com.au/national/nsw/barilaro‐s‐brumby‐bill‐has‐been‐a‐catastrophe‐for‐the‐high‐country‐
20210620‐p582jy.html ; https://www.theaustralian.com.au/inquirer/alpine‐brumbies‐seem‐a‐protected‐feral‐
species/news‐story/1446d3198a7d4163eb399638827d4ff2
2
SAP Master Plan pg 65
3
https://www.skiresort.info/ski‐resort/thredbo/

I do not support any commercial use of 4WD vehicles along to Summit Track from Charlotte Pass to
Mt Kosciuszko. This activity was prohibited in 1977 because, quoting the 2006 KNP Plan of
Management, “the park was designated as a biosphere reserve by the Man and Biosphere Bureau of
… UNESCO.”4 Under this biosphere reserve designation, permitting non‐NPWS staff to drive along
the track for recreational purposes was ruled unsustainable. Therefore, for the NSW government to
re‐permit recreational vehicle access, even in any restricted capacity, flys in the face of environemtal
conservatism which the SAP purports to respect.
4. 4000 new beds across the alpine villages
The increasing the total sleeping capacity in the villages by over 40% is a staggering amount and it
makes me worry that it requires an amendment to the KNP Plan of Management. The cap of bed
capacity exists specifically to limit the “impact of climate change” and “potential impacts of the
increase on the natural and cultural values of the park.”5 I do not honestly believe that the
environmental impact can be kept within an acceptable threshold by increasing bed capacity so
substantially.
3. In Thredbo village
a. It is difficult to discern which streets and buildings will be re‐developed in Thredbo because the
streets and buildings have not been labelled in the SAP Master Plan! Walking tracks have been
labelled but not streets or key buildings?
b. I believe that “renewal and redevelopment” of ski lodges and their conversion into apartments
will undermine the aesthetic of alpine village architecture. Lodge architecture underpins the soul of
alpine villages and I do not believe that the removal of older lodges can possibly “support a strong
alpine design character.”6
4. Island Bend
“[n]atural connections to the Snowy River” will not be achieved if a site is developed to include camp
kitchens, hot showers, and cabins.7 Photos and historical descriptions on noticeboards, which
already exist, are what enable an appreciation for the local area history. Turning the campground
into a glamping facility will undermine its modest and simple character. Long distance walkers and
backcountry enthusiasts do not want to come to a campground with thumping music and glampers
who cannot go one night without a hot shower.

Yarrongobilly Caves Precinct
I do not understand the motivation to build onsen huts in Yarrongobilly. There are a Japanese
cultural icon and would be incongruous with the Australia landscape. Furthermore, I think it is
ridiculous to suggest that gas heaters are installed to artificially increase the temperature of a
geothermal spring ‐ is that concept not dripping in irony? Furthermore, to suggest that an gas‐

4

KNP Plan of Management 2006 pg 13
KNP Plan of Management 2006 pg 172
6
SAP Master Plan pg 95
7
SAP Master Plan pg 122
5

heated onsen could be marketed as part of an “eco package” and as “natural experience as possible”
is misleading and inappropriate.8
I also think that the introduction of a fence around the main thermal pool would disproportionately
prioritse safety over the natural aesthetic of the site. The Yarrongobilly area is not a household
backyard and I think it highly unlikely that young children would find themselves in the pool area
without the supervision of their parent/guardian(s).

8

Precinct Planning, KNP, Yarrongobilly pg 31 (https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/research‐and‐
publications/publications‐search/kosciuszko‐national‐park‐draft‐yarrangobilly‐caves‐precinct‐plan)
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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Submission
This area has been a showpiece of Australian alpine wilderness for generations. It is arguably one of he last untouched areas in eastern NSW.
Development of this area goes against he point of a na ional park, and will act as a detriment to the future enjoyment of the park and its wilderness for
future generations.
As recent snow seasons have demonstrated, there is an average decrease in snowfall. Developing these areas as a winter-based attraction will only
have a short term use to any beneficiaries. The money allocated for this development could instead be spent in preserving he national park, and
aiding in the conserva ion of the alpine environment as not only an attrac ion but an investment for he future.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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SAP General Comment
From: Robbie Johnson
Heading: General overview
Sub Heading: Objections
I am a born and bred local resident (7th generation). My families were some of the original settlers to he area. I have a proud history in Jindabyne and
would love to have a future to look forward to as well.
It is very important to remember why people decided to make Jindabyne their home or choose it as a holiday destination. They come/ stay here
because of the beautiful environment - the mountains and the lake - he space. They visit because it is not an overpopulated city, with high rise
buildings, it is a country town in an idyllic setting. The Master Plan acknowledges the natural beauty of the area however is implementing plans to
destroy the very reason we love it, by developing areas that should remain untouched.
My main concern is the ability of he SAP to override the current LEP and the associated protec ions that it carries. The LEP needs to be reviewed,
however giving the SAP the power to change the land zoning to rush projects through, rings alarm bells for me - mates doing deals with mates corruption.
Ini ially I viewed the SAP as a positive opportunity to improve the infrastructure/ facilities of our much loved town to make it better for the community
and visitors alike. However I am very disappointed that the draft Master Plan seems to have little regard for the needs of the full time residents and
disrespects the history of our town. It is a country town - it is not, never was or ever should be a “Alpine Village”. Why do you feel hat he character of
the town needs to change? I have yet to meet anyone who thinks that the “Desired Future Character” of he town should be “The Jindabyne Town
Centre and Foreshore Precinct will transform Jindabyne into a modern ‘alpine village’ ”.
Development and good planning are essential to move forward. The Master Plan is geared towards tourism and the wants of tourists (here for 1 or 2
weeks of the year) and not the needs of the locals. Jindabyne is a community first & foremost, a tourism town is secondary to that.
The Master Plan has only a tokenistic men ion of the aged care requirements of the community. I would like to see a dedicated area of land for aged
care with room to grow. It is just as important, if not more important as setting aside 500ha for a mountain bike & adventure park.
Snowy Hydro recently released its surplus land (land that was taken from the people of Jindabyne to build the Hydro Scheme). Focus the planning in
these areas for the future grow h & needs of both full- ime residents, staff & tourists. You do not need to intensify growth in the center of town or on the
foreshores of the lake.
Centering the plans around an operational lake indicates very little understanding of the environment. The extreme clima ic conditions seem to have
been forgotten. For many mon hs of the year the town is not suited to the “walkability” visions you have - too cold, too hot, too dry or too windy.

Please listen to the needs of the people who have lived here for more than five minutes, the people who love the town, the people who are connected
to this land, not to those that are here to make a quick dollar.
A plan that is not supported by the community is not a good plan.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

SAP submission
I am a born and bred local resident (7th generation). My families were some of the original
settlers to the area. I have a proud history in Jindabyne and would love to have a future to look
forward to as well.
It is very important to remember why people decided to make Jindabyne their home or choose it
as a holiday destination. They come/ stay here because of the beautiful environment - the
mountains and the lake - the space. They visit because it is not an overpopulated city, with high
rise buildings, it is a country town in an idyllic setting. The Master Plan acknowledges the
natural beauty of the area however is implementing plans to destroy the very reason we love it,
by developing areas that should remain untouched.
My main concern is the ability of the SAP to override the current LEP and the associated
protections that it carries. The LEP needs to be reviewed, however giving the SAP the power to
change the land zoning to rush projects through, rings alarm bells for me - mates doing deals
with mates - corruption.
Initially I viewed the SAP as a positive opportunity to improve the infrastructure/ facilities of our
much loved town to make it better for the community and visitors alike. However I am very
disappointed that the draft Master Plan seems to have little regard for the needs of the full time
residents and disrespects the history of our town. It is a country town - it is not, never was or
ever should be a “Alpine Village”. Why do you feel that the character of the town needs to
change? I have yet to meet anyone who thinks that the “Desired Future Character” of the town
should be “The Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore Precinct will transform Jindabyne into a
modern ‘alpine village’ ”.
Development and good planning are essential to move forward. The Master Plan is geared
towards tourism and the wants of tourists (here for 1 or 2 weeks of the year) and not the needs
of the locals. Jindabyne is a community first & foremost, a tourism town is secondary to that.
The Master Plan has only a tokenistic mention of the aged care requirements of the community.
I would like to see a dedicated area of land for aged care with room to grow. It is just as
important, if not more important as setting aside 500ha for a mountain bike & adventure park.
Snowy Hydro recently released its surplus land (land that was taken from the people of
Jindabyne to build the Hydro Scheme). Focus the planning in these areas for the future growth
& needs of both full-time residents, staff & tourists. You do not need to intensify growth in the
center of town or on the foreshores of the lake.
Centering the plans around an operational lake indicates very little understanding of the
environment. The extreme climatic conditions seem to have been forgotten. For many months of
the year the town is not suited to the “walkability” visions you have - too cold, too hot, too dry or
too windy.

Please listen to the needs of the people who have lived here for more than five minutes, the
people who love the town, the people who are connected to this land, not to those that are here
to make a quick dollar.
A plan that is not supported by the community is not a good plan.

Robbie Johnson
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Submission
My objection to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct is set out in the attached file.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

OBJECTION TO SNOWY MOUNTAINS SPECIAL ACTIVATION PRECINCT
My objection to the SMSAP proposals does not relate to those areas outside of
the Kosciusko National Park.
I have been a regular visitor to the Kosciusko National Park (KNP) and
surrounding areas, both rural and urban, for many years. My main interests are
camping, walking and skiing, both downhill and cross country. I am also
interested in the human history of the area. This includes the first people, the
early white settlers, the hydro‐ electric scheme and the development of skiing.
As a regular visitor, I am aware of the pressures that increased visitation to the
NP are causing. I am also aware of the calls for more accommodation and
facilities within the NP. I have experienced the problems of access, including
traffic and parking congestion.
KNP is a special and somewhat fragile place. It is under increasing threat from
climate change, human activities and feral pests. We already have the bizarre
reality of an Act of Parliament which preserves the existence within the park, of
feral horses which are causing undeniable significant damage. Of special
concern is the prospect of helicopter flights into the resort areas within the
park. To allow this intrusion by the privileged few is nothing short of obscene
and cannot be justified on the pretext of relieving the pressure on the roads.
I do not believe the park should be seen as an opportunity for further
development, despite the forecast economic benefits. The purpose of a national
park should never be the raising of revenue.
I believe that we should consider KNP to be “full”. I accept that my position may
be seen to be selfish as I have had plenty of opportunity to enjoy the park in
easier times. However, if our ever‐ increasing population cannot easily access or
find accommodation in the park, then that is unfortunate but must be accepted.
The future wellbeing of the natural state of the park must always be the
overriding consideration.
Robert Kitchener.
Yagoona NSW 2199
17 August 2021
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges
in Guthega and a lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski
Club and the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment
whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko
National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I do not want the Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct (SMSAP) to proceed.
I am a user of the Kosciuszko National Park. I have walked, skied, camped, parked and stayed in commercial accommodation in the KNP many times
as a youth and now an adult. I understand what a valuable and priceless resource he KNP is. I believe that it should be maintained and preserved,
much as it is now, for the benefit of future genera ions.
The NSW Government’s message that the KNP is in pristine condition and hat none of its proposals under the SMSAP would damage the park is at
best uninformed, but more likely wrong.
These reckless proposals overturn more than forty years of careful planning and management in KNP. The balance between the protection of he
environment and recreational activities is being discarded by plans that treat KNP as little more than a commercial commodity. Please don’t do this!
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I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park.
It has two lodges in Gu hega and a lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse he Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski
Club and the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of
interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please refer to my submission attached. Regards Rob Staples
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Robert Staples and Associates
Consulting Engineers and Project Managers

23 August 2021
Project Ref: PN 261

Draft Snowy Mountains SAP Master Plan – Private
Response Submission
Context
The development and release on public exhibition of the Draft Snowy Mountains
Strategic Activation Precinct (SAP) Master Plan (SM SAP MP) by the NSW
Government will impact the region. Robert Staples and Associates (RSA) has provided
a number of clients with assistance preparing response submissions specifically
addressing the utility servicing impacts (water supply, sewerage, stormwater drainage
and road infrastructure) of the SM SAP MP draft proposals in relation to their specific
sites.
This submission is a personal response to elements of the SM SAP MP draft proposals.
It includes reference to statements contained within the draft proposal as well as
reference to issues considered of significant importance that seem to have been glossed
over as givens and yet in the scheme of things is very relevant to the notion of due
process with respect to assessment of development proposals within the region.
The author of this response, Rob Staples, has an informed understanding of the water,
wastewater, stormwater drainage and roading infrastructure within the SM SAP MP
study area. His background of direct relevance is:
•

•

•
•
•

He has lived, socialised, participated in a range of community organisations and
activities, raised a family, worked and enjoyed the quality of life in the Snowy
Mountains Region for almost 40 years (arrived here in 1982) – he loves this
region and the true spirit of Australia captured in its raw unadulterated beauty
1982-1994 - Water and Wastewater Engineer / Deputy Shire Engineer for the
former Snowy River Shire Council overseeing:
o 1987 - Barry Way Zone water and sewer servicing (designed and
constructed by developers of the Station Resort)
o 1990 – 1991 East Jindabyne/Berridale/Dalgety Water Supply
Augmentation (designed and constructed by NSW Public Works
Department)
o 1992-93 East Jindabyne/Tyrolean Village Sewerage Scheme (designed
and constructed by NSW Public Works Department)
1994 – 2000 – Director of Corporate Planning and Research (SRSC) and for
periods acting General Manager
1996 – 2004 – Director Board of Tourism Snowy Mountains
2000 - Author and Project Coordinator on behalf of ITS Engineering Services
consulting to SRSC – ‘Snowy River Contributions Plan 1998 – Appendix 7:
South Jindabyne Access System’ (including feasibility assessment of options for
intersection design for connector road to Kosciuszko Road at Copper Tom
Point/Waste Management Facility)

Robert Staples and Associates
Consulting Engineers and Project Managers

BERRIDALE NSW 2628

Robert Staples and Associates
Consulting Engineers and Project Managers

•

•
•

•
•

2000-2007 – Contracted to NSW NPWS as Project Director for Perisher Range
Resorts Infrastructure Upgrade Project– Augmentation of Sewerage /Water
Supply/Roads Infrastructure (designed and constructed by NSW Public Works
Department)
2005 - Consultant to SRSC – author of ‘Jindabyne and Villages Planning Project –
Analysis of Infrastructure Capacity and Needs Assessment’ – Robert Staples and
Associates December 2005)
2009 – Acting Director of Engineering and Technical Services Snowy River Shire
Council - directly conceived and commissioned the following strategic studies:
o 2009 – ‘Jindabyne Water Supply System Servicing Strategy’ (Hunter Water
Australia – October 2009)
o 2009 – ‘Jindabyne Sewerage Scheme’ (MWH – October 2010)
2000 – present day – Principal of Robert Staples and Associates – Consulting Civil
Engineers and Project Managers. Practice operating primarily within the Snowy
Mountains Regional Council LGA.
Fellow of the Institution of Public Works Engineering Australasia – currently serving
on the Infrastructure Project Management Panel of IPWEA NSWACT.

Documents Reviewed
The following documents published by the NSW Government as part of the SM SAP
MP suite of documents have been reviewed for the purposes of this response:
1. SMSAPMP – Draft Master Plan (NSW Government June 2021)
2. SMSAPMP – Draft Master Plan Appendix (NSW Government June 2021)
3. SMSAPMP – Draft Structure Plan Report_Part 1_Structure Plans (Jensen Plus
June 2020)
4. SMSAPMP – Draft Structure Plan Report_Part 2_Structure Plans (Jensen Plus
June 2020)
5. Technical Study Report – Engineering Infrastructure (WSP June 2021)
6. Technical Study Report – Engineering Flooding and Water Quality (WSP June
2021)
Key Issues Summary
The following are what I consider to be the key issues arising from the Draft Snowy
Mountains Strategic Activation Precinct (SAP) Master Plan:
•

•

As an overall comment I believe the initiative for such a broad reaching document is to
be commended. It represents yet another watershed moment in the strategic direction of
this region. It brings together the jewel in the crown, Kosciuszko National Park
reuniting it in a meaningful way with the crown itself comprised of the supporting
surrounding areas. Both are magnificent largely natural assets to be nurtured and
cherished – not exploited at any cost.
The MP proposes development of a staging plan [by SMRC] for the timely and efficient
development of the sub-precinct, including infrastructure provision, delivery and
sequencing. The concern is whether or not SMRC has the capacity to commit to provide
adequate staff resourcing toward strategic planning of water/sewerage/stormwater/road
network infrastructure and conversion of same into a funded delivery plan for those
services when they are needed. Councils existing resources are stretched to the limit and
buckling under the load of existing infrastructure and develop demands let alone cater
for the demands which will emanate from the SM SAP MP if fully or even partially
implemented.
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•

•

•
•

•

•

Water Supply and Sewerage servicing and proposals as captured in the SM SAP MP are
for the most part consistent with servicing needs and future development activity –
these are supported. The concern here is that Council will adopt a ‘Business As Usual’
response to this need. If that is the case then nothing will change. The upgrades
identified are not new – they have been predicted in previous reporting as far back as
2005 and now we find the present day Council/ Council staff have to take on the burden
of inexplicable deferral of such essential and yet predictable works.
The ongoing operational monitoring and updating of the Asset Upgrade Strategies is
fundamental for any water supply authority. The areas for the most part proposed for
development are not new – previous settlement and growth strategies and associated
studies have identified this. The problem is that Council does not appear to have
adequately planned for the required infrastructure upgrades and actively funded those
necessary upgrades. The investigation, approvals and designs for these essential works
need to be ‘shovel ready’ to facilitate the timely construction of these facilities to meet
demand. The lag in provision of this essential infrastructure as evidenced from the
reports is not particularly satisfactory and needs to be addressed. The SAP MP quite
appropriately highlights this. Council must be proactive and take the lead in this, not sit
back and wait for development to undertake the work.
In the context of the SAP a KEY action is for SMRC to properly resource, fund and
plan for the continual upgrade and maintenance of its water and wastewater assets in a
timely fashion in order to meet demand as it arises.
Stormwater drainage – there are implications for future development with more
stringent design conditions applied to site runoff. This is supported. Council has no
strategic or operational approach to stormwater and erosion management with respect to
discharges into Lake Jindabyne and this does not currently attract any priority response
from Council in its budget or operational plans.
Funding for the planning, design and construction of the upgrade of roading / water
supply / sewerage and stormwater drainage infrastructure to in compliance with
Council’s design and construction specifications is an issue to be addressed. The SAP
allocates responsibility for this to SMRC. Council must commit resources at all levels
to make this happen including planning, funding, design and construction and most
importantly a resolute commitment to actively support the proposed infrastructure
improvements.
The lengthy processing time by Council for Development Applications and associated
applications (CC, s138, s68 etc) is a major constraint to development and investment in
the region. Similarly for major development work the frequent lack of strategic
infrastructure planning is a barrier in terms of investigation, design and construction
timing. This coupled with outdated and in some respects inconsistent Development and
Design Specifications, which are still based on former Shire boundaries (pre the 2016
amalgamation), point to an underlying need for Council to rethink its approach to
development and adequately resource these key areas of its jurisdiction. No amount of
good ideas promulgated in the SM SAP MP will come to fruition if Council does not
commit the necessary level of technical and administrative expertise needed to support
and facilitate development in line with the intentions of the MP.

Ref
Description
Comment
SMSAPMP – Draft Master Plan (NSW Government June 2021)
SMSAPMP – Draft Master Plan APPENDIX (NSW Government June 2021)
P26

Stormwater

In terms of impacts for future development the following
provisions on p27 are relevant to consider:
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Performance Criteria
A. Maintain or improve the ecological condition of waterbodies and
their riparian zones in catchments over the long term.
B. Development should implement on-site water management and
water quality systems through: the capture and reuse of water onsite
the treatment of water on-site with any water discharged back into
catchments having a neutral or beneficial effect on water quality
incorporating water sensitive urban design principles into the
development’s-built form and landscaping.

These requirements are not out of the ordinary for current
development – they are noted here to highlight the
reinforcement being applied by government agencies toward
environmental protection and the implications for new
development particularly arising from management of water
run-off.

SMSAP – Draft Structure Plan Report_Part 1_Structure Plans (Jensen Plus June 2020)
P29
15 - Enabling
Upgrade aged wastewater infrastructure essential.
Infrastructure
Critical that SMRC plan for these upgrade works into the
future consistent with the identified development strategies –
Council must take the lead in this strategic infrastructure and
asset management planning and not leave it to developers to
trigger the activity.
Technical Study Report – Engineering Infrastructure (WSP June 2021)
S2.2 p6 Background
Does not reference previous studies commissioned by SRSC –
information
• Jindabyne Water Supply System Servicing Strategy
(Hunter Water Australia – October 2009)
• Jindabyne Sewerage Scheme (MWH – October 2010)
Table
Opportunities
It is assumed this applies to the Water intake licence for
2.3 p12 Point 4 states
Jindabyne. This affects availability of water supply for the
‘Review and
whole of the Jindabyne Region.
upgrade existing
Add Constraint 5: Provide adequate staff resourcing by SMRC
licencing to
toward strategic planning of water/sewerage/stormwater
increase the
infrastructure and conversion of same into a funded delivery
supply.
plan.
No reference here toward the management of stormwater
runoff into Lake Jindabyne as a ‘Water Quality’ issue relevant
to potable water supply quality.
Council has no strategic or operational approach to stormwater
and erosion management with respect to discharges into Lake
Jindabyne and this does not currently attract any priority
response from Council in its budget or operational plans
S4 p30
Previous studies
No reference to any of the various strategy design reports by
NSW PWD for Jindabyne Sewerage Scheme, East Jindabyne
Sewerage Scheme. Also no reference to:
• Jindabyne Water Supply System Servicing Strategy
(Hunter Water Australia – October 2009)
• Jindabyne Sewerage Scheme (MWH – October 2010)
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Fig 4.2
p40

SMRC Water
Supply Systems
Serviced Areas

The mapping is inaccurate. This plan shows Cobbon Estate as
within the W/S service area – it does not have reticulated town
water supply. Lakewood Estate is serviced by the Jindabyne
town water supply however is not included in the mapping.

Table
4.3
pp43-49

Wastewater
Infrastructure
Summary

Noted the identified need to upgrade JSPS6 (servicing
Leesville sewage catchment). The need for upgrades was
identified in 2005 (report by RSA to SRSC – Jindabyne and
Villages Planning Project – Analysis of Infrastructure
Capacity and Needs Assessment – Robert Staples and
Associates December 2005) and earlier.

S6.1.2
pp84-87

Wastewater
Infrastructure –
Growth Areas

S7.1.1.2
p94-96

Water supply
source and
treatment

General Comment: there are numerous references to ‘unknown
or unavailable data’ – this is hard to comprehend as these
facilities are licensed and volumetric monitoring is generally a
key component of licensing. This overall report appears to
have been done in haste and lacking in some relevant detail.
Further detailed planning studies will be required as identified
in the report.
The original East Jindabyne Sewerage augmentation design
reports (NSW Public Works) completed around 1991 provides
all the relevant design parameters and assumptions for this
system. In particular overflow storage capacity was built into
the SPS design to accommodate future growth and also
emergency storage. In addition the trunk main traversing the
Lake Jindabyne dam wall was designed and constructed for a
future 6000EP design capacity. None of these reports are
referenced in any of the documentation.
The following statement in the report: ‘SMRC are currently
undertaking a scoping study for a WTP upgrade project which
will provide secondary filtration at Jindabyne, East Jindabyne
and Kalkite intakes or, alternatively, rationalisation of the
separate intakes to a central location in Jindabyne’.
Rationalisation of the separate intakes is highly unlikely given
the distances and topography involved.
The following statement in the report:
‘Due to the high-level nature of the master planning inputs
available, and as an existing hydraulic model is not available,
network servicing requirements have only been developed at a
high-level.’
This statement is simply NOT TRUE. There IS a report and
detailed modelling of the system contained in the following
report commissioned by Council:
Jindabyne Water Supply System Servicing Strategy (Hunter
Water Australia – October 2009)
The discussion in this section of the report pp94-96 is partly
correct however clearly the lack of reference to the HWA
report and the extensive modelling undertaken at that time with
very clear augmentation strategies and timeframes is a real
concern.
The following comment is noted from the report:
Significant investigations are required including building a
network hydraulic model to develop a holistic planning

P95

P97

Network
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strategy for the Jindabyne and East Jindabyne water network.
This strategy should define the extent and staging of upgrades
to cater for growth and should also consider asset condition
issues and renewals.
An earlier detailed planning strategy exists – it has simply not
been captured in this report. The earlier modelling would
require updating. SMRC management deficiencies with respect
to water and wastewater are again demonstrated. The ongoing
operational monitoring and updating of the Asset Upgrade
Strategies is fundamental for any water supply authority. The
areas for the most part proposed for development are not new –
previous settlement and growth strategies and associated
studies have identified this. The problem is that Council does
not appear to have adequately planned for the required
infrastructure upgrades and actively funded those necessary
upgrades. The investigation, approvals and designs for these
essential works need to be ‘shovel ready’ to facilitate the
timely construction of these facilities to meet demand. The lag
in provision of this essential infrastructure as evidenced from
the reports is not particularly satisfactory and needs to be
addressed. The SAP MP quite appropriately highlights this.
In the context of the SAP a KEY action is for SMRC to
properly resource, fund and plan for the continual upgrade and
maintenance of its water and wastewater assets in a timely
fashion in order to meet demand as it arises.
P102

Jindabyne STP
Plant capacity

The following comment is noted from the report:
In consultation with SMRC, the latter indicated that they did
not have any objections to the proposed upgrade plans as
presented in the Concept Design for the Jindabyne STP (NSW
Public Works 2010), but that they have simply not acted on all
the recommendations made in the report thus far. SMRC
recognises that an expansion to the plant will be required in
the next few years.
This further reinforces SMRC inability or reluctance to manage
in a strategic sense its asset upgrades (works and funding) to
facilitate development and growth. This is glaringly obvious
from this report.

P104

Next Steps on
Validating
Jindabyne STP
Expansion Plans
Likely SPS
upgrades

Agree with the discussion however it is years behind in timing
highlighted by Council’s reporting of performance breaches
and non-compliances with respect to the EPA licensing of the
Jindabyne STP. SMRC are again accountable for this.
The following statement is incorrect:
JSPS2A (formerly JSPS1)
JSPS1 is a completely different site to JSPS2A and is located
along the Barry Way. It has been taken out of service as
JSPS2A, when constructed, included the catchment from
JSPS1 (which serviced the original Snow Way Estate
constructed before the 1982 augmentation of the Jindabyne
Sewerage System). Upgrade of both these Sewage Pumping
Stations as noted will definitely be required as will others in
the network. Age of infrastructure as well as exceedance of
original design capacities are the key factors. Much of the
sewerage pipework (in the old town area) dates to the 1960’s

P106
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and the key lifting/transfer and treatment infrastructure were
constructed as part of the augmentation activity completed in
1982 (new STP, SPS’s and trunk mains).
S7.1.4.1
P116

Stormwater
Infrastructure
Jindabyne

The management of stormwater runoff into Lake Jindabyne is a
significant ‘Water Quality’ issue which council has failed to
recognise in its Operational Plans.
Council has no strategic or operational approach to stormwater
and erosion management with respect to discharges into Lake
Jindabyne and this does not attract any priority response from
Council.
S9
Conclusions and
The key missing recommendation is that Council needs to
P138
Recommendations properly resource strategic planning converting to
asset/operational/financial planning to provide the
infrastructure in time for when it is actually needed. Not years
after the assets have reached their capacity and serviceable
limit.
SMSAP Masterplan
P87
Technical Study Report – Engineering Flooding and Water Quality (WSP June 2021)
P70
S5.8.4 Dam
This statement is difficult to comprehend. The consequence of
Failure Flood
flooding from a dam failure surely must be taken into
Risk – statement
consideration when considering land use planning decisions
‘The consequence consistent with the recommendations of the report.
assessments are
not intended to be
used to inform
land use planning
decisions and
therefore the
information in the
reports is not
included in this
technical study’.
P84
S6.6.1.2 – Gross
This is an important recommendation and needs to be followed
Pollutant Traps up by Council. Council does not currently recognise
As such they are
Stormwater Management as a priority activity. Council needs
recommended to
to develop Stormwater Management Plans and implement
be installed at the measures such as those recommended from this study.
end of stormwater
networks, such as
those discharging
into Lake
Jindabyne and at
the edge of
carparks, similar
to the Stormceptor
(refer to Section
3.7) at the
Perisher car park.
Pp90-91 Recommendations The study recommendations should reinforce the need for
Council to recognise Stormwater Management as a significant
and important issue and develop and implement mitigation
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measures to achieve water quality goals for the sensitive
environment around Lake Jindabyne.

I would be happy to discuss any aspect of these views with members of the SAP
planning team.

Robert Staples JP
MBA, BE(Civil), Grad.Dip.LG Mgt, LGE
FIPWEA, LGEA
Principal
Robert Staples and Associates
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noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 4:09:27 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 16:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Robert
Last name
Walker
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sutherland
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To Whom it may concern
I have particular concerns regarding the plans for development of Island Bend Area of the National Park.
Island Bend is one of very few areas of the park not developed and commercialized. This makes it an ideal staging point for white water paddlers, back
country skiers/walkers and fishermen who do not necessarily have the budget or inclination to stay in commercially operated accommodation.
The unstructured nature of Island Bend is well suited to small groups and large.
For Example , The Snowy River Extreme Race which is one of Australia's most significant paddling events that brings toge her paddlers from all over
Australia and beyond utilizes Island Bend each October Long Weekend for over 150 paddler plus families.
Commercialization of this area will no doubt come with some exclusivity arrangement where NPWS could not maintain an unstructured facility in close
proximity to a new commercially run operations.
Access to the river is also important as this stretch is one of Australia's premier white water river sections. Any commercial operation with a contract to
operate in this area cannot be allowed to monopolize the access to the river at island bend.
Addition of "glamping" facilities as camping is detracting from the challenge and spirit of adventure. To make an area accessible without the need for
hardship or graft, to make a place so "safe" that no prepara ion, training, knowledge or planning is required to be here ruins the experience for those
who have put in this effort.
Please keep island bend free and unstructured. These areas are becoming harder to find.
Robert Walker
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:37:12 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Robert
Last name
Walker
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3658
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The size of na ional and state parks should not be reduced for any reason.
They should only be expanded.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 8 August 2021 4:41:16 PM
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Submitted on Sun, 08/08/2021 - 16:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
ROBERT
Last name
WILDMAN
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Summer Hill
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission-2021-08-08.pdf

Submission
I have provided a written attached document with my submission
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission on the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Master
Plan and the Proposed Plan of Management
In general, I support the Master plan in the areas OUTSIDE the Kosciuszko, BUT I
thoroughly object to the plan where it impacts the National Park.

Issues with Master Plan and the Kosciuszko Plan of Management
Let me state at this point, I have no objections with the proposal for the renewal of
Jindabyne and the areas outside the National Park.
I have, however, very serious problems with what is proposed particular in relation to the
handing of all management from the National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS) to the
Department of Regional NSW via the proposed new KNP Plan of Management.
This change alone means that developments within the Precinct, which are also within the
National Park, will be overseen by a department which has, as its basis, the role of
encouraging business development first and foremost. I cannot see anything in the Plan
which ensures that the NPWS will have any control over what is done within its Park
borders. There are lots of words which describe how the NPWS will be part of the
development of the plan and this may be so, but once the plan is approved, the NPWS will
have no say in managing this section of the park.
It is understandable that the developments in Jindabyne are part of the plan to revitalise
the area, but this still does not give license to hand over the develop in the Park to the
same organisation that is responsible for the developments outside the Park. The original
Plan of Management for the Park was done in 2006 and this plan not only dealt with the
built-up areas within the park but all the other areas of unique biodiversity within its
boundaries. It could be argued that this arrangement could continue without the need to
split the management of the park into two separate bodies.
Having read the plan for the alpine resorts, it would seem that there is very little
imagination in the solutions presented. The one thing the plan revisits time and again is
the level of traffic entering the park but the solution is the provide more parking in these
three areas. This is akin to the very outmoded idea that building a freeway will clean up the
traffic problem; we all know now that it only encourages more cars.
The changes to the resorts to make them all year round venues is relying on visitors
wanting one thing; more of the same that is being built in Jindabyne. Should we be
allowing Perisher resort, for example, to be open all night for the whole year? If this is built,
it surely will attract more visitation, but is this the type of visitation that we need in a
national park? It is a National Park first and this type of development belittles the natural
value of the area. On the NPWS website, it states that Kosciuszko National Park already
attracts 2.1 million people annually. Why are they coming? It is certainly not to sit around in
bars in one of the most precious and rare environments in Australia.

Here is a quote from the objectives in the Masterplan (p25):
“Develop mutually beneficial relationships with Country that protect, promote and enhance
the natural beauty and environmental values of the precinct including its unique
biodiversity, heritage places and landscape character”
Does this match the developments proposed in the Masterplan? An extended village in
Perisher with open-all-year facilities, extended accommodation in the Thredbo valley.

There are a number of other issues I noticed in the plan:
•

much, much more development of private companies running more intrusive tourist
activities (4WD trips, driving on roads which are now closed). The overall
impression from the objectives in both the POM and the Masterplan is simply
raising revenue. The developments suggested at Yarrangobilly Caves will make this
into a fun park and not a wilderness experience.

•

The proposal to fly guests from both Jindabyne and Cooma via helicopter (or as it
says in the plan, some form of vertical take-off and landing planes) is at complete
odds to the reason we have the national park in the first place.

There is definitely a need for a review on a regular basis of the park, its facilities, on the
balance between development and the natural environment of the park and there is a
forum for this; the plan of management. This Masterplan is full of disingenuous statements
which are designed to paint a rosy picture of what this development will do for the area.
What I take from this plan is that the developers are serving up the same style of tourist
facilities which abound throughout the world.
This park deserves better than this. People go to Kosciuszko because of its heritage and
because they enjoy being in this environment. What this plan proposes is NOT the answer
for people; it has been designed for developers.
The park has also suffered enough from cattle farming to mining, with its remnant rubbish
still all over the park, to bushfires (remember 2003 and 2019), and the huge problem of
feral animals all over the park. This park needs care and this proposal is an old fashioned
grab for money, simple as that.
The developments in Jindabyne will only be possible if there is something worthwhile for
visitors to see and experience. If the park, their main reason for coming, is degraded by
this development, it will be just a case of destroying the one thing that means anything to
tourists anyway.
Let’s aim higher so that we can enhance people’s experience and maintain the jewel that
we have in KNP for generations to come.

Robert Wildman
Summer Hill
NSW 2130
I declare that I do not support any party financially or am not a member of any political
party.
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Robin
Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Springwood
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the development of Kosciuszko National Park this is a unique national Park and should be treated as such.
The National Parks Association should be in charge of the running and planning of this area and should not be by passed .
There are unique endangered species such as the Mountain Pygmy Possum that only exist in area which will be endangered by the development of
commercial interests that are being planned.
Money should not be more important than our National Parks which are already struggling with the effects of climate change.
Thankyou for giving me the chance to have my say.
Sincerely
Robin

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission Type
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Name
First name
Robyn
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Barlow
I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Deakin 2600
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Please find attached our objec ions as outlined in PRR Joint Stakeholders SM SAP Submission
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessments
Dept of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022
Parramatta NSW 2124
20 August 2021
Dear Ms. Sargeant,
Perisher Range Resorts Joint Submission to SM SAP Consultation
This submission has been prepared on behalf of:
Perisher Blue Pty Ltd (PBPL),
The Ski Lodges Organisation of Perisher, Smiggins and Guthega Inc (SLOPES), and
the Perisher Resorts Chamber of Commerce (jointly the Perisher Stakeholders)
who are the three major stakeholder groups within the Perisher Range Resorts (PRR or Resort),
being respectively the snow resort operator, along with the representative groups for 55,000
members and guests of 88 ski clubs, and the commercial hotel, lodge, retail and food and beverage
operators within the PRR. These groups collectively represent all major stakeholders within the PRR
who will be affected by the implementation of the SAP Master Plan and will be key partners with
Government in delivering the plan’s objectives. Collectively they own or manage most of the
facilities and recreational infrastructure which attract visitors to the Perisher range and the back
country, especially in winter but also in summer. Due to their long-standing investment and
presence in the Resort, these groups are uniquely placed to understand the complex challenges
applicable to the PRR that have impeded development in the past. The Perisher Stakeholders have
previously made joint submissions to related processes, including the review of governance
arrangements applicable to the PRR announced in 2016.
The Resort is the largest generator of winter visitors and economic activity in the alpine region
annually. The importance of the Resort to both the NSW economy and revenue to the NPWS cannot
be overstated. As the SAP acknowledges, substantial growth in the number of visitors to the KNP is
anticipated and needs to be planned for.
Overarching Comments:
These Perisher Stakeholders are aligned in their vision for the PRR and the key outcomes they wish
to see delivered through the Snowy Mountains SAP process, and have prepared the following
submission to emphasise the level of alignment between Perisher Stakeholders regarding the
following points:
1. Perisher Stakeholders support the vision of the SAP Master Plan to reinforce Perisher as a
leading destination for winter and year-round tourism in the Snowy Mountains Region, and
the plan’s recognition that Alpine Resorts will continue to play an essential role in providing
sustainable access to sport, recreation, and the unique environment at the PRR.
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2. Perisher Stakeholders support the proposed increase in beds to 5,192 within the PRR as
they have been long called for in combination with the delivery of an enhanced village
centre and improved amenity in the Resort.
3. Perisher Stakeholders support planning for climate change and a growing year-round
economy in the Snowy Mountains Region, however, believe that the plan has failed to
sufficiently identify opportunities for continued winter adaptation and investment, noting
ongoing developments in snowmaking and grooming technology.
4. Perisher Stakeholders support Government’s attempts to identify solutions to the existing
unsafe and congested road access arrangements to the Resort. Perisher Stakeholders seek
to emphasise the important role that increased accommodation within the Resorts must
play in alleviating transport congestion and associated environmental impacts in providing
access to future demand to visit the resorts.
5. Perisher Stakeholders seek commitments from Government to address historic shortfalls
in transport, common user infrastructure, and municipal infrastructure investment
through the SAP process. The plan takes steps in the right direction by acknowledging the
growing demand of snowplay audiences, the need to deliver car parking, and shortfalls in
public infrastructure investment at Perisher but needs to commit to ongoing sustainable
levels of Government funding for common user infrastructure.
6. Perisher Stakeholders submit that delivery of the plan to realise Government’s vision for
the Snowy Mountains and the resort is entirely reliant on Government addressing the
governance barriers, especially for the Resort, that have been appropriately identified by
the Master Plan and supporting documents.
7. Perisher Stakeholders submit that a thoughtful and detailed review of the Alpine SEPP’s
contents is required to achieve the SAP’s goals for the Resort. Direct engagement with
Perisher Stakeholders is required to create a functional planning system, with appropriate
environmental and risk controls built in.
8. Perisher Stakeholders submit that the Alpine SEPP and related documents should form the
primary plan for land-use, and that Development Applications should never be contingent
on further land manager approval, for anything other than the grant of land tenure.
9. Perisher Stakeholders submit that inconsistencies between the Plan of Management and
Master Plan emphasise the need to remove ambiguity from the development process at
Perisher by minimising duplication between the Alpine SEPP and PoM so that the PoM
delegates complete authority for planning the Resorts to the SAP and SEPP.
Detailed Comments
1.

Master Plan

Perisher Stakeholders broadly support the vision proposed in the structure plan for the PRR,
including an emphasis on improved public realm, supporting mixed-use development where
appropriate, and not curtailing the delivery of car parking.
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The Master Plan relies on the creation of DCPs or equivalent documents to provide more detail to
the form and controls applicable to future resort development. With respect to resort villages, it will
be critical that the above issues are addressed in practical manners that will deliver the development
aims of the Master Plan in consultation with Perisher Stakeholders for the PRR. It will be critical that
there is clarity around who is responsible for delivery of DCPs with an apparent lack of ownership by
NPWS as landowner for planning matters in the past. This has led to the current state of planning
malaise in the PRR.
Perisher Village
Perisher Stakeholders support the vision to create a mixed-use core to support a vibrant
centre of the Perisher Village area, as this largely constitutes a refinement of the existing
vision for the car park precinct.
The need to enhance the Perisher Village area has been recognised and supported in
principle by key stakeholders, including government, for approximately two decades– but
has been the subject of malaise.
The SAP affords a unique opportunity to convert an ageing and unappealing village area into
a modern, visually attractive, vibrant and environmentally sensitive place.
A key issue to the SAP vision is provision for infill development. The statements on page 98
of the Master Plan document supporting infill development on existing lease areas will need
to be supported by appropriate mapping and amendments to the Alpine SEPP so that
expansion is permitted at least in all existing and proposed road-serviced areas of the
Village.
Given the existing separation of sites within the Perisher Village area, Perisher Stakeholders
believe that increased infill development including enlargement of existing premises and
new premises will not adversely impact the amenity or unique character of the area.
Permitting expansion also provides opportunities for operators to increase the energy
efficiency and environmental performance of their premises.
Perisher Stakeholders are of the view that required increased accommodation within and
public transport services to the PRR are appropriately reflected in the Master Plan, however
Perisher Stakeholders believe that intensification of day car parking within the eastern side
of the Perisher Village Car Park in the form of a dual story carpark, as permitted by the SAP
in Thredbo, should also be permitted as part of the village development.
The statements regarding desired future character and sense of arrival are supported,
however it is important that the unique complexities of the alpine environment are
considered closely with respect to changes to the emergency services precinct, existing
NPWS building, and bus turn-around circle.
This design will need to consider the interface between oversnow, pedestrian, and
emergency services uses while addressing the poor presentation of this area, particularly in
winter. This could be improved using traffic calming measures and the creation of a
‘gateway’ precinct consisting of public facilities, transport interchange, and amenities to
support snowplay visitors and summer guests to the east of the existing Perisher Village Car
Park.
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It is important that heritage and vegetation policies appropriately reflect the mapping that
has been provided. For example, it appears that the demolition of the existing NPWS
premises would be necessary to deliver the Structure Plan as presented, but it appears that
this building would have new heritage protections under the policy.
Smiggin Holes
The Master Plan appropriately acknowledges Smiggin Holes as a family-friendly resort that is
one of the best beginner’s ski areas in the Snowy Mountains, along with its favourable
microclimate. These statements support the ongoing operation and renewal of the Smiggin
Holes area, particularly in the context of evolving snowmaking technology and expansion of
Smiggin Holes as envisaged by the Perisher Range Resorts Ski Slope Master Plan (SSMP).
Perisher Stakeholders believe that a greater provision for infill development and expansion
of beds should be afforded in a manner consistent with the policy for Perisher Village. That
is, all road-serviced sites should be permitted to be expanded, subject to appropriate
environmental controls.
The workshop relocation noted as an option to facilitate new facilities and expanded car
parking has previously been assessed to provide poor value-for-money and little benefit to
the operator. Significant benefit to Perisher in terms of amenity and guest access would
need to be identified to justify these works.
Guthega
The vision for Guthega as an access point to the main range and secondary village in the PRR
is appropriate, however the initial statements made in the structure plan section are
ambiguous as to whether expansion of existing premises should be permitted within their
lease areas. Perisher Stakeholders submit that this should be permitted where safe to do so.
Given that the SAP does not have limitless funds to expend, and there are many
opportunities for Government to invest, Perisher Stakeholders seek to emphasise that the
proposed public bus service may provide poor value for money relative to the future
demand such a service is likely to experience. This should be reviewed in the future in light
of experience gained with the other proposed services.
The possibility of the Guthega Road above the power station being sealed is mentioned in
the report. Sealing of this road to improve safety and convenience in winter and to suppress
dust in summer should be considered in the context of shared ownership and the substantial
cost likely associated with such works. These works may be justifiable as a separate
investment subject to increases in summer traffic associated with the Snowy Iconic Walking
Track and growing popularity of back country skiing.
Sealing of the upper and lower Guthega overnight carparks should also be considered in the
context of sealing the Guthega Road.
With respect to the Master Plan view for ski fields, Perisher Stakeholders are encouraged to see that
further ski field expansion is not ruled out, subject to carrying capacity work. We support this
flexibility over the life of a forty-year plan which may see unforeseen changes in visitor preferences,
demand, and the climate.
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initially contemplated, despite climate trends. It is possible to deliver snowmaking in an
environmentally sustainable manner using existing Snowy Hydro storages, particularly in the PRR.
Furthermore, snowmaking assets and water resources can provide fire protection benefits and
provide increased economic certainty to skifield operators and associated businesses. Perisher
Stakeholders believe that greater recognition could be provided to the ongoing potential of
technological development and expansion in this area including Smiggin Holes, given little has been
proposed for Perisher in Summer.
Perisher Stakeholders believe that it is essential that Government invests not only in summerundertakings conceptualised by NPWS, but that it funds and supports the capacity of alpine
stakeholders to adapt through meaningful projects to manage winter peak demand, ensure energy
and water security, and support the creation of a world-class tourism destination as it has called for
in policy statements for approximately 20-years. Perisher Stakeholders believe that the SAP provides
a landmark opportunity for government to address the imbalance in current investments in highimpact summer activities with little substantiated economic benefit, such as the Kosciuszko Iconic
Walk by supporting the continued adaptation and environmental performance within the Resort
through direct investment in improving resilience of winter to climate change by investment in
snowmaking infrastructure as Government has done in Victoria (see two-page summary of
government investment at Appendix A).
4.

Transport infrastructure and road congestion

Perisher Stakeholders agree that congestion and safety accessing the PRR is an increasingly critical
issue that has begun to impact the guest experience, and safety of the Resort. The proposed
park’n’ride and associated bus service may improve the experience of residents within Jindabyne
and commuters to the Resort but will likely be subject to operational challenges and may exacerbate
congestion for car users on the Road. Perisher Stakeholders are concerned that these measures are
unlikely to reduce aggregate demand for access via road and submit that the best way to reduce
congestion and its associated impacts is to meet demand for accommodation and increased car
parking within the Resort, supplemented by mass transport in peak periods. This can be supported
by reducing the financial obstacles to delivering new beds within the PRR, which may provide better
value for money than fully-fledged public transport solutions.
During recent winter seasons visitors to the Resort have been refused vehicular entry to the KNP due
to safety issues and lack of parking. This is a negative outcome from every perspective and must be
addressed as a priority. Consistent with the above statements, and our concern regarding the safety
of existing roadside car parking arrangements, Perisher Stakeholders support the proposed
formalisation of approximately 850 car parks within the Resort and call for this to be delivered as a
priority of the Plan. Where there are opportunities to provide dual level car parking on disturbed
sites, this is likely to improve amenity by affording shelter and reducing the car-activity trip distance
at the destination.
5.

Public investment in the SAP’s vision

Perisher Stakeholders believe that it is appropriate to focus on providing a consistent, safe journey
to the Resort by investing in car parking, public transport, and common user infrastructure such as
improved village facilities. These encourage equitable public access to the Kosciuszko National Park
in winter and have the potential to ensure that growing snowplay audiences enjoy access to the Park
in peak periods.
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Further discussion regarding the landlord’s charging arrangements and historical payments for
municipal infrastructure are discussed below. However, Perisher Stakeholders seek to emphasise
that government investment in environmental performance, catering to snow play markets, and
improving the safety and performance of the Kosciuszko Road would be good first steps to
addressing the historical underinvestment that has undermined the PRR’s ability to present as a
world-class tourism destination in terms of both environmental performance and guest experience.
Per the leveraged development explainer previously referenced, Perisher Stakeholders seek to
emphasise the opportunities Government has to provide improved access to the PRR while providing
benefits to a diverse range of users. These investments could consist of a consolidated car parking,
snow play, community centre, and public transport facility, much akin to the Loch Car Park package
of works at Mount Hotham, or focus on municipal infrastructure, snowmaking, and water security as
a means of supporting resilience in the region.
6.

Governance arrangements within the Perisher Range Resorts

The Discussion papers associated with the consultation appropriately raise issues with the pricing
policies, relationships, and inconsistencies in governance relationships of the resorts within the
National Park. The Alpine Resorts in New South Wales are subject to uniquely high bed fees, and
lessees are impeded in their ability to develop by a rigid and uncommercial leasing policy that is not
consistent with best practice for commercial dealings with Crown Land.
Perisher Stakeholders have made numerous submissions to reviews engaging with the question of
governance within the PRR and seek to emphasise the importance of following-through on this issue.
This will require government to take leadership by reviewing policy and agency responsibilities in
four areas: leasing policy, pricing, planning and the landlord’s role in Development Application
processes. A review of leasing policy must at minimum review principles of first right of refusal,
reversion of improvements, and the requirement that tenants ‘bid’ for renewal rights. All these
elements undermine the ability of smaller operators and on-mountain stakeholders to achieve the
certainty required to finance the ongoing improvement of their premises from an environmental and
quality perspective.
As an example, the tenure arrangements for club leases are so insecure that clubs are unable to use
their lease as security to obtain bank finance to fund improvements, including fire protection and
environmental management measures. They must rely solely on members cash resources.
The existing pricing strategies that have been applied within the Alpine Resorts lack transparency
and are arbitrary. In some instances, prices are too high such as IPART service fees being indexed at
CPI (+2.5% annually), and in other cases, such as Park Use Fees, there has only been one small fee
adjustment since the commissioning of IPART in 2004. The absence of a cohesive strategy in this
area has led to great frustration for on-mountain stakeholders and has arguably contributed to the
shortfalls in infrastructure acknowledged by the SAP Master Plan. In addition, the failure to index
prices likely undermines the ability for future mass transit systems to operate successfully and may
have been an impediment to private operators identifying an opportunity to operate such services
historically.
These issues are only some of the numerous problems with the existing governance outcomes that
result in them failing to deliver the best outcomes in terms of environmental performance,
development, or strategic planning. Perisher Stakeholders remain committed to working with
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government to implement a structure for the Resort that will address these issues in a manner
consistent with SAP objectives.
7.

Proposed amendments to the Alpine SEPP

The discussion paper and supporting technical documents do not provide sufficient detail for
Perisher Stakeholders to determine whether the changes will result in improved planning outcomes
relative to decisions made under the existing Alpine SEPP. This is due to:












The changes being presented as a ‘discussion paper’ rather than proposed as-drafted provisions
means Perisher Stakeholders do not yet fully understand the changes that are proposed.
The reliance upon future DCPs to set controls for ski fields and resort villages, which have not yet
been drafted, and may not be the most appropriate instrument.
The inadequacies in scope or findings of some technical studies (i.e., geotechnical,
environmental, and cultural heritage studies) being foreseeable obstacles to streamlined
decision making processes the SAP intends to deliver.
Certain draft provisions proposed in the Planning Discussion Paper would require that all
proposals allowable under the Alpine SEPP be consistent with the KNP PoM. This is inconsistent
with the view that the Alpine SEPP and related documents constitute the principal planning
framework for the Resorts and has unclear application in practice.
The discussion of DA processes under the existing Alpine SEPP and its inefficiencies misses
certain key elements, particularly relating to inter-agency referrals. These referral processes are
a far greater contributor to delays at PRR than existing public notification requirements, for
example. This is particularly relevant with respect to understanding how APZ requirements will
be managed between the landlord and RFS under a future planning framework, which is a
current key point of contention and driver of delay within the DA process.
The discussion of Exempt and Complying Development does not provide sufficient detail for
Perisher Stakeholders to determine whether they will allow most maintenance activities to be
performed under those provisions. This is in the context of the existing provisions generally
having been acknowledged to have narrower application in practice than was intended by the
drafters of the existing Alpine SEPP with respect to both skifield activities and the maintenance
and improvement of existing premises. Additionally, it seeks to highlight the absence of
guidance in relation to the proposed form of exempt and complying development provisions
with respect to minor works, particularly those impacting commercial premises. The uniquely
onerous requirements which apply to Alpine Resorts are such that Perisher Stakeholders are
required to create Statements of Environmental Effects for works as simple as the modification
of a range hood. These are required to include statements with respect to whether the minor
development is in the public interest, when any reasonable person would certainly conclude that
such an interest is negligible. Perisher Stakeholders encourage the SAP Team to consider the
public, environmental, and risk management benefits that these requirements generate, and
submit that the provisions applicable within the Alpine SEPP should be broadly consistent with
the Statewide Exempt and Complying Development SEPP.
The above points reinforce that the existing planning system, which relies on multiple agency
referrals, is time consuming, confusing and expensive. This dysfunction has discouraged
investment in the Resort and has made it challenging to maintain aging infrastructure.
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8.

Duplication of roles between land manager and planning body

With respect to the intersection between the Landlord and D-PIE’s role in the Planning Process,
Perisher Stakeholders believe it is appropriate that all land use planning is contained within Master
Plan documents and the Alpine SEPP. The Landlord should bear obligations to provide leasing and
approval services consistent with the land uses approved in those policies. The duplication of these
land uses, and certain approval requirements, particularly relating to environmental monitoring and
performance within the PoM has created significant lead-times for applications, where conditions
may be inappropriately imposed or duplicated after having already been addressed through reports
and BDAR payments associated with an application. A single agency must be responsible for
determination of Development Applications, which should never be contingent on secondary
approval of the landlord, for anything other than the grant of land tenure. By delegating complete
planning and land use authority to the Alpine SEPP and removing duplication from the PoM,
planning outcomes will be improved whilst retaining appropriate environmental controls. It is
reasonable to assume that the SEPP and the PoM will be consistent, so the PoM need not be
referred to for every DA.
9.

Addressing inconsistencies and errors in the documents released for consultation

Perisher Stakeholders seek to understand the rationale for excluding lower-lying development areas,
ensure that integrated development referrals for issues such as bush fire will be dealt with as a part
of the SAP framework, and clarify the SAP’s position in relation to clearing less-sensitive, level two
vegetation. The current statements in relation to these issues are inconsistent with the outcomes
sought by the SAP Master Plan. Examples of this include the vegetation mapping and related policy
alluded to earlier in this submission, which could effectively preclude development on any of the
extensive level two vegetation areas identified in the report without further investigation.
Perisher Stakeholders are concerned by the appearance of inaccuracies throughout the Master Plan,
Plan of Management Amendment, and associated technical documents. While Perisher Stakeholders
appreciate the direct engagement afforded by the SAP project team to address these errors,
particularly with respect to the Structure Plan, these issues emphasise the need to create a
functional Alpine SEPP and SAP and address the duplication of roles and responsibilities in the
planning process at the PRR. It is already foreseeable that there may be disagreement over whether
the correct figure of 6,858 beds proposed in the Master Plan is indeed the actual figure, or if
Perisher Stakeholders should be constrained to that within the Plan of Management.
Perisher Stakeholders submit that the best way to address these inconsistencies is to absolutely
minimise the opportunities where they may arise through duplication, interdependencies on other
policies, or the findings of to-be-finalised reports that will be subject to the requirements of the
landlord.
Conclusions
Perisher Stakeholders appreciate the engagement that Government has undertaken in arriving at its
plans to-date and is encouraged by the high-level outcomes the SAP espouses. However, for the SAP
to deliver on these goals, follow-through in the areas of the Alpine SEPP, governance, leasing, DCP
responsibility and charging arrangements is required. As a component of this, it is critical that future
processes continue to address duplication between the KNP PoM and the SAP Master Plan, with
deference to the SAP as the principal planning instrument for the Resorts. Perisher Stakeholders
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trust that our comments regarding the Alpine SEPP and related technical studies highlight our
familiarity with the commercial, environmental, and planning realities uniquely applicable to the
PRR. We look forward to continuing to engage constructively with the SAP project team to ensure
that these documents, and the policies enacting them, are of a quality and degree of accuracy
befitting a forty-year strategic plan.

Yours sincerely,
Perisher Stakeholders
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:37:57 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Robyn
Last name
Holder
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Teneriffe 4005
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dear sir/madam
I am writing out of great concern about he proposed Activation Plan for the management of Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). In particular I am writing
to protest about plans to expand accommodation, create new carparks, build helipads and to artificially heat Yarrangobilly waters.
I have visited and enjoyed KNP many imes. In years past, we have gone back country cross-country skiing. I will always remember the tinkle of the
hanging ice from the snowgums in the profound silence that is the backcountry. Mostly I and my family have hiked and camped. I just love the
crispness of the air and he extraordinary diversity of the flora and waterways.
Like many who love the park, I have watched as the ski resorts put pressure on the environment. I appreciate the many ways in which they have tried
to manage the impact and to limit waste and damage.
However, he proposals for the expansion do not appear to have recognised the considerable damage that has been done and will be done by fur her
development. The park is a na ional treasure for all Australians and should not be exploited for commercial gain.
Although I am curren ly working in Qld, my home is NSW. Please protect our national parks for all future generations, and for the many fauna, insects
and other creatures that are indigenous to he park and which live here.
I strongly object to the proposed amendments and Activation Plan.
Yours sincerely
Dr Robyn Holder
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:35:51 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rochelle
Last name
Morrison
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2905
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Strongly disagree with the new development in the Kosciusko national park, national parks are supposed to be an untouched area of land preserved
for all to enjoy the natural beauty, not as an area for development which will destroy some of the ecosystems and change the dynamics of a national
park also bringing in more people who may not actually care for the environment, and a million more ways hat he park could be impacted
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:26:37 PM
rod-nicholson-sap-snowy-mountains-submission-park-road-extension.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rodney
Last name
Nicholson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
rod-nicholson-sap-snowy-mountains-submission-park-road-extension.pdf

Submission
Submission concerning park Road Extension
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Rodney Nicholson

22 August 2021
SNOWY MOUNTAINS SPECIAL ACTIVATION PRECINCT DRAFT MASTER PLAN – Transport Study (page
numbers referred to are the PDF numbers not the actual page number of a hard copy)
Transport and connectivity (pg 32 Draft Master Plan hard copy)
“Improving access within the Snowy Mountains is a priority and transport connectivity
improvements must precede further development to ensure residents and visitors can move
through the precinct safely, efficiently and comfortably year-round”
I object to the proposed Park Road extension (pg 20 Transport Study) to open the access road
through JJ Connors Oval to link Park Road and Reedy Cutting Lane as a bus route. This road was
closed many years ago for safety reasons and should remain so.
The relief as is worded in the Transport Study to Kosciuszko Road and Gippsland Street will not be
beneficial to:
• The user groups of all ages who utilise the ovals and are often running back and forth
between the three areas (small oval-used predominantly for soccer, the cricket nets and the
large oval).
• The user groups who charge a ‘game day’ fee as part of their fundraising, how would this be
impacted if the road was open to traffic?
• Those residents living in Park Road, it is already dangerous when travelling in a vehicle on
this section of road due to cars parked on the street making the road narrow for passing,
increased traffic would only amplify this situation.
• The many families who take their children to play safely on the ovals, kicking balls, meeting
up with friends to have friendly games of sport eg. touch and soccer or to exercise
themselves or their pets.
• If it is determined that it can be a bus-only link, can we trust that it would stay this way and
not become accessible to other vehicular traffic?
The location of the ovals is paramount, it is easily accessible, is a beautiful green space area and
should remain in place operating in the safe manner that it currently is, without having large buses
and vehicular access to a through road.
To ensure residents and visitors can move through the JJ Connors Oval space safely, efficiently and
comfortably year-round this road should remain closed to ALL through traffic.
Regards
Rodney Nicholson
Concerned rate payer
Snowy River Bears Committee Member
JJ Connors Oval user

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:35:49 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rohan
Last name
Christmas
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Temora
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As someone who has hiked the entire leng h of the Australian Alpine Walking Track and who likes to spend time in he Kosciuszko National Park
because of its uniqueness, natural beauty and in order to escape from man-made developments, I would like to state he following:
- That the 'lead agency' making decisions on development in the alpine areas of KNP should continue to be the Department of Planning, Industry and
Environment (Minister Kean) not, as proposed, the Department of Regional NSW (Minister Barilaro). Deputy Premier John Barilaro’s “brumby bill” has
been devastating to the KNP and provides ample reason as to why the Department of Regional NSW is unfit as custodians of the KNP.
- That development in na ional parks should be driven by he 'nature conservation purpose of the National Parks & Wildlife Act', not by the Draft Plan's
objective of growth in business opportunities.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 9 August 2021 12:00 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 11:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rohan
Last name
Foy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It’s extremely disappointing to see a plan that further contributes to the active destruction of our national parks. The current ski
fields already have a significant environmental impact, from the usage of water for man made snow, to the significant resources
required to provide such services in an alpine area e.g sewage, parking lots, road maintenance.
After reviewing the content for the “Activation prescient” it extremely disappointing Ot the the NSW government support the
expansion of these services, in turn supporting further long term environmental damage.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 16 August 2021 9:22 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 09:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Roisin
Last name
Molloy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Draft Master Plan includes provisions for a new bus route through JJ Connors Sports field to link Park Road and Reedy
Cutting Lane.
This bus route is proposed as part of a future bus shuttle system that would link into a proposed Park and Ride Facility on the
Barry Way and proposed Southern Connector Road.
The idea being that frequent buses would circulate town and drop/pick up passengers around town and also go out to the Park and
Ride Facility where the resort buses would operate as well as regional buses.
Even more concerning is that the Transport Study that was prepared in support of the draft Master Plan indicates that following on
from a bus route, the route could be open as a public road.
Allowing buses and then potentially public vehicles to operate through the Sports field (dissecting the two fields) would generate
the following issues for users:
• Allowing buses to drive through the middle of the town’s main sporting facility is unacceptable in regards to safety and amenity for
1

users of the sports field, which include but is not limited to:
• Cricket, Rugby, Rugby League, Soccer, Touch Football, Physical Training, Rodeo, Community Garden, School use, Passive
recreation (i.e. walking, playing, etc) and the like.
• The access road between the oval and soccer/training field is a 40km/hr high pedestrian activity zone. Many sports are
undertaken simultaneously on both fields where players (mostly kids) constantly cross over between (i.e. touch footballs on both
fields, Summer soccer on both fields, football codes train and warm up on one field and then play on main field, cricket nets on one
side of the road with the cricket oval on the other side). Allowing buses to drive through a pedestrian activity zone is unsafe and
contrary to the communities aspirations for the use and enjoyment of this facility.
• The difference in time for a bus to travel on Park Rd between Kalkite St via Kosciuszko Road then the Barry Way (to the
intersection of Reedy Cutting Lane) is 30 seconds longer than by travelling from the same point on Park Rd (at Kalkite St) through
the middle of the sports facility through to Reedy Cutting Lane and onto the Barry Way. Our Communities (inc players and kids)
safety is not worth jeopardising for a 30 second longer bus trip.
. I can see potential child protection issues.
• The internal road and footpath that connects Candlebark Cct, Caldwell Pl, Kirwan Pl and Reedy Cutting Ln (inc Gippsland St) is a
main pedestrian and cycle thoroughfare through town. This key active transport corridor is recognised in the SAP Master Plan,
however it will be completely undermined and made unsafe by allowing buses to access this corridor.
• As outlined in the WSP Transport Study, the opening of this section of road for buses will provide further opportunity to open this
corridor up as a public road for all vehicles. This would then become a main road corridor through the middle of the towns sports
field and active transport corridor.
• Bus and passenger safety would be jeopardised by having to navigate a pedestrian activity zone with any potential incident likely
to cause significant harm or death.
• The cost of upgrading the existing road (from Park Rd intersection with Bogong St to Reedy Cutting Lane) and constructing a new
public road at a minimum width of 12m over a length of approx. 360m would be in excess of a million dollars. This money would be
much better spent on the necessary upgrades to the JJ Connors sports facilities.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:54:01 PM
r-t-snowy-mountains-sap-submission.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rolf
Last name
Theile
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
r-t-snowy-mountains-sap-submission.pdf

Submission
Please see above attachment.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Rolf Theile
41 Bungarra Lane Jindabyne
Ph: 0428240192
Email: rolftheile@gmail.com

Dear Snowy Mountains SAP Team,
I would like to make a formal submission for your proposed SAP plan for Jindabyne and
the Snowy Mountains.
Overall I think you have all done an excellent job in putting this together in trying times.
As an active participant from the beginning I know how much time and effort has gone
into getting it to this stage and although there will always be critics I believe the silent
majority of Jindabyne locals are excited about your proposed changes to this area. I’m
sure that it will produce great results for all of the community for now and into the
future.
Bungarra Lane and Barry Way South and Leesville
My wife and myself own the property "Woodbury Park”, 65 ha that surrounds Bungarra
lane. We run cattle and sheep and have existing rural holiday cottages in a superbly
landscaped setting on the property. We have also used our cottages for staff
accommodation and they have always been in high demand.
We also have an approved 11 lot rural tourist subdivision with lot sizes from 2500 sq mts
to 8000sq mts with the lots sized to suit the rural landscape.
This semi-rural area lends itself for exactly this type of development and if the proposed
SP3 zoning is introduced it must allow for smaller lot subdivision (3000sq mts minimum)
with enough room for a residential house and for separate tourist/staff accommodation
on the lots and rental tenancy periods to exceed 3 months maximum, at least for staff.
The snow season is 4 months long and permanent staff needs are 12 months. This would
greatly assist the staff housing issue.
Farming also needs to be included in SP3 as larger lots would attract hobby farmers and
this activity also adds to this semi-rural attraction.
It is also essential that this area be included in the Catalyst precinct as the council is way
too overloaded and understaffed to deal with this. Presently, I have been waiting for 6
months for my subdivision CC to be released and this whole development has taken us
more than 20 years and we are not there yet.
I would also like to see Bungarra Lane become a public road with a cycle path on one side
to allow connection to Barry Way and the proposed Mountain Bike and Adventure Park
area.

Leesville
Why is the proposed extension of industrial land to the north of Leesville limited to a
narrow section on the eastern side of Krafty's land DP1019526? Why doesn't the
proposal go further back up the hill to the west? There is plenty of area for industrial
sites, which would not interfere with the aerodrome.
As our property boundaries Leesville to the North, I would like to propose a similar bush
corridor agreement on Leesville’s southern boundary (drawn in red). I was required by
council to make a 60 meter a corridor for our existing development on my northern
boundary with Leesville, to keep a good green buffer distance between our different
zonings, (see attachment below).
For several years I have been in contact with council about leasing the grassed area DP
748500 between Leesville and the Barry Way for cattle grazing. This was continually
rejected on the grounds of endangered grasslands "Australian Anchor plant" particularly
on the southern end (Also drawn in the attachment) and I have included past email
correspondence see below
Leesville map and emails.

From: Janine Hudson <Janine.Hudson@snowymonaro.nsw.gov.au>
Sent: Tuesday, 14 January 2020 1:17 PM
To: Rolf Theile <rolf theile@evt.com>
Subject: FW: Leesville grassland
Good afternoon Rolf,

Council will not be considering the lease this area at present, there are protected grass
species and other environmental items in place. There will be a bio security inspection
carried out in early March with regard to this area to reconfirm the extent of the
protected species and to get the view of Council on any grazing of the area.
Kind regards

Janine Hudson
Property Officer
From: Tobi Edmonds <Tobi.Edmonds@environment.nsw.gov.au>
Sent: Monday, December 21, 2009 1:22 pm
To:rolf theile@thredbo.com.au
Subject: RE: Leesville grassland
Rolf,
Rainer Rehwinkel and I did an assessment of the site on the 21/9/09.
Following the site visit DECCW wrote to Lynne Bottril at Snowy River Shire with a cc: to
you. I have cut and pasted that letter below. My apologies if this letter did not make it
through to you. If you have any further questions please feel free to contactme and
discuss these recommendations further.
Regards
Tobi Edmonds
Conservation Planning & Assessment Officer | Queanbeyan | Environment Protection &
Regulation Group | Department of Environment, Climate Change & Water | (02)
62297094 | 0409836968 | tobi.edmonds@environment.nsw.gov.au
______________________________
Dear Lynne
Following an inquiry from Rolf Theile about the possibility of grazing on the vacant lot
(Lot/DP1/748500) between the Leesville industrial estate and the Barry Way, DECCW
staff undertook a site inspection on 21/9/09 of the grassland.
Patches of Natural Temperate Grassland, an endangered ecological community under the
Commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999, were
identified on the site. A number of native grasses, forbs and shrubs were also
identified,in addition to a population of Australian Anchor-plant (Discaria pubescens),
listed as a rare or threatened plant (ROTAP).
Hence the site has some important ecological values, as native grassland is interspersed
with exotic-dominated grassland. Nevertheless, DECCW considers that this site could
support light grazing at certain times of the year provided that The australianAnchorplant population at the southern end is permanently fenced off.

Mountain Bike and Adventure Park
I fully support this venture as this is exactly what Jindabyne needs to attract year-round
visitation. It also could also incorporate a zip-line, bobsled , go- cart track or any other
activity that can utilise the chairlift to encourage people who are not cyclists to have fun
in Jindabyne.
As I wear 2 hats, one for the airfield I would like to see the small area proposed for the
runway extension on top of the hill secured for the airfield. This would be a major benefit
to the airfield and the Jindabyne community and it would not impede on the MBAP on
the valley floor. In fact having aircraft pass overhead would add to the excitement for the
Mountain Bike and Adventure Park users.
Southern Connector Road and Park Rd/ Reedy’s Cutting Rd
I fully support this Southern connector, long-overlooked part of Jindabyne’s
infrastructure which makes great sense in getting traffic that would not stop in Jindabyne
to the mountains faster and without congesting the town itself and would open up areas
for further development. To work well, it must however, go the full distance from the
Kosciuszko Road to the Alpine Way.
I also fully support the opening of Reedy's cutting road through the oval area (as it used
to be) to join Park road as a much-needed direct vehicular access through to town
without having to go around congested Gippsland street or down the Barry Way to
Kosciuszko Road.
Western Lake Jindabyne and the boat ramp area
This area is very dear to me. I have spent many years fishing and water skiing from this
area. I would hate to see it locked up by developers for housing. A golf course would be
great idea as houses would scar the lakeshore. There needs to be a green buffer zone of
several hundred meters back from the shoreline to allow general public access including
vehicular for all to use.
I would also like to see the boat ramp area doubled in size with more ramps and floating
jetties for boat access, which includes a dedicated fish cleaning area like most coastal
towns have.
Another boat ramp and jetty at Copper Tom headland, East Jindabyne or Hatchery bay
would also help with the peak summer congestion.

Jindabyne Airfield
My Other Passion
I cannot understand why this critical piece of not for profit community infrastructure has
been overlooked by the SAP team.
There is a great need of upgrading, sealing and expanding the runway to reach its full
potential. We certainly appreciate the proposal to change the zoning to SP1 as we
presume this will allow more development, although the constraints are unclear. As you
know we are wishing to progress into an Airpark and the Jindabyne Aero Club Master
Plan submission will address this proposal. This airpark conversion has been a successful
strategy for many struggling towns with small airfields, and it would greatly benefit
Jindabyne’s growing tourism whilst still allowing all aircraft movements.
Jindabyne Aero Club’s Master Plan addresses a lot of the issues the SAP have been aiming
for.
As it has become apparent that no funding will be available from any government source
we have to be self funding and the Airpark plan is the way we can do this at no cost to
anyone else. Provided the SP1 zoning will allow us to do this. For Jindabyne and the
Snowy Mountains to benefit from the SAP, it is also critical that this aerodrome be
included in the Catalyst Precinct.
See below attachment from The Jindabyne Aero Club Master Plan Submission.
We support the objectives of the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) to
attract and grow businesses, provide more employment opportunities and to stimulate
the regional economy.
Jindabyne Aerodrome an essential community asset in the form of an airbase and
operational centre for the NSW Rural Fire Service during bush fire emergencies a well as
an important airbase for Kosciusko National Parks and Snowy Hydro. Additionally,
Jindabyne Aerodrome is already a significant employment contributor to the region with
very strong potential for employment growth.
Jindabyne Aerodrome is not simply “a connection for charter flights and helicopters” as
stated in the draft master plan.
I submit that importance of Jindabyne Aerodrome be identified in the final SAP Master
Plan and that the aerodrome be included as a Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct and zoned for
related aerodrome related development accordingly.
Thank you for your consideration and taking the time to read my submission for the
Snowy Mountains SAP
Yours Sincerely
Rolf Theile
MOB: 0428 240 192
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Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
This submission is forwarded by Ron Finneran OAM who’ s background of involvement in disabled sport (winter and summer) and access for the
disabled spans in excess of forty years. His commitment to providing suitable access in sport and in particular tourism continues to this day.
Fur her information can be sourced via Wikipedia
Introduction
Conduct an audit and access needs analysis across the Snowy Mountains, Jindabyne and districts to identify businesses and community
organisations that have issues with access to their sites from public spaces.
The NSW Department of Planning should be aware of the extent of access problems as well as the financial difficul ies that many many business
organisations currently have and will have in the future when investing in physical changes to their premises.
This needs analysis should reference the access standards that apply to each businesses type. If the Snowy River Shire Council does not have a
access and inclusion committee it should consider doing so and consider developing an implementation plan to upgrade access to assist tourism
related businesses and infrastructure.
In endeavouring to attract tourists to the Snowy Mountins, businesses and tourism related organisations face the same challenges as businesses
across the country. To attract
and retain customers businesses need to ensure that as many people as possible get easy access to their products and services.
Approximately 20% of Australians identify as having a disability and around 11% of he total number of tourists in Australia have a disability or longterm health condition. (2010 National Visitor Survey in Dwyer & Darcy, 2011).
Moreover, people with a disability tend to be loyal, repeat customers of businesses that make it easy for them to deal with. Access challenged people
are usually well connected & networked with social media so businesses need to use this to heir advantage to reach hem.
A goal for this planning process is for the Snowy Mountains to be referred to as the 'accessible mountains' where anyone can come and have a
fabulously inclusive experience no matter what their physical condition might be. We envisage that the outcome of this planning process will not just be
better physical access but also staff with an enhanced awareness of the importance of accessibility & why the businesses sees it as a priority.
Included within he process would be to assist staff develop their understanding of he importance of using the right language when dealing with people
with disability.
The outcome of this process would be that more people are attracted to the Snowy Mountains to have an inclusive and wonderful experience and on
return to their home recommend to others that they should have the same experience. If successful then this could serve as a model for other parts of
regional NSW.
Particular attention should br given to promote off snow season tourism. Winter visita ion and participa ion programs have and con inue to be well
catered for by organisations the like of Disabled WinterSport Australia.

If the expected outcomes of his process were replicated across regional NSW the point of difference would be - because of the welcoming nature of
businesses and the environment it is just easy and comfortable for access challenged people to visit regional NSW!
These visitors would increasingly find that:
- Accessible accommodation was easy to obtain and there is a choice. This is he critical first step.
- Eating out and shopping is wi hout barriers and the local attractions were easy to get to and into.
- Things to do and see were easy to get to and participate in.
If greater attention is given to accessibility across all tourism related venues and activities. then the Snowy Mountains and regional NSW will have the
capacity to attract many thousands of additional tourists (especially hose with NDIS packages) to their regions. These packages average $35,000 per
annum and bring in $ millions per annum to regional economies. Many more millions if they are access friendly. All of this has a positive impact on the
local economy and the stories of those who had a good experience will encourage others go to hose regional communi ies where access is made
easy. There will be multiplier effect of funds staying in the area. Businesses can capitalise on this significant market gap by offering greater
accessibility.
Accessible accommodation: over 20% of the tourist spend is on accommodation. Any increase in this spend through more tourists (and heir carers)
would impact employment in the sector and in the Jindabyne district and the Snowy Mountains.
Eating out and takeaways: represents over 14% of the tourist dollar spend so as access challenged people and their carers increasingly seek to come
to the mountains the more employment and investment in food related businesses.
Fuel is usually about a 12% spend, shopping !2%, alcohol 4% and obviously any increase in tourism because 'access is easy' will have a
commensurate effect on employment.
Ref: (2010 National Visitor Survey in Dwyer & Darcy, 2011)
A vital component of initiating the visitor experience is utilising the advantages of marketing networks. Tourism product providers can contribute
measurably by ensuring vital information its accessible via their individual marketing websites.
How does the project align wi h the Destination Management Plan and relevant NSW Government strategies?
This project aligns directly with the Destination Sou hern NSW Destination Management Plan and includes ‘Review of accessible tourism product /
disabled access, and opportunities for meeting the needs of this market’ by suppor ing the accessibility to tourism venues hrough improved accessible
infrastructure.
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I agree with all of the Plans proposed changes to improve the services in the area. The region is stuck in the 1980s with outdated
infrastructure, policies, standards and environmental impact statements. It is an embarrassment to share this exciting and unique
environment to my friends, students as a teacher and youth as a Boys’ Brigade leader. Love the proposal.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I wish to record my objection to the Snowy Mountain Special Activation Plan. I support the WCPA Submission which is
comprehensive in detailing the impacts on this precious area which should be spared the depradations which would follow
implementation of the developments which would be allowed through the SAP as it stands
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Object
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"Special Activation Precincts are unique to regional NSW and bring together planning and investment to focus on growing jobs and economic activity
in he local area."
I strongly object to the Special Activation Precincts projects proposed for he Yarrangobilly and Currango areas of Kosciuszko National Park. I object to
any further infrastructure in the High Country that increases visitor numbers to he detriment of the natural values and habitats of this unique Alpine
area.
The quote above blatantly shows the anthropocentric focus of the NSW plans. These plans attract descriptors such as colonialistic, bullying,
exploita ion, arrogance, commercialisation and suicidal destruction all of which will add to the destruction of the natural treasure that the High
Country's flora and fauna represent.
The NSW Government has already manipulated through parliament, the passage of of legisla ion that elevates feral horses to cultural icon status. This
to the detriment of fragile alpine ecosystems that are destroyed by the weight and hard hooves of horses. The High Country is already being destroyed
by horses so there will be little of ecological value for future visitors to see.
The NSW Government needs to reject the proposal and instead call for he institution of NATIONAL, INDEPENDENT Land Use Regulations that
protect the habitats, water, soils, fresh air and vegetation on which we all depend.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 12:27 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 12:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rosie
Last name
Paijmans
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2037
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please leave this pristine environment alone. We have enough developments already - we don’t need more. It’s just capitalism
ever expanding…
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Please find attached my PDF file submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission on The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan.
Rosie White
21st August 2021.
I submit my comments on The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan
(SAPM), along with the proposed amendment to the (KNP) Plan of Management (PoM).
I have been visiting the Snowy Mountain area for over 40 years. I both enjoy the amenity
of the existing regional resources as well as the opportunities offered in KNP.
Whilst I appreciate the commitment to the regional Jindabyne community, I do not believe
that KNP should, in any way, be viewed as a resource for providing any increase in built
infrastructure.
As constructed, the Masterplan cannot stand alone without the proposed amendments to
the KNP PoM. However, these two documents are critically different.
The Masterplan has been developed to promote regional development, dependant on
increased tourism with its associated infrastructure.
The KNP PoM exists to provide adequate and essential management guidance for the
conservation and protection of the alpine National Park.
I submit that the amendments to the KNP Pom must be considered quite separately from
the draft Masterplan which can only be finalised by accomodating the acceptable
amendments to the KNP PoM.
I submit that the draft Masterplan, constructed as a proposal for regional development,
should not include KNP as land available for development.
The amendments to the KNP PoM include inappropriate actions for management of KNP
as legislatively required.
As stated in the current KNP Plan of Management:
“From a statutory perspective, the principles guiding the management of Kosciuszko
National Park are those defined for national parks within the National Parks and Wildlife
Act 1974. These are:
• The conservation of biodiversity, the maintenance of ecosystem function, the protection
of geological and geomorphological features and natural phenomena, and the
maintenance of natural landscapes;
• The conservation of places, objects, features and landscapes of cultural value;
• The protection of the ecological integrity of one or more ecosystems for present and
future generations;
• The promotion of public appreciation and understanding of the national park’s natural and
cultural values;
• Provision for sustainable visitor use and enjoyment that is compatible with the
conservation of the national park’s natural and cultural values;
• Provision for the sustainable use (including adaptive reuse) of any buildings or structures
or modified natural areas having regard to the conservation of the national park’s natural
and cultural values; and
• Provision for appropriate research and monitoring.”

National Parks lands are dedicated to conservation and the protection of the varied natural
attributes that they contain. Whilst visitation, appreciation and education are core benefits
they they deliver, the provision of facilities to meet inappropriate demands and use must
be resisted.
The PoM amendment states:
“Changes are proposed to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management to better
manage and service park visitation. Park visitation has increased significantly since the
plan was adopted in 2006. This places pressure on management to provide opportunities
for visitors to experience the park and protect its environment from the potential impacts of
increased visitation.
This amendment proposes to enable the core elements of the Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct and adjust parkwide policy on built accommodation. Other minor
amendments which directly or indirectly relate to these purposes are also included in this
document.”
I submit that whilst the first paragraph suggests a reasonable approach to how KNP is
managed with a Regional Activation Project adopted along its eastern boundary, the
second paragraph introduces a radically changed policy on built accomodation. This is a
fundamental shift for which there is no justification in terms of appropriate Park
management.
“Demand” for facilities should never influence the policy of Park management beyond
appropriate action to maintain conservation standards.
I submit that the draft Masterplan, constructed as a proposal for regional development,
should not include KNP as land available for development.
* Consideration of the amendments to the KNP Pom, as required by the SAPM,
should be undertaken through the appropriate due process and should not be
dictated by the SAPM.
* The SAPM should not be progressed under the assumption that the amendments
it requires to the KNP PoM are acceptable.
* The appropriate responsibilities of the Environment Minister should not, in any
way, be compromised by the objectives of the Regional and Tourism ministries.
* The SAPM is a Regional Tourism proposal, it must be treated as such. A SAP to
benefit the Snowy Region and the people who live within it. This should not
compromise KNP which lies within the region but being part of the National Parks
lands receives legislated protection that must be upheld regardless of geographic
location.
* As much as regional development may be considered “progressive” the
protection of National Parks is equally “progressive” as we look to the future with
the increasing need for environmental protection, climate change mitigation and
human wellbeing.
Kosciuszko National Park
The Masterplan proposal is based on the assumption that KNP is a pristine environment
with resilience.
*This is simply fallacious and must be corrected.
*KNP is a highly vulnerable landscape that has suffered, and continues to suffer,
environmental damage and stress that is well documented….. which I need not note.

*KNP must receive, without fault, the legislated protection and appropriate management
that is in place.
*Any amendments to the KNP PoM must follow the required process without interference
from governmental interests encroaching on the responsibilities of the Environment
Minister.
*The role of National Parks in conservation, environmental protection, provision of natural
experiences and passive recreation should not be compromised in KNP.
*The Masterplan proposes a substantial increase in bed numbers and associated
development within KNP. The impacts of such development are hard to predict into the
future. Such a risk should not be contemplated within a National Park.
*The Masterplan should focus any built development within the Snowy Region in existing
communities that need the benefit of such development. That is its purpose……Regional
Activation.
*Increasing structure/built development within KNP should not be considered due to the
negative environmental impact that will be inevitable.
*The requirements for sewerage, water, waste disposal, car parking and all the associated
infrastructure does not comply with the objectives for management of KNP.
*Elements of the Masterplan and POM amendments will add stress to KNP risking future
environmental health.We must not renege on our legal, national and international
obligations which we have accepted and need to protect our national parks.
The Climate Problem.
Climate Change is the most impactful occurrence facing humanity. Unfortunately, NSW is
not immune to its effects and is facing dramatic changes that we should not only be
mitigating but anticipating with responsible planning.
It is of interest that although the MasterPlan acknowledges that snow fall is certainly going
to reduce and winter snow sports decline, the document is full of snow filled alpine
photographs. There is a need here for a more serious involvement with reality.
*We face certain reduction in snowfall with winter sports likely to become unattractive, if
even possible.
* Increasing tourist infrastructure within KNP runs the massive risk of stranded assets.
* Stranded assets become environmentally damaging and attract cost to manage, this is
neither desirable for KNP or for the regional managers who will hold responsibility for
them.
* With the effects of climate change these may become “ash stranded assets”
* Climate change is going to put the KNP landscape and its most vulnerable areas under
increasing pressure. The effects of fire and drought must moderate any changes to the
PoM and be fully acknowledged in the Masterplan.
* There is only the risk of negative impacts on KNP by increasing buildings and
infrastructure. No benefits whatsoever.
* KNP is going to be subject to myriad and, as yet, unknown change and challenge due to
the effects of climate change. We have an indisputable responsibility to do all that we
can to protect the many and diverse attributes of this Park. At this time it would be utterly
irresponsible to promote any development within the Park that would inevitably add to
the conservation pressures it will suffer.
Demographic and social issues.

Deloittes research has determined that Millenials and Gen Z, our younger demographic
members of society, have substantial opinion that should be considered in long term
planning.
*They are deeply concerned about climate change
*They are unaccepting of “greenwash”
*Being very unlikely to be able to ski on natural snow in the future they will denounce the
carbon foot print and lack of sustainability in artificial winter sports
*Future generations are going to want and need the restorative protection of National
Parks, and KNP is a highly accessible and attractive one to visit, even more especially as
the effects of climate change progress.

In this, the Year of Ecological Restoration, and bearing in mind that Australia has
joined the “High Ambition Coalition”, the SAPM, including the proposed KNP PoM
amendments, proposes the reverse of protecting biodiversity by planning actions
risking adverse impacts on conservation.
Despite the need to protect much more land for conservation, a proposal such as
this one directly endangers KNP, a vital tract of protected National Park.
The potential adverse impacts on KNP are quite clear and should be avoided.
Built development should be centred within regional communities for regional
benefit.
This should be the objective of this SAPM.
The effects of climate change should be fully built in to this proposed Masterplan.
Along with the acknowledgement of the pressure that climate change will place on
the natural attributes of KNP which should preclude any new development within
the Park that would inevitably risk adverse conservation consequences.
Ultimately, the SAPM proposes squandering money from the Hydro Legacy Fund
not only on inappropriate development but economically unviable investment in
view of future climatic conditions.
The SAP and KNP PoM amendments appear to result in responsibility for this
regional development being placed within the Department of Planning and
Department for Regional NSW. Clearly, due to the inclusion of National Parks land
the Minister for the Environment must hold equal responsibility for the progression
of this proposal which suggest such inappropriate action within a National Park.
Rosie White
21/8/2021
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Submission
Please see attached submission.
Our family visits he Kosciusko National Park for 4 weeks of the year to enjoy the recreational facilities.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission on Draft Master Plan:
The Masterplan and POM do little to enhance the protection of KNP, instead focusing on
development and additional usage. At a time when we aspire towards higher ambitions for our
protected area network, the Master Plan outlines the possible diminution of one of the jewels in our
reserve system.
The Alpine SEPP states “A review of the Alpine SEPP will commence while the Master Plan is
finalised, with the aim of streamlining development approvals ... “.
I am of the view that recent development approvals have failed to take into account existing
amenity such as mountain views, common access and pedestrian safety.
I object to any adjustment of the Alpine SEPP that streamlines approvals to the detriment of existing
lodges and facilities.
Prejudice against existing ski lodges “Renewal and redevelopment of older parts of the village
including ski lodges to self‐catering apartments and other forms of accommodation within Thredbo
Village…”
I strongly object to the implication of redevelopment of ski lodges to self‐catering apartments. The
existing ski lodges facilitate environmentally friendly accommodation giving Park access to a broad
range of people at a reasonable cost.

Roslyn Pieknik
Regular visitor to Thredbo village and user of the recreation facilities of the Kosciusko National Park.
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Submission
Please see attached submission. My family are regular users of the Kosciusko National Park for 4 weeks of the year.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission on Draft Master Plan:
The Masterplan and POM do little to enhance the protection of KNP, instead focusing on
development and additional usage. At a time when we aspire towards higher ambitions for our
protected area network, the Master Plan outlines the possible diminution of one of the jewels in our
reserve system.
The Alpine SEPP states “A review of the Alpine SEPP will commence while the Master Plan is
finalised, with the aim of streamlining development approvals ... “.
I am of the view that recent development approvals have failed to take into account existing
amenity such as mountain views, common access and pedestrian safety.
I object to any adjustment of the Alpine SEPP that streamlines approvals to the detriment of existing
lodges and facilities.
Prejudice against existing ski lodges “Renewal and redevelopment of older parts of the village
including ski lodges to self‐catering apartments and other forms of accommodation within Thredbo
Village…”
I strongly object to the implication of redevelopment of ski lodges to self‐catering apartments. The
existing ski lodges facilitate environmentally friendly accommodation giving Park access to a broad
range of people at a reasonable cost.

Roslyn Pieknik
Regular visitor to Thredbo village and user of the recreation facilities of the Kosciusko National Park.
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Please find my submission uploaded.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko
National Park. The club has lodges in Thredbo and Guthega. I strongly support the club’s submission.
I also support the joint submission made by SLOPES.
As a regular bushwalker in the Park I am very concerned about the impact of feral animals in the
Park and especially brumbies. The plan needs to adequately address a suitable management plan for
reducing the number of brumbies and controlling them in a much more sustainable way.
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Submission
I love Kosciuszko Na ional Park. I am 71 years old and have been visiting KNP since I was 10 years old. To me, it’s one of he best places in Australia.
The proposed KNP Master Plan would be disastrous for many reasons.
KNP has been under great pressure from climate change, huge numbers of feral horses, past activities including grazing and clearing, he impact of
the current resorts, he recent expansion of mountain bike riding in the park, especially around Thredbo and snow gum dieback. This dieback has not
received much attention but will absolutely devastate KNP if no solution is found – and his Master Plan may exacerbate the problem and would
certainly not be compatible with it.
The primary purpose of national parks has to remain the conservation of ecological systems. Well-managed, low-impact recreational activity can be
compa ible with this aim but his Plan would open the door to high-impact ac ivities that would lessen he experience for those who currently use KNP
and have a deleterious effect on he ecological systems there. This Plan would be the next step in selling off he Park to commercial interests. Taking
the management of KNP from NSW NP&WS would be the worst possible outcome. Unbridled developments under the Deputy Premier’s Department
would be a disaster. One only has to look at how the current Deputy Premier has managed the feral horse issue to see that the ecology of KNP is of a
low order of concern to him. Even the current federal government of the same political persuasion recognises this issue. It gives zero confidence that
any commercial expansion of KNP by he NSW government would be handled well.
The proposed huge increase in resorts and numbers of beds and the changed “visitor experiences” are untenable. The impact from infrastructure,
bushfire protection, (including vegetation management), daily operating requirements, water, sewerage, transport and parking and more would be
huge. This is an area of great sensitivity where damage takes many decades to recover. The plan to drive visitors to the summit of Mt Kosciuszko, fly
visitors within the park and encourage new transport arrangements between resorts would greatly affect the ecology of the area and diminish the
experience to hose that enjoy he current arrangements. I just shudder to think of helicopters flying over KNP – it would greatly and negatively affect
wildlife, bushwalkers and other KNP visitors.
The Yarrangobilly proposals are ludicrous. Using gas to heat baths at a thermal spring when we need to reduce our overall energy use to combat
climate change is offensive.
The Kosciuszko 2.0 energy storage system is having an enormous impact on KNP but at least it has a worthwhile outcome. The proposed POM
changes simply pander to short term political and commercial gains at the expense of the best national park in Australia.
I know that many people who will not be making submissions feel as strongly as I do and here will be a ground swell of opposition to the planned
changes to the POM should it be approved to go to the next step. If these developments go ahead, there is no going back and the impact on KNP will
be devastating.
Ross Kingsland AM
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SPECIAL ACTIVATION PROJECT – SNOWY MTNS
Activation Precinct investigation area covers over 70,000 hectares, focusing on
the Jindabyne town centre and areas of high tourism interest within Kosciuszko
National Park, including Thredbo, Perisher and Charlotte Pass.
The precinct will leverage the region’s unique cultural and environmental
attributes to establish a resilient year‐round tourism destination as Australia’s
alpine capital. It will focus on improving transport connectivity within the
precinct, conserving and enhancing important environmental and heritage
values, and supporting Jindabyne’s growth as Australia’s national centre for
elite sports.
Increased and reliable transport options, enabling less reliance on private
vehicles and encouraging safe and sustainable access between Kosciuszko
National Park and Jindabyne
»Prioritising people over vehicles in Jindabyne providing access and ensuring
walkability and pedestrian safety\
Respect for Monero Ngarigo people’s rights, obligations, roles and connections
to Country as Traditional Custodians of the land and waterways by embedding
Aboriginal cultural knowledge in project delivery
»Enhancing the visitor experience through high quality developments, the
provision of a world class environment and attractions, increased celebration
of the community, and the appropriate provision of infrastructure to support
growth.
»Supporting growth ‐ It is anticipated that as a result of the Special Activation
Precinct resident population in the Jindabyne ‐ Berridale area will increase
from 7,800 in 2025 to 11,800 by 2060 and annual visitor numbers will increase
from around 700,000 in 2019 to 1.35 million by 2060 resulting in $470 million
more expenditure per year.
Planning Framework
Alpine Precinct and the amended Alpine SEPP and new Alpine DCP
Strategic planning for existing alpine resorts and accommodation sites and a
carrying capacity framework will facilitate redevelopment within the alpine

region through the master plan and a new alpine DCP to be delivered through
an amended alpine SEPP.
Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management
Exhibition of the draft master plan will occur concurrently with the proposed
amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management. The
proposed amendments will enable the delivery of the core elements of the
master plan and adjust parkwide policy on built accommodation within the
National Park.
The Land to which the SAP Applies.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct is made up of land in two
jurisdictions.
The Jindabyne region comprises land within the Snowy Monaro LGA, but
outside the Kosciuszko National Park, which has been identified as having
particular potential for development for tourism and related uses. The Snowy
River Local Environment Plan currently applies to this land.
The Alpine region which comprises land within the Kosciuszko National Park
that has been identified as having potential for development for tourism and
related uses. The Alpine SEPP currently applies and will continue to apply to
this land.
Alpine SEPP Sub‐precincts
Mt Selwyn
Thredbo
Perisher Range
Island Bend
Charlette Pass

Bullocks Flat
» Partner with Transport for NSW to develop a zero‐emission transport and
infrastructure framework that collects and monitors data associated with
public transport uptake and efficiency
Transport & Connectivity
Feasible alternatives to driving will be fostered, alongside improvements to
roads and parking in Jindabyne and Kosciuszko National Park to alleviate
congestion, improve safety, increase access to the alpine resorts, and enhance

the overall visitor experience to keep people coming back to the Snowy
Mountains.
Alpine Precinct includes the Alpine Resorts of Thredbo, Perisher Valley and
Charlottes Pass, Alpine Accommodation, Alpine Camping and associated visitor
access and attractions. It provides a guide for future development in
accordance with the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management and
amended Alpine SEPP. Future development will also be guided by an Alpine
DCP to be prepared following finalisation of the Master Plan.
Support development within the Alpine Precinct that is conducive to summer
visitation and recreation.

Enhanced built form and public domain opportunities that will allow Jindabyne
to compete with other international alpine destinations. (The Apen of
Australia!!)
National Parks Visitor Centre
The National Parks Visitor Centre comprises a range of uses including a café,
cinema and office space for National Parks and Wildlife Service staff. The
building is in a prominent location within the town centre and exhibits strong
alpine architecture through its materials and colour scheme. There is potential
to repurpose or adapt this building for additional or new uses with the possible
integration of the Alpine Heritage Centre. This would require repurposing the
existing visitor centre space or the construction of a new centre or
replacement offices on the adjacent northern car park. This building has a
commanding presence in the town centre and has the potential to become a
stronger visitor hub. (All part of Barilaro’s Plan to get rid of the NSW NPWS)

About the Alpine Precinct
Existing accommodation within resort areas is either at or nearing capacity,
with many buildings requiring refurbishment or extensions to provide
additional bed numbers.
Thredbo Village East
Multi‐deck car park
Thredbo Village West

» New tourist accommodation at key disturbed sites including:
» The existing tennis courts
» Expansion of the Thredbo Alpine Hotel over the existing car park
» Lot 768
» Golf course – enabled via reduction to 6 holes

Perisher Range
Structure plans have been developed for the following sites within Perisher
Range:
» Perisher Village
» Smiggin Holes
» Guthega.
It is incorporating the Ski 2000 with increased village structures.
Charlotte Pass
The structure plan proposes a new village square to facilitate increased
summer activity including performances and events that reflect the resort’s
character and respond to the changing seasons. An open amphitheatre to the
west of the square, will feature picnic facilities and a viewing area for visitors
to enjoy events in the square. To enable this, existing staff accommodation will
be relocated to a new building.
Thredbo Ranger Station
Development options comprise a centrally‐located fishing lodge offering
approximately twenty rooms designed specifically for visitors with an interest
in fly fishing in the Thredbo River and surrounding tributaries. Up to twenty
individual glamping pods extending east and west parallel to the Thredbo River
are also proposed to cater to visitors who prefer an immersive accommodation
experience.
Upgrades to the historic Ranger Station building will allow for reception,
administration, and interpretation facilities that respond to the site’s historic
heritage significance. There is also potential for the main building to comprise

additional uses to support the site’s development intent including storage,
utilities, and services.
The site can benefit from an onsite food offering such as an informal lounge
bar with indoor and outdoor seating that responds to the changing seasons.
Facilities for visitors to self‐cater should also be explored to enhance the
experience of those partaking in fishing activities.
Sponars Chalet
The Sponars Chalet Structure Plan proposes upgrades to existing
accommodation and facilities, with potential for future expansion doubling the
modest number of beds currently provided.
To facilitate summer activation, new walking trails are proposed, including a
loop walk around Sponars Lake. Activation of the lake will be supported by the
construction of a watercraft landing or jetty for seasonal activities and water
sports. The structure plan also identifies opportunities for additional
commercial space, best suited to an enhanced hospitality offering and
conference facilities.
Ski Rider Hotel
Ski Rider Hotel will continue to provide a fully serviced accommodation
offering suitable for large group tours. An upgrade of facilities and access will
ensure protection of environmental values and safe egress while improving
overall visitor amenity.
Creel Bay
The structure plan for Creel Bay will see future development align with the
National Parks and Wildlife Service 2019 Creel Bay Master Plan which proposes
additional cottages, camping and day use areas. New accommodation will seek
to deliver a point of difference and provide visitors with experiential and
nature‐based accommodation leveraging the bay’s natural setting.

Island Bend
Cabin style accommodation within a ‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping
area towards Guthega Road will attract visitors looking for a nature‐based
experience. Such development will also benefit connections to the

management trail network for gravel riding enthusiasts. The establishment of
lookouts and improved connections between campsites and the proposed
Snowy Valley Walk are also proposed.
Kosciuszko Tourist Park
The structure plan proposes the addition of new 3‐star accommodation in the
form of sensitively designed eco‐cabins in addition to the upgrade and
refurbishment of existing cabin and camping facilities.
Improved parking
C Pass
Smiggin Holes
Thredbo
Park & Ride
The proposed bus network is focused on transporting people quickly,
sustainably and safely from Jindabyne to the alpine villages of the Kosciuszko
National Park. The proposed network is serviced by a limited stop shuttle
service that aims to compete with cars in terms of travel time, efficiency and
reliability.
Comment – unbelievable! A sophisticated transport system such as a mono rail
is the level that the planners need to be considering with the projected
increase in permanent population and visitors.
Helicopter transit
Helicopter transit has strong growth potential with opportunities to provide
unique experiences and fast transit for customers in the alpine environment.
Jindabyne aerodrome and the existing heli‐pad infrastructure at the alpine
resorts are perfectly positioned to enable helicopter transit between Jindabyne
and the resorts subject to agreement with National Parks and Wildlife Service.

NOTES:
STATE ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING POLICY (STATE AND REGIONAL
DEVELOPMENT) 2011 ‐ REG 20
Declaration of regionally significant development: section 4.5(b)

20 Declaration of regionally significant development: section 4.5(b)
(1) Development specified in Schedule 7 is declared to be regionally significant
development for the purposes of the Act.
(2) However, the following development is not declared to be regionally
significant development‐‐
(a) complying development,
(b) development for which development consent is not required,
(c) development that is State significant development,
(d) development for which a person or body other than a council is the consent
authority,
(e) development within the area of the City of Sydney.
State Environmental Planning Policy (State and Regional Development) 2011.
3 Aims of Policy
The aims of this Policy are as follows:
(a) to identify development that is State significant development,
(b) to identify development that is State significant infrastructure and critical State
significant infrastructure,
(c) to identify development that is regionally significant development.
4 Definitions
(1) In this Policy:
capital investment value has the same meaning as in the Environmental Planning
and Assessment Regulation 2000.
environmentally sensitive area of State significance means:
(a) coastal waters of the State, or
(b) land to which State Environmental Planning Policy No 14—Coastal
Wetlands or State Environmental Planning Policy No 26—Littoral
Rainforests applies, or
(c) land reserved as an aquatic reserve under the Fisheries Management Act
1994 or as a marine park under the Marine Parks Act 1997, or
(d) a declared Ramsar wetland within the meaning of the Environment Protection
and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 of the Commonwealth, or
(e) a declared World Heritage property within the meaning of the Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 of the Commonwealth, or

(f) land identified in an environmental planning instrument as being of high
Aboriginal cultural significance or high biodiversity significance, or
(g) land reserved as a state conservation area under the National Parks and Wildlife
Act 1974, or
(h) land, places, buildings or structures listed on the State Heritage Register under
the Heritage Act 1977, or
(i) land reserved or dedicated under the Crown Lands Act 1989 for the preservation
of flora, fauna, geological formations or for other environmental protection
purposes, or
(j) land identified as being critical habitat under the Threatened Species
Conservation Act 1995 or Part 7A of the Fisheries Management Act 1994.
port facilities includes any of the following facilities at or in the vicinity of a
designated port within the meaning of section 47 of the Ports and Maritime
Administration Act 1995:
(a) facilities for the embarkation or disembarkation of passengers onto or from any
vessels, including public ferry wharves,
(b) facilities for the loading or unloading of freight onto or from vessels and
associated receival, land transport and storage facilities,
(c) wharves for commercial fishing operations,
(d) refuelling, launching, berthing, mooring, storage or maintenance facilities for
any vessel,
(e) sea walls or training walls,
(f) administration buildings, communication, security and power supply facilities,
roads, rail lines, pipelines, fencing, lighting or car parks.
State Significant Development Sites Map means the State Environmental Planning
Policy (State and Regional Development) 2011—State Significant Development
Sites Map.
State Significant Infrastructure Sites Map means the State Environmental
Planning Policy (State and Regional Development) 2011—State Significant
Infrastructure Sites Map.
the Act means the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979.

Schedule 7 Regionally significant development
(cl 20)

1 Definitions
In this Schedule:
eco-tourist facility means a building or place used for tourist and visitor
accommodation, function centres or environmental facilities that is located in a
natural environment and is primarily used for activities involving education
about, or the interpretation, cultural understanding or appreciation of, the
natural environment.
rail infrastructure facilities has the same meaning as it has in Division 15 of
Part 3 of State Environmental Planning Policy (Infrastructure) 2007.
road infrastructure facilities has the same meaning as it has in Division 17 of
Part 3 of State Environmental Planning Policy (Infrastructure) 2007.
2 General development over $30 million
Development that has a capital investment value of more than $30 million.
3 Council related development over $5 million
Development that has a capital investment value of more than $5 million if:
(a) a council for the area in which the development is to be carried out is the
applicant for development consent, or
(b) the council is the owner of any land on which the development is to be carried
out, or
(c) the development is to be carried out by the council, or
(d) the council is a party to any agreement or arrangement relating to the
development (other than any agreement or arrangement entered into under the
Act or for the purposes of the payment of contributions by a person other than
the council).
4 Crown development over $5 million
Development carried out by or on behalf of the Crown (within the meaning of
Division 4.6 of the Act) that has a capital investment value of more than $5
million.
5 Private infrastructure and community facilities over $5 million
Development that has a capital investment value of more than $5 million for
any of the following purposes:
(a) air transport facilities, electricity generating works, port facilities, rail
infrastructure facilities, road infrastructure facilities, sewerage systems,
telecommunications facilities, waste or resource management facilities, water
supply systems, or wharf or boating facilities,

(b) affordable housing, child care centres, community facilities, correctional
centres, educational establishments, group homes, health services facilities or
places of public worship.
6 Eco-tourist facilities over $5 million
Development for the purpose of eco-tourist facilities that has a capital
investment value of more than $5 million.
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ROSS STANTON
Randwick 2031

30 March 2022
The Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessments
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022
Parramatta NSW 2124
Dear Sir/Madam,
Submissions relating to:
(a) Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan
(b) Draft amendments to the Plan of Management - Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
1.0 Personal background relevant to these submissions
1.1 I reside in Sydney, but I have been visiting the Kosciusko National Park for recreational pursuits since
1964. I ski, hike and fish in the Park. I have also served as a director of a not-for-profit ski club which
operates lodges in both Thredbo and Perisher, for 17 years.
1.2 I am a lawyer by profession.
2.0 Personal opinions relating to the above two draft plans
2.1 Significant parts of the draft plans are entirely sensible but there are some aspects I find concerning and
some aspects where the authors of the documents have seemingly overlooked some important practical
considerations and alternatives. My comments below are provided in the hope they may assist your
department’s officers in their important work.
3.0 Comments relating to the Perisher Range Resorts
3.1 In my experience the system of having a head lease in Thredbo has worked very well and there seems to
be a very professional and pragmatic relationship between Kosciusko Thredbo Pty Ltd and the NPWS. In
short Thredbo appears to be well run with a good compromise being achieved between recreational visitors,
beneficial economic activity and environmental protection. It is thriving in the summer season as well as the
winter season.
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3.2 In contrast Perisher is a “ghost town” in the summer season and it is readily apparent the resort’s
relatively new owners (Vail Resorts) are only prepared to make limited investments in items such as ski lifts.
The draft plan envisages Perisher emulating Thredbo. Frankly I cannot see this happening unless its owners
are provided with the same powers and security of tenure that Kosciusko Thredbo Pty Ltd has through a head
lease. I have not heard of any rational reasons why this has not been done with respect to Perisher.
3.3 Seasonal worker accommodation is a significant problem for Perisher. The lack of it in the resort is one of
the reasons why there is a large volume of car traffic into Perisher through the winter season. A head lease
could include requirements that the operator of Perisher provide affordable accommodation for more if its
staff in the resort area.
3.4 In my view the draft plans also fail to implement some other policies which would discourage car trips
into Perisher. Buses are proposed and are being trialled and this is useful but it should be recalled the whole
point of the Ski Tube railway being constructed between Bullock’s Flat and Perisher was to reduce car trips
into Perisher. One of the main reasons why so many people drive to Perisher is because it is much cheaper to
drive to Perisher than to ride the Ski Tube.
3.5 The lease arrangements for the Ski Tube need to be renewed by 2030. It should be feasible to require the
operator of the Ski Tube to price its tickets in a way that makes the railway less costly than driving. A
significant increase in passenger numbers could offset the income reduction from lower ticket prices.
3.6 Reducing traffic volumes by such means could also remove any need to build an environmentally
disruptive/damaging carpark at Piper’s Gap. Reducing traffic volumes also assists the environment as less
fossil fuel is consumed and less CO2 is generated. Your draft plan states that it wishes to “prioritise
sustainable mass transport modes”. Having policies which encourage use of the Ski Tube will do this. Having
policies which encourage private motor vehicle use will not.
3.7 The suggested cantilevered viewing platform at Porcupine Rocks sounds completely excessive in scale
and environmental interference.
4.0 Comments relating to Thredbo
4.1 The shortage of affordable staff accommodation is also a problem at Thredbo. Your draft plans propose a
fairly significant increase in the number of beds permitted in Thredbo (from 4,820 to 6,444). Some years ago
“selling” apartments in Thredbo that incorporated permitted beds was one of the main cash generators for
Kosciusko Thredbo Pty Ltd. An increase in bed numbers will lead to this again.
4.2 It is suggested the provision of additional beds in the Head Lease be made conditional on certain matters
including:
(a) The provision of an appropriate amount of affordable staff accommodation.
(b) The increases required to the village infrastructure which Kosciusko Thredbo Pty Ltd is responsible
for - as well as the envisaged improvements discussed in your plans.
4.3 Bush fire risk is an increasingly significant problem in Thredbo. It is understood that some properties at
the southern end of the village can no longer obtain insurance for loss caused by bush fires. Your plans
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discuss fairly significant building works at the southern end of the village. It may be possible for these to be
done in such a way as to create a better protective buffer for fires moving along the valley from the south.
4.4 Your plans also discuss the possibility of a commuting style gondola from Jindabyne to Bullocks Flat and
then Thredbo. This would be extremely environmentally disruptive and expensive to build. The international
examples I have seen of commuting gondolas are relatively short in length and nothing like the distance to
Jindabyne. Personally I would suggest the sentences relating to this idea be deleted from your draft plans.
5.0 Comments relating to the entire area
5.1 I think the proposed amendments to the Plan of Management that involve permitting helicopters fly to the
ski resorts for “commuting purposes” and on sight-seeing trips are an appalling idea. The extensive loud noise
generated by such flights would significantly reduce the wilderness qualities of this environment. Many
would suffer detriment. Only a wealthy few would derive some temporary satisfaction. Flying by helicopters
to merely go skiing is also the complete opposite of the “sustainable mass transport” the introductory sections
of your Draft Master Plan aspire to.

Yours faithfully,

Ross Stanton
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I am a member of Guthega Ski Club which has a 60 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park and in particular has a lodge in the
Guthega village. I strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct ini iative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of he alpine environment whilst balancing a
broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
Best Regards,
Roy Doutreband
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Submission
I am making this Submission to record my profound concerns and total opposition to the proposed Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Masterplan.
In turn, this Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan derives from he separate but essen ially linked Amendments to the Kosciuszko
National Park Plan of Management (POM) – in response to which I have also separately lodged a Submission in opposition.
The issues I have raised in objection are common to bo h; hence those elements are also included in this Submission.
(Full Submission attached as a WORD document: q.v.)
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Yes

Submission in Response to the Proposed Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan
Purpose:
I am making this Submission to record my profound concerns and total opposition to the proposed Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan.
In turn, this Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan derives from the separate but essentially
linked Amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management (POM) – in response to which I have also
separately lodged a Submission in opposition.
The issues I have raised in objection are common to both; hence those elements are also included in this Submission.
I preface those overall comments with more specific elements of concern in the proposed Masterplan.
For a start, both the Masterplan and the POM proposals inherently prioritise “high end” customers over all other
visitors to the park. This appears in the concept of distributed new “boutique” concept resort developments beyond
the existing footprint. It is also apparent in proposals to allow and facilitate commercial tour operators to drive their
clients in air‐conditioned comfort along the Summit Track, and the intentions to establish facilities for helicopter
transport into the resort precincts.
Those latter proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity and peaceful immersion sought by many of the
visitors ‐ such as myself ‐ to this (and all other) National Parks.
The plan proposes major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct; which embodies a “karst system” of national
and international significance. As noted on the NSW Government website: “NSW karst environments are among the
oldest and most complex in the world, giving them outstanding national and international importance. They contain
geological features and processes which indicate their exposure to a vast range of natural processes. They may also
have special meaning to Aboriginal people as past sources of food and shelter and as places for ceremony.”
All such environments are extremely sensitive to disturbance and require extremely careful and respectful
management to maintain their significant values and unique importance. Yet several of the changes proposed –
including increasing tour numbers – appear to demonstrate little understanding and appreciation of the sensitivity of
this (or other) karst environment.
Perhaps the most concerning and confronting aspect is the proposal to construct a series of bath houses around the
existing springs of the area. These are based on and intended to mimic the traditional Japanese Onsens – which
were located around hot thermal springs.
But the springs at Yarrangobilly are in fact far colder than the Japanese thermal springs which inspired the Onsens in
Japan. But no matter! The solution here proposed is to raise the water temperature of the Yarrangobilly springs –
using large‐scale gas heaters….! Seriously!?
Apart from an immediate revulsion from such a shoddy contrived exercise in cultural misappropriation, it is
important that a National Park should model sustainability principles and practices. Installing a high emissions
facility in a park setting as part of a faked‐up tourist gimmick is entirely at odds with community expectations
Revitalisation?
The stated overall purpose of both the POM amendments and the Special Activation Precinct Masterplanis to
“revitalise” the area as a “year‐round tourist destination”, specifically to provide for a significant increase of
occupancy, with the clearing and redevelopment of additional areas beyond the present resort footprint limits, to
provide the additional accommodation and its attendant range of tourist support facilities.
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A fundamental concern is that these areas of the National Park are being primarily viewed by Mr. Barilaro and his
Department of Regional Development as being nothing but vacant and unproductive “green field” sites ripe for
lucrative commercial development. Which they most certainly are not.
The whole basis of the establishment of the National Park generations ago, was to preserve a unique area of our
extremely sensitive and fragile alpine ecosystems (which together form only 0.1% of the country’s total areas) in a
way which ensures its conservation and protection, in balance with a continuation of what were already existing
tourism activities, primarily in snowfield areas.
These proposed amendments to the POM self‐evidently seek to establish a process to force the balance the other
way. In essence, that the conservation purpose and its territorial needs is ancillary and can be pushed back as may
be needed by the over‐riding needs of commercial development.
This proposal is itself a step too far; one which, if permitted now, would potentially become the precursor to further
incursions of the bulldozers and commercial destructors as time goes by. The time to stop this erosion is right now,
at the point of proposed inception.
A proposal based on a false and misleading premise
The NSW Government’s video introducing the POM proposed amendments, claims that the National Park is
“pristine” and “environmentally resilient” – thus, by implication, that implementation of their proposals would have
no adverse impacts upon the ecosystem.
That claim is either ill‐informed or deliberately misleading: either way, it is entirely wrong.
Much of the Park’s terrain is far from recovered from the generations of extensive clearing and cattle grazing, which
only ceased in 1969 – and there are still some residual pressures in times of extreme drought to reopen some
grazing/agistment options on the periphery; so far appropriately resisted..
Similarly, there is widespread residual damage from the land clearing for gold mining and its associated settlements
in the 19th century.
Again, the Park was site of the amazing engineering and construction of the vast Snowy Mountains Scheme in last
century – undertaken at a time when the implications of environmental damage were not fully understood – some
200 areas of wide‐spread long‐term damage resulted, of which only some 50% have so far been fully remediated.
In further exacerbation, we have currently the politically‐driven “Snowy Mark II” to create pumped‐hydro electrical
power – which in turn results in significant further losses to critical habitat and the dumping of thousands of tons of
rocks and spoil within the Park’s areas.
Also, to quote the NSW National Parks website: “weeds and pest animals have been identified as the next biggest
threat to native plants and animals after land clearing.”
Thus, in addition to a wide range of invasive plant species, the Park is very seriously threatened by the incursions of a
variety of feral animals – prominent among them: feral pigs; foxes; wild dogs; feral cats; and, especially, the feral
horses. The damage that these noxious invasive animals wreak is vast – especially by the increasing numbers of the
horses.
Feral horses ring‐bark trees, over‐graze alpine meadows, trample the Park’s fragile landscape, destroying streams
and alpine wetlands. They out‐compete native fauna, displacing and starving wombats, wallabies and other
threatened high‐country animals. Expert scientific advice repeatedly tells us that we must urgently reduce ‐ or
preferably entirely eradicate – these wild horses; or risk the future of some 31 species of unique plants and animals,
including the Corroboree Frog.
Despite this on Wednesday 6 June 2018, in a move led and driven by Mr. John Barilaro, the NSW Government
passed the Kosciuszko Wild Horse Heritage Bill 2018, entrenching feral horses in one of Australia’s most important
protected areas. This blocking move from NSW Parliament defies reason and must be resolved and removed – along
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with the wild horses themselves! (In this regard, see the Footnote: “Barilaro’s ‘brumby bill’ has been a
catastrophe for the high country” by Professor Clive Hamilton 21 June 2021: at Pages 5 and 6 of this Submission)

Other Stressors:
Given that the intended purpose is to vastly increase resident user numbers, it must also be noted that the Park is
already under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. It is among the most
heavily visited national parks and already contains far more accommodation than any other national park in
Australia, with its present 10,000 overnight beds.
Any further expansion must carefully consider the “multiplier effects” of any additional visitor numbers: each of
whom need to be provided with a wide range of essential basic services, such as sewerage and sewage treatment,
other waste collections, road establishment and maintenance, electric power and potable water. These services are
notoriously difficult to deliver and maintain in the alpine setting; some, notably sewage treatment, have a history of
causing environment damage and its difficult remediation.
Plus, of course, the escalating impacts of climate change and global heating: which recently drove the most intense
wildfires in recorded history; and which will increasingly affect all aspects of the Park in subsequent times, at levels
that will be subject to the speed at which Australia, in concert with the rest of the world, will transition from fossil
fuel energy sources to renewables, and thus progress to achieve a net‐zero level of greenhouse gas emissions.
This is a National Park – not an Urban Development Opportunity
The purpose of the POM would intensify the array of stressors already confronting the current and ongoing effective
operation of the park.
National Parks are established to ensure the ongoing protection of their unique natural landscapes; fragile
ecosystems; and their natural and cultural values. Recreation and commercial activities may be deemed appropriate
within the boundaries of a national park: but only to the extent that they are consistent with – and do not materially
detract from or operate to the detriment of ‐ the core conservation purposes and principles of its establishment.
Thus, the fundamental flaw of the proposed amendments to the POM are that they seek to reverse and negate the
established planning sequence for national parks.
Rather than being the result of a careful scientific analysis of the issues, pressures and stressors of the park, and thus
define the appropriate nature of ‐ and limits to ‐ future development, the current process is blatantly driven only by
a desire to increase commercial access for ‐ and financial returns from ‐ development activity per se.
The extent to which such activity of the kind mooted would be either appropriate, sustainable or consistent with the
conservation priorities of the park, appears not to have been considered.
That blinkered and diversionary approach is also obvious in the evident intention of the two Plans: that if put in
place, their effect would be to transfer the responsibility for development within the park, from the National Parks
and Wildlife Service, and to the Department of Planning and the Deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW.
The result would be entirely inappropriate ‐ particularly in respect of such a highly sensitive and extremely significant
area as the Kosciuszko National Park.
Does a massive Increase in beds make any commercial sense either?
The current POM for the park seeks to protect its over‐arching values and holding its commercial and recreational
activities within environmentally sustainable limits, by restricting the number of overnight beds provided to 10,000.
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Not only do the planning documents not provide an appropriate assessment of the environmental impacts of the
massive increase in overnight beds proposed, but the only form of justification advanced for any level of increase, is
the unsupported statement that there is a “demand for additional accommodation”.
In considering that statement, we need to be aware of the undisputed fact that most of the existing accommodation
is vacant for most of each year. There is already a large surplus of unused accommodation in the park for at least 9
months of every year.
Thus: the only purpose of thousands more beds is to enable greater numbers in the short peak of the Snow Season.
However, the future of the snowfields is bleak and uncertain.
The rising temperatures driven by the accelerating pace of climate change and global heating are already pushing
the natural snowline above the current layout of resorts. Similarly, the escalating costs and excessive consumption
of both water and power required to “bridge the gap” by making artificial snow, are becoming increasingly
uneconomic.
Even prior to the dire findings and stark forecasts of the most recent Update Report of the Independent Committee
on Climate Change (IPCC), the then most optimistic projections were predicting the tapering end of the snow‐sports
era within two decades.
Even that continuation for two more decades of the “snow season” at anything like the extent of earlier years is
subject to the rate of progress across the nation and the world of “decarbonizing” the economy and achieving
significant, progressive reductions in the level of greenhouse gas emissions.
As starkly illustrated by the publication a week ago of the latest update report of the IPCC, if current trends continue
then a single decade horizon becomes far more probable.
Accordingly, the reality is that any additional overnight accommodation over and above the present 10,000, along
with all the infrastructure and services required to support those beds, would be required at most for a limit of two
decades from now, with progressively shrinking demands, for a few weeks of each year.
How could that be seen by any potential developer as providing for an economically attractive business model for
funding? It makes no sense in cost‐benefit calculations, to squander substantial resources on the establishment of
what would potentially be “stranded assets” – inflicting so much damage upon the National Park ‐ to provide a brief
palliative boost to an industry in terminal decline.
Proposed Locations for Additional Resorts Increase Establishment Costs and Ecological Damage
In terms of that long‐term residual damage, the extra resort areas proposed are distributed across a significant area
of the park.
To enable their establishment, large established areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared: for access roads;
builder depots; services installation; building construction – and for additional car parks.
This approach is a total departure from established practice, where a critical objective of planning has been to
minimize the loss of further natural habitat by confining resort structures within the existing development footprint.
The residual damage of the totally different approach now proposed will be exacerbated by the proposed additional
resort locations being in areas of high biodiversity value, threatened ecosystems and vulnerable species – profligate
choices totally at odds with careful management practice.
Is This Proposal Contrary to our National and International Undertakings?
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The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined an international alliance, “The High
Ambition Coalition”.
The central purpose and undertaking of this alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our lands
and seas in conservation reserves.
However, the protected area network in NSW encompasses just on 9% of the State: vastly short of the endorsed 30%
target.
The achievement of the 30% objective will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as the
Kosciuszko National Park, are not strongly protected from land clearance, inappropriate infrastructure development
and other inappropriate uses.
Neither the proposed alterations to the POM (nor the Masterplan which the altered POM would enable) does
anything to enhance the protections of the Kosciuszko National Park.
In Conclusion:
I am making this Submission to record my profound concerns and total opposition to the proposed Amendments to
the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management (POM) and the purposes and intentions which they embody and
seek to enable.
I make this Submission as a private citizen, based on more than 40 years as a mainly non‐snow visitor, with family, to
the Kosciuszko National Park, with a keen awareness and appreciation of its essential and enduring importance and
its extraordinary, unique but increasingly pressured and threatened ecosystems which must be protected and
sustained into the future.
I give my full permission for the publication of this Submission.
I thank you for the opportunity to provide it; and for your time and consideration of the concerns and issues which I
have sought to present.
Sincerely.,

Rupert Macgregor
22 August 2021
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Footnote:
Barilaro’s ‘brumby bill’ has been a catastrophe for the high country
Professor Clive Hamilton, Sydney Morning Herald, 21 June 2021

Sometimes sheer bloody-minded politics overrules hard science. A good example is Deputy Premier John
Barilaro’s “brumby bill”, passed by the NSW Parliament three years ago.
Scientists had been raising the alarm about the destruction of Kosciuszko National Park caused by the explosion
in the feral horse population, but Barilaro’s bill vetoed culling. Since then, numbers have soared: 14,000 feral
horses now trample through highly sensitive and unique ecosystems.
While NSW has allowed feral horses to run rampant, the Victorian and ACT governments are eradicating horses
in their contiguous parks.
The situation has become so dire that the conservative federal government is now threatening to step in and
overrule Premier Gladys Berejiklian, who has stood by and watched the disaster unfold, evidently cowed by the
fear of offending her fractious Coalition partner.
The Deputy Premier boasted in 2018: “Judge me in two to three years’ time when for the first time in two
decades you will actually see a reduction in horses we’ve never seen before.” And in January this year, Barilaro
said “we must reduce the numbers of brumbies ... there are parts of the park that should have zero horses”.
Now he is saying that federal Environment Minister Sussan Ley, who says she is going to use her
Commonwealth powers, has been misled by “ideological anti-brumby groups”.
That would be people like Don Driscoll, professor in terrestrial ecology at Deakin University, and Max Finlayson,
professor for ecology and biodiversity at Charles Sturt University.
Or perhaps Barilaro is thinking of Indigenous river guide Richard Swain, who describes the valley where the
Murrumbidgee rises as a horse paddock. “There are thousands of feral horses and they’re destroying this
environment,” Swain says.
When Barilaro speaks of a “war against our history and our culture”, it seems Indigenous history and culture
don’t count.
In Kosciuszko National Park, it is the “heritage” of a handful of brumby lovers that takes priority over that of the
traditional owners, not to mention that of all Australians who have an interest in protecting this nation’s
exceptionally valuable ecosystems.
Barilaro works hand in glove with former MP Peter Cochran, who leads the brumby protection league. Cochran
is on record saying brumbies cause no damage to the park. “The brumbies have in fact protected the remaining
vegetation and wildlife.”
But despite Barilaro’s and Cochran’s assurances, our zoos are now stockpiling “insurance populations” of
endangered native wildlife from the area. The southern and the northern corroboree frog are now on life support
in plastic containers of peat moss at Taronga Park Zoo’s threatened species recovery program. It’s estimated
only 50 southern corroboree frogs remain in their alpine habitat in Kosciuszko National Park.
The thunder of approaching horses’ hooves ought to strike fear into other vulnerable species of the high country,
like the gentle broad-toothed rat, the alpine crayfish, the endemic native fish known as stocky galaxias, and two
species of alpine skink.
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Hard-hooved imports to Australia – including horses, deer and pigs – should not be allowed within cooee of any
national park. Kosciuszko must be the only national park in the world where one of the greatest threats to its
ecological integrity is actually protected by special legislation.
Do Barilaro’s brumby boosters ever stop to think about the animal welfare implications of the equine plague they
have unleashed? In addition to herds scorched by bushfires and starved to death in lean times, culling on a
mass scale has to happen sooner or later.
The options to protect native habitat from irretrievable destruction are becoming narrower and any action will
have to be more drastic. Conservation ecologists are saying that the longer the NSW government fails to act, the
more extreme the measure to protect the environment will need to be.
Last June, the NSW government bought the 150,000-hectare Narriearra Station in the state’s north-west to
augment the NSW national parks system. NSW Environment Minister Matt Kean said the new park should help
protect about 25 threatened animal species.
But he made it clear that declaring the new park would prove pointless unless his government took strong
measures to reduce numbers of feral animals, including horses, donkeys and camels.
Yet when it comes to Kosciuszko, the jewel in the crown of NSW parks, Kean has been uncharacteristically fainthearted.
The “brumby bill” was a policy catastrophe.
The Premier allowed the National Party tail to wag the Coalition dog, so that now her federal colleagues feel they
must step in and do what Berejiklian won’t.
Clive Hamilton is professor of public ethics at Charles Sturt University in Canberra.
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The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
With respect, this claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more
environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that damage include:
- historic clearing, grazing and mining;
- the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
- destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
- un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
- historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
- massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
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- unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing
significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation:
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are
gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial
activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing
so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so
many environmental issues, let’s not add over development of KNP those failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site:
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future
development and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly
designed to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would
be protected by future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual
developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife
Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly
sensitive, extremely significant protected area.
The Resort Precincts:
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally
sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 40% to a new cap of 14,000. All associated
services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to
support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is
that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP
for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow
season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current resorts. The
escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic.
The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a
single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those
beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict
so much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not
for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be
cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful
management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
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Unsustainable visitor experiences:
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour
operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely
detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and
International significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their
significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of
Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to
create a new tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using
large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a national
park setting is entirely at odds with community expectations.
Transport and parking:
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional
accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short
term. One is that the potential sites for expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species
and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their
development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened
ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred
hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in the particular areas proposed for
development such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly
abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the
case of KNP demands better mass transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko:
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance ‘the high ambition
coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea
in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30%
target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land
clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park.
At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to
diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
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3

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:59 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Rupert
Last name
Winkler
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2611
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I support to make the snowy mt more accessible
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:58 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Russell
Last name
Jennings
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2549
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more
environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
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overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing
significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are
gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial
activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing
so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so
many environmental issues, let’s not add over development of KNP those failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future
development and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly
designed to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would
be protected by future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual
developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife
Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly
sensitive, extremely significant protected area.
The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally
sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 60%. All associated services, from the capacity
of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is
that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP
for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow
season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current resorts. The
escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic.
The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a
single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those
beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict
so much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not
for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be
cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful
management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour
operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely
detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
2

The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and
International significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their
significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of
Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to
create a new tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using
large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a national
park setting is entirely at odds with community expectations.
Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional
accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short
term. One is that the potential sites for expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species
and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their
development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened
ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred
hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in the particular areas proposed for
development such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly
abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the
case of KNP demands better mass transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance ‘the high ambition
coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea
in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30%
target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land
clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park.
At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to
diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Hello,
After having reviewed the draft master plan I can say that while I am in favour of the obvious need for development of jindabyne
and the snowy mountains area this current path of action will be nothing but a hinderance.
Housing being a main concern of mine being a young person who has seen the housing crisis unfold in my time In the area. The
lack of a solid commitment to affordable housing for locals and seasonaires alike is akin to negligence bordering on wilful
ignorance. If your plan is to shell out the town to developers and render the local population either homeless or priced out of the
market then you’re doing an excellent job. Better community consultation on this issue would be a start but immediate action to
address this legitimate concern would show actual interest in making this area a better place to live.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Leave it alone
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Submission
Instead of a great deal of unnecessary urban development, why doesn't the State government look to reducing carbon foot prints by enhancing the
existing town and areas by crea ing a hub for recycled materials derived from pre-existing developments?
Giving tired structures a face lift using these materials is far more productive than put ing further strain on resources and could incorporate the use of
local flora to revitalise the endangered species with new opportunities to grow and thrive in their environment. All alpine tourists enjoy the experience
of precious na ive species in close quarters but do not feel it necessary to interfere in their environment by being in cabins in National Parks.
It seems being predisposed to knocking things down, putting up new structures and releasing more land are edicts derived from unsustainable past
white Australian/ Bri ish government practices and cultural constructs.
Suggestion: Engage local Monero Ngarigo Elders in planning processes concerned with conserva ion, proposed building areas and land management
practices for the Snowy mountain region. This could be a first in Australia for the local people to be respected by giving management back to hose
disposessed lands using cultural practices unique to the area instead of urbanisation.
City populations are eager to learn how to connect with country and leave discarded old ideas of urbanisation behind them to experience a more
unique nature-interactive environment.
In all the ime I have visited the mountain areas, I have never seen recreational adventurers dipping their hands into pockets for cash to create safe
passages for wild life across roads hat take them to their supposed thrill-seeking playground, nor assisting local residents to improve heir lives and
enhance the local environmental spaces.
Suggestion: Build a transport system with safeguards that promote a slow movement culture within the snowy park region from Jindabyne to resorts
with the inclusion of a food trail, inducements hrough competi ions to preserve and streng hen nature and natural spaces, Monero Ngarigo people
walks and guided native food and cultural tours and local business and distilleries/restaurant crawls.
Build alternative fast tracks for speed-lovers in and around the area of Cooma to boost the local economy and encourage less environmentally friendly
patrons from visi ing the sensitive Kosciuszko Park areas. These speed friendly developments could also share links with other wild-life unfriendly
ac ivities in the region such as he newly built shooting club in Wagga Wagga.
The infrastructure plans seem to be largely based on bringing outsiders to the local area to profit from state urban planning projects that do not employ
100% local people and local businesses. Once the structures are potentially in place, what are the employment opportunities beyond heir completion?
More aged care employment for young people to be forced into as a way of hiding youth under/unemployment and a decided lack of other more
sustainably grown and supported local opportunities?
Wouldn't it be more connecting and inclusive to build seasonal worker mixed styles of accommodation into aged care facili ies in such a way as being
less age-ist/socio-economically unequal and more encouraging of community care and interaction between generations?
What kind of education are you looking to promote at the educational facili ies? Ecologically sound business support and skills that build on growing
low-carbon industries and promo ing the conserva ion of he unique species and environments and their related aesthetics for tourists to view?
Suggestion: Encourage investment in water quality and management prac ices that can be studied and researched to increase sound water planning

for multiple environments based on he alpine climate of Australia and various areas associated with receiving water etc from Snowy mountains.
Encourage fur her farming of air, rebuilding of Ozone layers and quality of environment to secure the future of genera ions of Australians and their
continued health derived from conserving pris ine environments.
Skills for environmental promotion could be taught at the pre-exisiting sport and recreation centre wi h a focus on reversing the effects of climate
change and learning the ways of the local Monero Ngarigo people to enrich and sustain the area for many years to come.
What is the point of monitoring the impacts of increased visitor numbers once they have already had an impact?
If it is extensively recorded that various flora/fauna and cultural sites have specific management requirements and needs then it should be outlined as
to what types of operational pre-preservation activities are carried out to prevent impacts detrimental to those sensitive flora/fauna/cultural sites.
Suggestion: Limita ions of visitor numbers through limited time access/ limited season ie bi-annual access, specialised guided walks utilising local
people to both undertake them and preserve the local native and cultural heritage sites. Develop within the educational centre a holiday program
incorporating luxury stays and slow hobby prac ices that tie in wi h educational courses offered and festivals: in Cooma, on private farms or on spaces
involving activi ies needing rehabilitation or re-purposing with a focus toward economy growth from re-use. Speaking events with short intervals in
ac ivities that provide a take home message of protec ing the environment for future enjoyment and individual/group and whole family practices hat
are remembered and easy to achieve after the visit. Introduction of sponsorship for certain species, a custodians program that invites lucky members
to an experience available to hem once every now and then as well as offering training conservation
/research processes if, and when, available.
My final concerns centre around waste as I don't think anyone considers the long reaching affects of waste overflow, pollution from spills, off-gas
chemicals and every human activity involving consumption. Waste systems need greater planning than any other support service, especially in
consideration of he pris ine environment your government and interested parties wish to promote/exploit for financial gain. Before anything else there
must be feasability studies on the current impacts and comparisons between o her areas who already have the increased number of visitors to a
sensitive area with those current impacts. No point using the terms planning and sensitive environment values without operations already examined
and tried being reviewed and considered for implementation in the Snowy Master Plan.
Suggestion: Portland Oregon in the US has some of the best environmental protec ion and city water conserva ion set ups in the world, well worth
looking at for ideas and discarding practices hat were tried but not specifically suitable for retaining high quality air and water. Ask senior local
community members for advice on he types of materials etc they have found to be successful in retaining low to zero pollution capacity in the alpine
environment. Involve local emergency service groups bo h paid and voluntary in planning for visitor levels and action plans, prepared landscapes and
vital education for dealing wi h, prevention of, and avoiding disaster environment events. Waste can and does create disaster events.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

22/08/2021
Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan
Supporting Documentation – Submission
Survey scope insufficient
Survey accounts for areas such as:
More/ better accommodation for seasonal workers
Better understanding /knowledge of indigenous culture/heritage
Upgrade of tourist accommodation/tourist accommodation options
Tourist attractions/experiences based on outdated “attraction” ideas for a four season economy
Better transport/connectivity around Jindabyne/Ski resorts
Better use of Jindabyne lake
More residential accommodation and greater variety of housing types
Better educational infrastructure/opportunities
A variety of community facilities for all age groups.

Why are all these particular topics areas of concern and the only areas identified and presented for
surveying public feedback?
What new long term industry developments do they support outside of non-local area building
industry interests including suppliers of building materials, construction workers, engineers and
various projects to be contracted out at “exorbitant budgets with a tendency to blow out”,
consistent with current NSW state government practices?
Sensitive areas are there to be continued as protected spaces. These identified sensitive areas are
not to be trodden on, endangered by increases in refuse and waste levels due to short term lucrative
accommodation, attraction and wealthy thrill-seekers whose contribution to the area is minimal in
terms of funding better sanctuary for fauna on the way to the snow.
Cultural heritage centres are a western construct, not a First Nations people construct, your use of
the term “Aboriginal” instead of the Nation to which all proposed Master Plan activity is to be
carried out is both backward and telling in your approach to inclusiveness of land and land value as
opposed to what use you intend to make of the land to which themselves and their culture belong.
Fishing enthusiasts will not be entirely happy with the increased pressure placed on streams, creeks,
river and lake systems from waste and shore disturbances from housing developments and
foreshore space developments. Jindabyne Precinct does not have a zero waste policy strong enough
to protect present and future fish stocks and aquatic species specific to the area.
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You can not destroy such an iconic place that provides some where for people to go to experience what nature has to offer
Plus this is where most of our native animals are homed amongst that area
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Australia has joined the international coalition of countries committed to forging a global deal to conserve 30 percent of the world’s
land and sea, in order to halt the loss of biodiversity. The protected area network in New South Wales protects barely 9 percent of
the state. NSW has a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30 percent target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing
conservation reserves, such as Kosciuszko National Park, are not protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and
other inappropriate uses.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
I agree with most of the Snowy Mountains SAP, especially the plans for Jindabyne and definitely the mountain biking.
I do not agree with traffic lights in Jindabyne or keeping the crappy memorial hall building.
I also do not agree with privatizing he Island Bend campground and the area by the Rangers Station. Public access should be maintained as is at
these sites, free and unrestricted.
Please see the word document "Snowy Mountains SAP submission" I uploaded.
Sander van Tol
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission regarding both the Activation Precincts SEPP and Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct Master Plan

Summary
I am a Jindabyne local. I live here because of the access to Kosciuszko National Park with its skiing
and superb whitewater kayaking. Thank you for the time you have put into the SAP, Jindabyne will
be a better place for it.
The following comments relate to each section of the plans. In general, I am in favour of the
proposed changes for Jindabyne. The town desperately needs to get some soul, the current layout
with two “town centres” just doesn’t work. And giving the best views of the reservoir to parking lots
and roads makes no sense. Towns such as Bright in Victoria and Queenstown in NZ have done well
by planting great big legacy trees and having a town plaza/gathering area. Jindabyne should do the
same.
I am in favour of enhancing public access to the foreshore, however, we need to remember that the
water body is an operational reservoir, not a lake. The water level will rise and fall dramatically
throughout the year. Any buildings or infrastructure that can’t be flooded, need to be higher than
the probable maximum flood level for the reservoir. This is no problem for assets such as bike paths
and beaches, so please plan accordingly.
I am definitely in favour of the mountain bike park on Widow’s Peak. A well thought out trail system
that can put Jindabyne on the world map would be amazing. Please make sure it is free to access.
This will be a very popular location with locals and tourists alike. In coming decades, as the snow
gets less and less, Jindabyne will need to have alternative attractions. Widows Peak is well located to
town and has great views over the reservoir. The terrain is very suitable for mountain biking. I think
this is a great idea.
I am not in favour of privatizing the assets within Kosciuszko National Park. Specifically the Island
Bend Campground and the area by the Rangers Station in the Thredbo Valley. Privatizing means
excluding people while catering for the rich. Both of those sites are very popular with whitewater
kayakers, Island Bend is popular with skiers & hikers, and Rangers Station is a great access point for
unguided fishers as well as families wanting to ride the TVT. Free and unrestricted public access must
be maintained at these locations. This includes car parking and general hanging out, relaxing after a
great day on the rivers or out on the Main Range.
Jindabyne
The new town square still includes the memorial hall building. That building is hideous and outdated.
Can it please be removed and swapped with something nicer?
It’s a shame that there will be traffic lights at the intersection of Kalkite St and Kosciuszko Rd. One of
the joys of living in a regional town is that there are no traffic lights.
Southern Connector
I think this road is a good idea because it will make Jindabyne town more bike and pedestrian
friendly. I hope it will lead to a town that has more of a heart.
But why make it only 1 lane in each direction, then include wide verges that can be extra lanes in the
future? Make it two lanes in each direction from the start because it will be cheaper in the long run

and the amount of traffic passing through town on a weekend is already high. Your modelling shows
that it will only get busier!

Sport and education precinct
I support this project, but only if the facilities are available for public use. The proposal includes a
climbing gym, will it be available to everyone? Right now, there is a taxpayer funded climbing gym at
the Sport & Rec centre that is not available for casual visits. The new climbing gym should be a
premier attraction in its own right, not just an addition to the pool. A proper climbing gym that is
open to the public would do well in Jindabyne. Locals would love an indoor activity during the cold,
dark winter evenings, and tourists would surely like an alternative to the snow and mountain biking.
Personally, I’d be there several days per week after work.
I think an addition to the sport and education precinct could be a whitewater kayak/canoe slalom
course by the trout hatchery on the Thredbo River. Australia successfully competes in this sport on
the world cup and in the Olympics and to have a slalom course set up in Jindabyne would help more
people get into the sport. While this site doesn’t have rapids, it does have moving water and that is
all that is required for a basic course. The river does also experience low flows, but there are many
times during the year when the flow would be sufficient. All that is required is hanging gates from
wires strung above the river. The advantage of this site is that fishing is not allowed so there won’t
be any user conflict. Other existing facilities include car parking, toilets, picnic tables and a generally
nice setting.
Mountain bike and adventure park
This is a great idea! A world class mountain bike park would let Jindabyne keep up with places like
Derby and Bright. Make sure the second access is close to the brewery so people can stop for a beer
once they are done. That will help create a community spirit.
Also, make sure the trails cover a variety of aspects on the terrain. West facing trails will be too hot
to ride in summer but will be nice and dry in winter. South facing trails will be cooler in summer and
covered in frost in winter. Frost makes the trails muddy. What’s needed is a variety of trails that
allow riders to ride year‐round.
Access to the trails must be free. An option to do paid bike shuttles would also work at this location.
Be sure to work with the Jindabyne Trail Stewardship during any planning for the mountain bike
park, they have put countless hours into this proposal.
Island Bend campground
Island Bend is much loved by whitewater kayakers and skiers. The camping area definitely needs
more toilets, but otherwise, it is currently already pretty good. There aren’t enough of this basic
style of campground in Kosciuszko National Park, where people aren’t restricted by designated sites.
This campground is a nice place to relax after work or on weekends, especially with such good access
to the river. Please do not make this an exclusive campground that is run by a private company. If
this was to happen, there would be no more access for everyone, it would become a special fee
area, with restrictions galore and bookings required.

Local whitewater kayakers spend countless days at Island Bend. It is the end of a superb section of
whitewater and so we park cars, hang out, camp and kayak. Please don’t exclude user groups such
as ours in favor of privatized camping. We’ve been coming here for decades.
In addition, every October long weekend, Island Bend is home to the Snowy River Extreme Race, a
whitewater kayaking race that attracts around 200 competitors plus families and friends. Most of
whom camp at Island Bend. This event is extremely important to the whitewater kayaking
community as it’s Australia’s largest race and a true gathering of the tribe. Privatizing the
campground will likely see an end to this race.
The glamping option in the SAP includes the area down on the river, therefore public access will be
gone. Free and unrestricted public access must be maintained at the Island Bend campground.
People wanting nicer camping facilities have options in Jindabyne.
Also, like Lake Jindabyne, the waterbody at Island Bend is an operational reservoir. This means the
water level rises and falls drastically. When the water is down, the exposed area is very muddy. The
glampers will undoubtedly complain. And the Snowy River in that area is controlled by the Guthega
Power Station. The river turns on and off. Again, the glampers will not like being stuck on the wrong
side of the river when the water is running.
Rangers Station
I am opposed to the idea of a fishing lodge on the Thredbo River at the Rangers Station for several
reasons:








The Thredbo Valley needs more campgrounds, not an exclusive lodge and glamping pods.
Diggings and Ngarigo are much loved and now much too crowded. Either create another
similar style campground at Rangers Station, or expand Ngarigo and Diggings (but keep all
those beautiful tussock grasses)
Please do not build exclusive lodges in National Parks. National Parks are for everyone, not
just the wealthy
The proposed fishing lodge and glamping pods may have up to 100 beds, who wants to go
fishing with 99 other people?
The Thredbo River is superb for whitewater kayaking with multiple sections to paddle at a
variety of difficulty levels. The section from Thredbo to Ngarigo is one of these and I am
concerned about losing access to this wonderful piece of river.
The current access points to the Thredbo River must be maintained the way they are, free
and unrestricted.

The vehicle access from the Alpine Way into both Ngarigo and Diggings needs to be upgraded so that
they are not dangerous. In winter it is difficult to stop your car on the steep hill coming out of
Ngarigo and there is no turning bay on the Alpine Way.
Visitor access
I totally support the proposed bus routes and the park and ride. I wish the ski tube connected with
another train to Jindabyne.
Visitor attractions

The major walking trails within the Park, such as the Main Range walk, are being upgraded with
stone paving that is such a hard surface that it is very tiring to walk on. Please consider other
methods.
Snow play
There absolutely must be areas where people can toboggan, build snowmen, throw snow, etc. And
these areas should have toilets to stop toilet paper litter.
Snow play areas should be at Perisher, Thredbo, Selwyn, Dead Horse Gap (with increased parking)
Pipers Gap and Dainers Gap.

Charlotte Pass turning circle
Reducing parking along Kosciuszko Road and then having people park at Charlotte Pass Village and
take the chairlift means that you’re taking away free parking and replacing it with a paid lift ride.
The parking along the road could be improved by regrading and paving the road verges. Then paint
parking spaces at 45 degree angles, even if on only one side of the road, to increase efficiency.
I do agree with providing alternatives such as parking at Charlotte Pass Village where people can
have some food and a chairlift ride, and I also agree with a park and ride from Perisher.
But please don’t make most options paid.
Whitewater kayakers also park along Kosciuszko Road by the turning circle so they can paddle the
Snowy River down to Guthega. That section of whitewater is one of Australia’s best. We won’t be
able to fit our kayaks on a bus or chairlift and so we rely on roadside parking.
Helicopter transit
I disagree with helicopter transit. If one aim of the master plan is to reduce the carbon footprint by
getting people to use public transport, why would you then shuttle people in a helicopter? Also, part
of the experience of Kosciuszko National Park is the quiet. If helicopter transits became popular, it
would ruin the quiet.
Resort areas
I agree with enhancing the experience at both Perisher and Thredbo ski areas. Both areas have some
very run‐down buildings and aging infrastructure. Perisher has for years tried to pass a village
masterplan and it always stagnated with Parks. I’d be happy to see a better village atmosphere at
Perisher and especially replacing the ugly Perisher center and Parks building as well as refurbishing
the ski tube.
Thredbo is already much nicer, but the village center needs a complete redo so that it is somewhere
you want to spend time. More shops and cafes, plant some trees for shade and atmosphere.
Conclusion
While Kosciuszko National Parks’ infrastructure is no longer keeping up with the volume of people,
all efforts should be made to keep public access free and unrestricted. There should be no
privatization of areas such as the Island Bend campground and the Rangers Station. It is good to

keep the fairly basic camping style such as that at Island Bend, because not everyone is seeking a
glamping experience and these days, society in general is losing an appreciation for the simple life.
Jindabyne needs more than just skiing, so the Widow’s Peak mountain bike park is an excellent idea.
Jindabyne also needs a high‐quality climbing gym and a whitewater kayak/canoe slalom course.
Jindabyne town needs a heart, so bypass the road, make town pedestrian and bike friendly, build a
communal plaza area and plant some great big legacy trees.
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Submission attached.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Response to the NSW Government’s Special Activation Plan for Kosciuszko
National Park (KNP) and associated Draft Plan of Management (POM).
NSW Department of Planning, Industry and Environment have obviously spent
considerable time developing a long term vision for Jindabyne and the surrounding
Snowy Mountain region. They are to be commended for this work. Though my
knowledge is limited when it comes to Jindabyne I generally support the proposals for
development and improvements to the town’s precincts particularly of the foreshore area.
I am though extremely concerned to read of NSW Government’s Special Activation Plan
for Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) and the associated Draft Plan of Management
(POM). Both proposals plan further commercial developments in the KNP which includes
a 40% increase in accommodation, bringing more tourists in which in itself will require
additional infrastructure, greater vehicle access and a bigger human footprint on an
already fragile environment.
National Parks around the world are set up for a specific reason but developments of this
type described in the Special Activation Plan and POM is not necessarily one of them.
“National Parks are gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their
natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in
national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation. “ National Parks Association of NSW
It would also appear direct control of the KNP Plan of Management is being taken away
from the NSW Environment Minister and being handed to the Deputy Premier and his
Department of Regional NSW which is of great concern. Will the Deputy Premier and his
Department have the best interests of the Park, in particular noting the Deputy Premier’s
past record legislating the protection of the brumbies in the alpine region or is this about
political and short term economic gains?
Kosciuszko National Park is one of the most visited parks in Australia; already suffering
environment damage from the present tourist trade and other factors such as global
warming and escalating bush fires. It is already well documented that the ski industry will
be impacted in the coming decades by climate change.
I object to the proposed increase in bed number limits for Thredbo Village. Has an
independent assessment of the environmental impact of more housing been undertaken
for the POW? I was not able to find such a document in the information supplied.
Providing more accommodation will require clearing of nearby native vegetation
impacting fauna and flora, an increase in the infrastructure and depleting water
resources. The Plans seem to be driven primarily to satisfy increases in winter peak
demand over skiing’s short term future causing an over development of Thredbo. In the
future this will lead to stranded assets as the viability of the snowfields declines and
usage flattens out across the year. Whereas skiing is confined to a small area within
Australia, bushwalking and mountain biking will continue to be a popular pastimes across
regional areas therefore not necessarily bringing the required tourism to fill the extra
beds planned.

If the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) Master Plan is allowed in the
Kosciuszko National Park, it will result in permanent degradation of the Park. What a
tragedy this will be for future generations. Environmental protection should be the
foremost priority in any future planning when it involves National Parks.
I believe the current Plan of Management for KNP protects the natural values of the Park
by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally sustainable
limits and has been achieved successfully for more than 40 years. This should be taken
into consideration during this consultation period.
As the organisation Paddy Pallin has identified:
“National Parks are there to preserve wildernesses for all Australians to enjoy, but this plan will
damage the delicate alpine environment by encouraging development where there should not be
any.”
Thank you for taking the time to read my response.
Sandra Reddy
A regular visitor of Thredbo and KNP.
23/08/2021
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As someone who has visited East Jindabyne every holiday for the last fifty years or so, and with family living here, here are a number of things that
concern me about the Snowy Mountain SAP.

For East Jindabyne, we need to ensure that any new accommodation is low-density, catering for residents rather than tourists so we do not simply
become a centre for transient holiday-makers who have no long-term investment in the area.
The views across the lake to the mountains are unique and precious and one of the main things that attracts people to the area. There must not be any
development of the western side of the lake.
Recent development of housing at East Jindabyne has shown a disgraceful disregard for residents' access to the lake with no provision of pedestrian
easements between lots, forcing people to walk long distances along Jerrara Drive to find access to he lake-shore. I and other residents have lost
confidence in the ability of developers to create new developments with considerate and sensible planning for existing residents.
There must be no high rise building. All over Australia, places of great natural beauty have been despoiled by high rise structures, destroying the very
beauty that attracts people in the first place. Let's not make the same mistake here.
Plans for amenities such as a walking track along he Snowy or a viewing platform at Porcupine Rocks seem to indicate a lack of awareness as to
what people find so valuable about such wilderness areas. Every time I have visited Porcupine Rocks, for example, either as a child myself or more
recently with my own children, he very magic of the place has been the fact that it has felt like true wilderness - a tiny winding track, a giant's castle of
rocks to scramble over, he sense that you have stumbled upon a place that others don't know about. If you go and build a viewing platform, no doubt
replete with information boards and signs cautioning people against the danger of falling, you reduce yet ano her magnificent spectacle to a tourist site,
a scenic look-out, a place tame and predictable and robbed of all sense of intrepid adventure.
The same can be said for the proposed road to Kosciusko. By making our highest peak so accessible, you rob thousands of people of the adventure of
walking overland to it.
I hope some of his is useful food for thought.
Sandy Mackinnon
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I am a guest of Mirrabooka Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 30 years. I strongly
endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
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I dont think this beautifull bit of land in the snowy mountains should be developed. It is already ruined enough with all of the gates that have been
locked, restricting access to once what was land that was accessible to he public for camping and exploring. I would like to see it open so that my kids
and I can experience that land for years to come. It would be a shame to see that land ruined by ugly buildings. I for one would not travel there to stay
in a overpriced resort for the rich.
I agree to the above statement
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Aspects of he Proposals for East Jindabyne Sub-Precinct
While I generally agree with he overall thrust of the revised draft proposal for future development of East Jindabyne it seems rushed and somewhat
conflicting in its objectives and outcome. The proposals for a network of open spaces and substantial parkland on he peninsula are most welcome as
is the proposal for commercial hubs to provide focal points for meeting and recreation. These do however need to be fleshed out in some more detail
to bring out their full potential and not create further strain on inadequate road network and foreshore access points and usage.
Below is comment on the objectives versus the proposals and appended is an alternative plan generally endorsed by the resident’s group of which I
am president that more effectively addresses he objectives and meets many of the SAP project objectives.
Objectives of the revised plan presented 27 July 2021.
“…This review identified that a varied spatial arrangement can deliver additional open space and green infrastructure and preserve high value
vegeta ion while also ensuring sufficient land is available to deliver housing, accommodation and lifestyle opportunities within close proximity of Lake
Jindabyne. This development option also maintains the desired future character detailed in the draft Master Plan which seeks to deliver a ‘Lakeside
Village’ and large-scale public park within the East Jindabyne Sub-Precinct.”
The objective of protecting environmental and landscape values and a Lakeside Village as stated would seem to be completely discarded by
proposing an excessive amount of housing development with roads over the visually prominent hilltops and up steep slopes that contain most of the
remnant native woodland, rocky outcrops and some good quality native grassland. If he habitat remnants are scattered into isolated pockets, they will
be badly managed and quickly degrade and disappear. By integrating the hilltop into a con iguous parkland linking to the main park and shoreline open
space, biodiversity can be better protected and managed and a wonderful network of walking and cycling trails can be developed with visual intrusion
of development being much better mi igated. The concept shown in the attached alternate plan is stylised and would need to be better defined by an
appropriate contour level that incorporated most of the attributes described.
‘Residen ial and Commercial Use’
‘….The spatial arrangement of residential development has been guided by the need to retain high value vegeta ion and provide residential allotments
with opportunities for generous landscaped area. Sustainable design principles will underpin new development to enhance connec ions, create
walkable streets, and encourage active transport uptake.’
Use of exis ing zonings for East Jindabyne as proposed will produce the congested unsightly mess we are getting now with development in East
Jindabyne. A special residential zoning and/or a better mix of minimum lot sizes is needed to produce a residential area predominantly suited for
permanent residents that achieves a village atmosphere. Wider and tree-lined streets are highly desirable but if the current subdivision requirements
are not substan ially improved then this objective will never be met as it is not now.
It would seem hat the housing targets based on the population projections are being ‘crammed’ into existing residential areas ra her than proposing a
genuinely village-like residential area. It would seem very limiting of this study for a 40 year plan to not identify other land close to Jindabyne that could
be developed for lower density residential development within he time horizon of he SAP Plan and in time could be rezoned for higher density as

needed in the future.
Other detail points of the proposed master plan :Access to the lake through residential areas seems to be lacking. This is a serious omission in nearly all historic planning for East Jindabyne and
needs to be a requirement of the DCP (see appended plan).
Green Infrastructure corridors should be guaranteed and also used for Water Sensitive Urban Design features incorporating water pollution preven ion
structures and devices. All of the existing and proposed development in East Jindabyne drains to recreational waters used for body contact activities
and fishing. There are no urban runoff pollution control measures incorporated into any of he newer developments in East Jindabyne (or Jindabyne)
despite there being a Stormwater Management Plan in existence since the EPA funded program in the mid-nineties These are modern development
standards for urban development and need to be incorporated into any development under he SAP Plan. The proposed green infrastructure corridors
will need significant restoration and landscaping to provide good habitat and green zones. Will the developers be required to do his?
‘……The East Jindabyne Sub-Precinct will deliver a well-structured residential neighbourhood with views to the Park, Lake, and town centre beyond.
Increased height and density will be concentrated along Jerrara Drive and at the interface with the Park to protect important
Lake views. A smaller residential neighbourhood, situated to he west of Kosciuszko Road, will be designed to ensure existing landscape features are
preserved.’
I do not support tall development on the East Jindabyne foreshore. Any redevelopment here should be limited to 2 storeys with a 9 metre height limit
as exists now. Development at the commercial nodes could allow 3-storeys with residen ial and commercial accommodation and provide cafes and
appropriate retail and he additional parking needed. See appended plan for fur her medium density proposals.
The Western Lake Jindabyne precinct has the potential to be a visual degrada ion of he outlook from East Jindabyne if not developed very carefully.
Light intrusion at night and loss of the ‘natural’ scene of the lake, undeveloped (though cleared) lakeshore and he national park behind are part of the
attraction of living in East Jindabyne. Controls on day and night visual intrusion need to be very strong to limit this and the development sites need to
be in the least visually prominent areas such as the N facing slopes. A comprehensive tree planting program is essential to mitigate the visual impact
from all aspects. It is pleasing to see that smart lighting is being proposed and this should be mandated in he new DCP but could be even more
appropriately controlled in the West Lake eco-tourism zone to replicate the Lake Crackenback resort which has very effective low-level lighting.
‘…Commercial opportunities located adjacent to the Park are suited to small business including cafes or pop-ups, while land at he junction of
Kosciuszko Road and Jerrara Drive will deliver convenience retail and local services in a gateway location.
Upgrades to the intersection of Kosciuszko Road and Jerrara Drive will be required to support this development.’
I support this objective and there are a number of opportunities in the development zones proposed for these developments to enhance living in East
Jindabyne. The attached alternate plan shows these with some additional ideas as to layout and other commercial opportunities.
The alternate plan appended has he following objec ives and summary of my views :1. Create a year-round residen ial village-like zone with high quality amenities hat serves permanent residents.
2. Why? To cater for the stable population of business owners and employess that are needed for the SAP development plan to work and ensure
enduring viability of year-round businesses. The people who live here and will come will seek :
a. Larger single-dwelling blocks
b. Demand for lifestyle living areas
c. Disconnection of work from leisure ie not living in town (Jindabyne)
d. Family-centred rather than investor driven residen ial areas.
3. How to achieve it?
a. Larger lots (say to 1200 sq m) with a mix of higher density to allow for different housing choices and developer profitability.
b. Height limits no higher than at present but with greater se backs on blocks.
c. Preserve scenery both from within East Jindabyne but from vistas from Tyrolean Village, Jindabyne township and from any eco-tourism
development on the western foreshore
d. Maximise lake access within the new development not just at the ends of the roads
e. Improve Road infrastructure and pedestrian and cycling path networks.
4. Benefits
a. High-value real estate for developers
b. Stable and happy community
c. Distinct market
Main issues
• Configuration
o Broad ridge-top parkland contiguous with lakeside park
o Ring road more on the perimeter than hrough the ‘middle’
• Road access
o Intersection with highway and Kunama Dr – both need major upgrades
o Access to land behind the entry commercial hub should be via one road only which is integrated with the upgraded road intersection at Kunama
Drive and provides access to lots fronting the tree-lined gully along Jerrara which should not have direct access to Jerrara Dr. this is to protect a nice
patch of na ive vegetation which protects the drainage line and give visual screening to residences and passers-by whether on foot or in their cars.
o There is a strong need for an Internal link road to Rainbow Drive
• Mixture of housing types
o Single dwelling, family homes (4A) on larger lots
o Townhouses in higher areas (4B?) on smaller lots Strata title, e.g. to allow larger setbacks
o A retirement village should be considered as an option as there is suitable land
• There is a real for sports field wi h community centre in the lakeside park
• Strong DCP wi h requirements for height limits, scenic protection, setbacks, off-road parking, low impact lighting, building codes, etc.
The self repealing SEPP which changes land zonings should not come into force wi hout the accompanying DCP at the same time. The regulatory

framework will be a farce if here is no enforcement or auditing role for Council of the DPE to check compliance and take appropriate action.
Shane Trengove

23 August 2021.
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Kosciuszko high country is the most endangered eco-system in the country and it is not being properly protected. The focus of this draftmaster plan
creating a 'special activation precinct' is clearly to maximise the commercialisation of the area ,not the protection of the natural environment. The
comment of Anthony Evans of NPWS quoted in the SMH article 8/8/21 :"put ing more beds in the national park would take pressure off the roads out
of Jindabyne" shows how skewed the reasoning is.
There should be no increase in accomodation numbers inside the park boundaries. Locate them outside and improve public transport options to
access the park. More beds means more barren car parks and more pressure on waste disposal systems.
The stated concern about the impact of 'climate change' on the park's ecosystem is contradicted by the advocation of helicopter access into the park
and the opening up of trails to 4WD vehicle tours. Can there be any more damaging and elitist modes of transport within the park?
The primary function of the park management must remain the protection of the increasingly fragile environment. Putting the the park under the control
of the Minister of Regional Development, responsible for the disasterous wild brumbie legislation would be the death knell for the environment. Habitat
loss, bushfires, drought, invasive species, the increased industrialisation of the park with Snowy Hydro 2 0 all constitute a 'death by a thousand cuts'.
Keep the park as low key as possible for genuine wilderness lovers to experience. Keep development within existing boundaries and reduce their
impact. I would hate to see any new tracks constructed to allow vehicle access as evidenced in the Blue Lake track that destroyed the 'back-country'
experience
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John Barilaro has a history of environmental vandalism and this is another example of it. His attempt to take control of a unique
ecosystem, and to remove it from the control of the Environment Mister, Matt Kean, is an abuse of position and an abuse of power.
The focus within the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) must not be "on growing jobs and on economic activity" but on preserving the
alpine habitat and protecting it to the maximum extent possible from the effects of Climate Change. The damage caused by
Thredbo trying to become an all-season resort is obvious to anyone who has had the good fortune of visiting KNP over the
decades.
I accept that we can not, and should not, lock away parts of the State, and prevent their use by the current generation to protect it
for the future, but it is possible to do both. The National Parks administration have managed that balance in the past and are best
placed to manage it now and into the future as part of their normal processes.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct should be abolished and Mr John (Pork) Barrel-aro referred to ICAC.

1
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I am supportive of:
1. Public access areas near the lake (bike and walking trails around entire lake which can never be claimed by private interests)
2. More accomodation areas within reason - no small block releases or medium density which is unnecessary.
3. Golf course at hatchery bay
4. Adventure Park and Mountain biking areas
5. Green space with public access - especially in areas with the best views eg high points (these should not be sold to private
interests)
I definitely don't want to see:
1

1. ANY SMALL BLOCK RELEASES (EG 700sqm) WITH DUAL OCCUPANCY ZONING - this causes too much congestion both on
the blocks and with the associated parking etc.
In East Jindabyne, the new dual occupancy structures on 700sqm small blocks has caused parking congestion and the
developments are not in line with previous existing structures in the area.
I believe that the small block releases were a disgraceful mistake that should not be made again.
I cannot see any benefit of this zoning to the area apart from profits to builders and developers. I object most vehemently to any
new small block releases in East Jindabyne.
These small block releases have resulted in houses being built on a huge proportion of the blocks (80%+), crowding over one
another, and looks very out of touch with the previous village feel of East Jindabyne.
2. Out of place medium density dwellings eg 3 story walkups - especially close to the foreshore. This will result both in a
competition to build higher to capture the views, and an unnecessary over-saturation of people that will cause both traffic and
parking issues.
This type of development is also not in line with the existing Jindabyne area (especially in East Jindabyne where I live).
It is unnecessary to crowd such a large amount of people into a small area, when development can just spread further out of town
in new development releases.
I think we need to add:
1. A new caravan park if the NRMA park is being closed. There is not enough temporary accomodation available if this Caravan
Park is removed.
2. NPWS to be relocated to Leesville so the building can be used for something else community based, like an indoor activity
centre for bad weather days (rock climbing wall, trampolining etc).
Thank you.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 3:04:31 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 15:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Siyuan
Last name
Hong
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Berwick
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I'm a whitewater kayaker who has been a part of the Snowy river extreme race in 2017, 2018 and 2019. I also camp at Island Bend on hiking and
skiing trips. I do not support this plan for the following reasons:
- Commercialisation of the campground would spoil a beau iful, natural campground on the Snowy River.
- The campground should be managed by NPWS, maintaining control in he interests of the public, not for private enterprise.
- It is essential that flexible, free, public access to the river is maintained for whitewater paddlers.
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I object to this
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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This cannot be allowed to go ahead. It will destroy more of our best national park, and put further stress on endangered plants and
animals. Must we ruin everything !?
It is already over developed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I am in support of this. As a 23 year old apart of a younger generation and growing up having annual trips down to the Snowy
Mountains Region for skiing/snowboarding, the region is of urgent need for a facelift and redevelopment. Also having travelled to
overseas regions in a similar case study/focus such as Breckenridge, Colorado USA and Queenstown, NZ it really is tough to
come back annually here in Australia to the region. I do love coming down to support local but the region is lacking in so many
areas and needs urgent revamping/redevelopment. Accomodation is lacking and terrible, community facilities are lacking, village
life is terrible (apart from Thredbo), transport and access to the region is also lacking, and the list can go on...Now is a pivotal point
in time to help the region, given that local travel is crucial and the need to bring people back to the region annually and in all
seasons. As being apart of the young generation and currently studying architecture, as well as having a lifelong love for
alpine/snow sports I would really love to see this change happen and also be apart of the change if the opportunity presents itself. I
am in full support of this.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:02:55 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Sophia
Last name
McKenzie
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2615
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Snowy Mountain Region (and all other national parks), are sacred sites and should not have infrastructure built on them. These monumental
places are important for healing the soul and creating a beau iful environment to play, explore and simply just be in.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 3:43 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 15:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Sophie
Last name
Day
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2478
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am against all development of the Kosciuszko National Park. Natural ecosystems should be left natural, not increasing car traffic
and car parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:23:07 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Sophie
Last name
Smith
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Albion park 2527
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
There is no need to develop on our beautiful natural areas especially ones as unique in Australia as Kosciusko national park
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:50:06 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Sophie
Last name
Smith
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2621
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
degrading of a na ional park
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:04:59 AM
knp-submission---stefan-de-montis.docx

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Stefan
Last name
De Montis
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2612
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
knp-submission---stefan-de-montis docx

Submission
Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management & Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan submission

I’m a Canberran who has have been visiting KNP (Kosciuszko National Park) for almost 20 years. On average I spend 70 nights of the year camping in
the backcountry by means of bushwalking and skiing. I am also the current Huts History officer for the Kosciuszko Huts Association, and a former
committee member or both the National Parks Association of the ACT and the Australian National University Mountaineering club, of which I have led
40 trips, mostly in KNP. I also recently attended the Australian Alps Walking Track Bi annual stakeholder meeting in Charlotte Pass. I am also currently
involved in various heritage related projects within the park, such as the rediscovering and recording of Ligars route down Arsenic Ridge.
I know the park intimately and care about it deeply. After reviewing the amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management and the
Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan, I am left extremely worried for the future of Kosciuszko National Park.
I am opposed to the following:
1. Helicopter transport to he ski resorts.
This will affect many peoples enjoyment of the national park. Disturbing the quiet and sense of peacefulness that can be had in the area for the benefit
of a few weal hy people is abhorrent. The social inequity that this amendment creates has no place in a national park.
2. Development in Yarrangobilly.
The Yarrangobilly Caves karst system is of na ional and international significance, and is highly sensitive to disturbance. Installing “onsen” like facilities
and artificially heating the water is totally at odds with natural values, and would severely detract from the region. A Japanese onsen experience has
nothing to do with the cultural fabric of Australia and a unique environment such as Yarrangobilly should not suffer because of it. People should be
able to visit this area without being subjected to hese proposed eyesores.
The eco pods will be a blight on the landscape. People should be able to experience the area without having to be confronted with even more
development.
3. Over development of Island Bend.
Island bend has great historical and social value. Developing it into a “glamping” area would exclude many people from using it. In its current state it is
accessible to everyone throughout the whole year. This allows easy access to he park for those who choose to camp there.
Historically Island Bend was a Snowy Hydro Authority township. A heritage assessment must be conducted before any developments go ahead.
4. Increasing the bed numbers within the ski resorts.

Over development caused by the infilling of the Ski Resort lease areas will create further strain on an area hat is already being overused.
Accommodation should be developed outside of KNP. The people of Jindabyne, Berridale, Tumut, Adaminaby, and Cooma would all benefit from
increased development within heir towns. KNP should not be used to support an industry that is decline due to environmental issues such as climate
change.
5. Vehicles accessing the Summit Road for the Iconic Walk.
No commercial vehicles should have access to the summit area of the Main Range. Walkers who are attemp ing the ‘Iconic walk’ should access the
area from Charlotte Pass, Gu hega or Thredbo. There is no need to affect other peoples enjoyment of the area by subjecting them to vehicle traffic on
the Main Range. This is another example of the social inequity these amendments will foster.
I fear hat he future of KNP is under threat due to these amendments and proposals. National Parks should be free from commercial developments
and urbanisation. These amendments and proposals are quite at odds with the underlying goal of national parks – conservation. I implore the
decisions makers to see beyond the perceived financial benefits these amendments and proposals have and understand the unquantifiable yet
immense ecological and social value a place like KNP can have for future generations.

Yours Sincerely
Stefan De Montis

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management & Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan submission
I’m a Canberran who has have been visiting KNP (Kosciuszko National Park) for almost 20
years. On average I spend 70 nights of the year camping in the backcountry by means of
bushwalking and skiing. I am also the current Huts History officer for the Kosciuszko Huts
Association, and a former committee member or both the National Parks Association of
the ACT and the Australian National University Mountaineering club, of which I have led 40
trips, mostly in KNP. I also recently attended the Australian Alps Walking Track Bi annual
stakeholder meeting in Charlotte Pass. I am also currently involved in various heritage
related projects within the park, such as the rediscovering and recording of Ligars route
down Arsenic Ridge.
I know the park intimately and care about it deeply. After reviewing the amendments to the
Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management and the Snowy Mountains SAP Draft
Master Plan, I am left extremely worried for the future of Kosciuszko National Park.
I am opposed to the following:
1. Helicopter transport to the ski resorts.
• This will affect many peoples enjoyment of the national park. Disturbing the quiet and
sense of peacefulness that can be had in the area for the benefit of a few wealthy
people is abhorrent. The social inequity that this amendment creates has no place in
a national park.
2. Development in Yarrangobilly.
• The Yarrangobilly Caves karst system is of national and international significance,
and is highly sensitive to disturbance. Installing “onsen” like facilities and artificially
heating the water is totally at odds with natural values, and would severely detract
from the region. A Japanese onsen experience has nothing to do with the cultural
fabric of Australia and a unique environment such as Yarrangobilly should not suffer
because of it. People should be able to visit this area without being subjected to
these proposed eyesores.
• The eco pods will be a blight on the landscape. People should be able to experience
the area without having to be confronted with even more development.
3. Over development of Island Bend.
• Island bend has great historical and social value. Developing it into a “glamping” area
would exclude many people from using it. In its current state it is accessible to
everyone throughout the whole year. This allows easy access to the park for those who
choose to camp there.
• Historically Island Bend was a Snowy Hydro Authority township. A heritage
assessment must be conducted before any developments go ahead.
4. Increasing the bed numbers within the ski resorts.
• Over development caused by the infilling of the Ski Resort lease areas will create
further strain on an area that is already being overused. Accommodation should be

developed outside of KNP. The people of Jindabyne, Berridale, Tumut, Adaminaby,
and Cooma would all benefit from increased development within their towns. KNP
should not be used to support an industry that is decline due to environmental issues
such as climate change.
5. Vehicles accessing the Summit Road for the Iconic Walk.
• No commercial vehicles should have access to the summit area of the Main Range.
Walkers who are attempting the ‘Iconic walk’ should access the area from Charlotte
Pass, Guthega or Thredbo. There is no need to affect other peoples enjoyment of the
area by subjecting them to vehicle traffic on the Main Range. This is another example
of the social inequity these amendments will foster.
I fear that the future of KNP is under threat due to these amendments and proposals.
National Parks should be free from commercial developments and urbanisation. These
amendments and proposals are quite at odds with the underlying goal of national parks –
conservation. I implore the decisions makers to see beyond the perceived financial
benefits these amendments and proposals have and understand the unquantifiable yet
immense ecological and social value a place like KNP can have for future generations.
Yours Sincerely
Stefan De Montis

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 9 August 2021 9:14 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 21:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Stephen
Last name
Forbes
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
My background that is relevant to this submission is that I was a partner in a Real Estate and Accommodation business for 11
years until the business was sold two years ago. I wish to refer specifically to Appendix B in the SAP - Snowy Mountains Appendix
dated June 2021 which refers to the current and potential future beds in Thredbo Village.
The current number of 'official' beds in Thredbo is set at 4,810 and the appendix notes that an increase of 1,634 of beds is
proposed with 1,361 allowed for tourist accommodation and 274 for staff accommodation. I strongly support the increase in bed
numbers and applaud the idea for specific staff beds. Making provision for staff beds in the village is likely to remove 200 - 300
cars per day from the Alpine Way. This is based upon the fact that 2-3 cars per 8 staff make the trip up the mountain on a daily
basis.
The problem is that currently in Thredbo there are around 5,000 extra beds that are in 'lofts', 'ski-rooms', and other ancillary rooms
in various accommodation types. The solution is to offer 5,000 'beds' to existing properties at $10,000 per bed which would bring in
$50 million in sales and add (at current annual rent per bed) $10 million in annual lease fees. This would legitimise exisiting bed
numbers which are currently and obviously handled by the exisiting water, sewage and road infrastructure. It would eliminate the
ridiculous bed 'dance' that takes place at time of transfers and under the current inspection regime. Perisher lodges were able to
'legitimise' beds around 10 years ago. Note, the dollars raised would be substantial.
When 5,000 new bed licenses are added to the current increase of 1,634 beds, the appendix B should state that 6,634 new bed
licenses are required.
1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:46:38 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Stephen
Last name
Goggs
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Curtin
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am extremely concerned by NSW Government’s Special Activation Plan for Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). This draft plan intends to encourage
further development in the Park inviting greater access for vehicles and aircraft. It also takes direct control of the KNP Plan of Management away from
the NSW Environment Minister and gives it to the Deputy Premier.
I want to ask you to keep this great wonder of nature as it now is. I hope you will not mar he wonderful grandeur, the sublimity, the great loneliness
and beauty of the [park]. Leave it as it is. You cannot improve on it. The ages have been at work on it, and man can only mar it.
I cannot claim hese words as my own, yet they remain as per inent in our context today as they did when uttered by US President Roosevelt in
connection with preserving he Grand Canyon more than 100 years ago.
It was he also who said, "We have become great because of the lavish use of our resources. But the time has come to inquire seriously what will
happen when our forests are gone ... when he soils have still further impoverished and washed into the streams, polluting the rivers, denuding he
fields and obstructing navigation."
"I recognize the right and duty of this genera ion to develop and use the natural resources of our land; but I do not recognize the right to waste them, or
to rob, by wasteful use, the generations that come after us."
"Of all the questions which can come before this nation, short of the actual preservation of its existence in a great war, there is none which compares
in importance with the great central task of leaving this land even a better land for our descendants than it is for us."
Roosevelt knew it. And anyone who has set foot in a national park knows it. National Parks are here to preserve wilderness for all Australians to
enjoy.
One of the main purposes of the proposed Snowy Mountains SAP and associated Draft Plan of Management (POM) is to overrule the KNP Plan of
Management strategy in order to make the NSW Government's Snowy Mountains SAP proposed developments legally permissible. As he National
Parks Association have clearly identified “The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park
at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so
many environmental issues, let’s not add over development of KNP to those failures."
This plan will damage the delicate alpine environment by encouraging development where there should not be any. This proposal must be defeated, it
is an affront to the very purpose of National Parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:21:58 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Stephen
Last name
Goozee
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wahroonga 2076
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National Park Is a wilderness region, and should remain ever thus. There is already more than sufficient commercial development wi hin
the park, no additional strategies to encourage further exploitation of the region should be allowed by this or successive governments.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:10:46 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Stephen
Last name
Hafer
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Maroubra
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
This submission is in relation to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Masterplan. Whilst I am generally supportive of the framework
plan to establish a clear pathway for improved ac ivation of the Snowy Mountains Alpine areas and Jindabyne, I believe that the draft plan is heavily
focused on Jindabyne at the expense of the Alpine resorts within Kosciusko NP represen ing a missed opportunity for a more holistic offering in
support or year-round activation within an environmentally and culturally sustainable framework.
The draft Masterplan notes in rela ion to Perisher that:
Development will prioritise year-round activation with Perisher Village Square functioning as a central attraction for bo h day and overnight visitors. The
square and surrounding street network will be pedestrian-friendly wi h active frontages enhancing visitor connections between the ski fields and
Perisher’s vibrant public spaces.
However, unlike the structure plans for Jindabyne activation, there is lit le detail on how this will actually be achieved. Being a member of the Rugby
Ski lodge in Perisher and having the opportunity to spend some non-winter periods in Perisher, it is abundantly clear that outside the peak winter
season this resort is completely inactive wi h no shops, restaurants or commercial operations, transport links (ski tube) etc.. It is like a ghost town! The
draft plan refers to improvements to the amenity of the Village Square but fails to address WHY people would seek to visit or stay at Perisher outside
of the winter season. In his regard, more thought needs to be focused on WHAT Perisher can offer in the non-peak winter season. Thredbo has
clearly shown that Mountain Biking is one big attrac ion of these areas and has synergies with he winter opera ions hrough the utilisation of existing
infrastructure (select lifts), accommodation, sports shops, restaurants, supermarkets etc. This combined wi h traditional walks, camping, environmental
appreciation, outdoor activities etc provides sufficient critical mass in tourist numbers to support all of the necessary service providers including
accommodation, maintenance, resort employment, cleaning services, activity centre, bars, cafes, restaurants, retailers etc
I believe that the missed opportunity for this draft Masterplan (and especially Perisher village) lies in utilising the existing available infrastructure and
providing further sustainable and complementary uses (such as set out in more detail for Jindabyne). These would take advantage of some of the
existing lift infrastructure, restaurants, supermarkets, ski tube etc to activate the precinct but also provide improved access between the offerings of
Jindabyne, Perisher, Charlottes Pass and Thredbo. Clearly, the core advantages offered by this network approach include active outdoor recreation as
well as passive recreation, well being, educa ion, environmental and cultural education. In his context, each of the Alpine resorts could play a role as
part of an integrated offering - each having unique attributes and attrac ions but allowing choice and ease of connectivity to enable the whole SAP to
be a major all-year attraction by offering unique choices of activities that are well connected and linked by shuttle bus and ski tube transport (e.g.
downhill mountain biking in Perisher in the morning via ski tube, lunch in Perisher village and a lake ride or some other activity around Jindabyne). As
with the winter season offering for skiers, visitors would also have a choice of a range of Alpine accommodation or Jindabyne, depending on
preference for the activities undertaken (i.e. hard-core mountain bikers may choose to stay at one of the Alpine resort areas but travel to others for
variety). This will logically have flow-on effects for both local infrastructure and also housing/accommodation hat needs to be identified and planned in
parallel to account for future growth. I consider that the most efficient and effective approach to he Snowy Mountains SAP is to utilise and enhance
existing infrastructure and opportunities by focusing on WHY people visit these areas and what can be done to increase visitation.
As recognised by the draft plan here is clearly a tremendous opportunity (as well as an impera ive) to make the Snowy Mountains SAP a year-round
tourism mecca and as a consequence suppor ing a more stable and sustainable commercial existence for not only Jindabyne but also the Alpine
resort areas.
Thank you for your consideration.
Regards,
Stephen Hafer

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 5:49:55 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 05:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Stephen
Last name
Paget
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Birchgrove
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I don’t like the proposal
The park has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of hat damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construc ion works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
The slow destruction of the park must stop. The area should remain as wilderness for future generations
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:03 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Stephen
Last name
Roche
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
MOUNT VICTORIA 2785
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the privatisation of National Parks campsites.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 31 July 2021 6:03 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 31/07/2021 - 18:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Stephen
Last name
Tucker
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
TANILBA BAY
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I fully support an upgrade to facilities in Kosciuszko National Park. Currently it is like stepping back in time 30 or 40 years.
In my experience, parks are only be valued by the majority of the public if they are accessible and facilities are well maintained.
A balance between usage and conservation is difficult, but locking these areas up is not the solution.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:42 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steve
Last name
Cuff
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Heading: Western Lake Jindabyne
Sub Heading: Support golf course with conditions
Reference: Page 66-68 Master Plan - Page 27 Appendix
Comment:
As a tourist town looking to create a 12-month tourist economy having an 18 hole signature golf course could be part of the
solution. Golfers do travel to experience great golf courses, and the added attraction of all the other alpine offerings could expand
the group of friends’ golf holiday to be a genuine family affair holiday destination in some instances.
But I see some issues that could arise, so how do we at this early stage implement protection against these scenarios.
• Building height for any golf course accommodation should be ground level only to not make it an eyesore on the lake.
• No high rise buildings at all on the foreshore. Ground level Villas would be acceptable, 2 story accommodation not acceptable.
• Golf courses require a decent amount of water. Where would this come from, the lake or the creeks?
• Golf courses also use pesticides. How would any contamination be prevented as the lake is Jindabyne’s drinking water source?
• On page 67 you have also positioned a sewage treatment plant adjacent to Hatchery Bay. This would need to be state of the art
and better positioned so as not to be an ugly treatment plant in a very visual position. Would 100% of all waste matter and runoff
be “fully recycled” so as not to have any discharge what so ever into Lake Jindabyne.
• The Berridale golf course uses grey water from Berridale sewage.
1

• Could this be a stipulation with the golf course designers, that they pay for the full cost of incorporating a high end treatment
plant. Or would the government provide this as an incentive to invest. High priority needs to be taken on this treatment plant design
and implementation.
• On page 27 of the SAP appendix you state in “Section C” of Performance Criteria of water quality.
• My main concern would be for any Western Foreshore tourism projects, including golf course, how would we ensure and protect
Lake Jindabyne and its water source.
• Would caveats be provided in Delivery Plan and DCP to protect residents over any fast-tracked development that does not
address these issues.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

now on the streets during peak tourism times.
New Parking Solution – 1 level below ground JCS site
The community has already indicated in webinars they do not want a 2 story parking station on the JCS school site.
But, in another submission I suggest this is the perfect place for a 1 level below ground parking area that covers the entire JCS
site. Yes it will be expensive, but you address so many issues in one solution.
You can build a supermarket, retail, commercial and resident apartments on single or 2 story above the parking area, and all cars
are housed underneath.
If you are looking for solid infrastructure, this is one way that would appease everyone I think.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:03 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steve
Last name
Cuff
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Heading: Snowy Alpine Heritage Centre
Sub Heading: Support and comment
Reference: Master Pan Page 31 Economy and Industry
Comment:
I totally support a Snowy Alpine Heritage Centre and actually think it should be prioritised to the top of the list.
Initially when we started Go Jindabyne and it morphed into the SAP, the thinking was big ideas that could create a difference.
I propose a big idea that would be iconic in its own right.
Build a new state of the art complex at the trig station which is about 500m from Tyrolean Village turnoff overlooking Jindabyne.
Access to the new heritage centre would be via a cable car from approximately the skate park/Jindabyne Bowling Club area over
the lake.
• Mini Cable car for 15 people approximately $6-8 million (2 x cable cars, one each direction spanning the lake) or……
• Big tram cable car for 50 people approximately $15-18 million (2 x cable cars, one each direction spanning the lake)
• While on the journey over the lake you are passing over the old Snowy River and the sight of where the Old Jindabyne township
was below, in front of Tyrolean Village.
1

• A recording could be played of why and how the old town was flooded, and also the story of the Jindabyne Dam and the moving
of the town to its present location.
• On arrival you are a greeted with the best view of Jindabyne and the mountains via the Thredbo Valley and a state of the art
facility. (Aprrox $30-40 million)
• Building would include a great café, restaurant and a separate lookout viewing platform plus the heritage centre.
• On bad blizzard winter days an option to attract people inside in Jindabyne, as at present there is nothing to do in winter except
walk in Jindabyne.
It ticks all the boxes of what you suggest on Page 31 of Master Plan.
• Provide emerging businesses, support more jobs and foster a year round economy.
• It could incorporate indigenous content.
• Develop an exciting mix of new tourism activities.
• Support the arts and culture sector (by way of gallery)
Reference: Master Plan Page 48 and 51
Comment:
You mention Alpine Heritage Centre in the “Town Square” conversation, and potentially at the NPWS building, but realistically
would any building be big enough in this location to justify the number of displays and content that could be shown at the heritage
centre. This area may be too small as we could incorporate a casual gallery, various aspect of Aboriginal history and local
Jindabyne history, skiing history and the snow scheme.
Click this link and see what state of the art infrastructure looks like. This Eiger Express lift in Switzerland was very expensive, but it
is an attraction in its own right.
https://www.jungfrau.ch/en-gb/eiger-express/
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Heading: Proposed Bus Route in Jindabyne / Park Road / John Connors Oval
Sub Heading: Object totally to Bus Route through John Connors Oval
Reference:
Master Plan Page 43 - Fig 9
Master Plan Page 73 - Fig 21
Master Plan Page 125 - New Park and Ride Shuttle Service
Appendix Page 38 and Page 40 - Figure A10
Structure Plan Part 1 – Page 34 - 3.3 Transport Strategy Summary (3)
Structure Plan Part 1 – Page 50 Diagram
Transport Study Page xix (Road Network)
I note in the transport study on page xix under the heading Road Network. (listed below)
In the paragraph you have proposed a bus link as a more direct transit route through the major Jindabyne sporting hub at John
Connors Oval.
1

You then propose further investigation for full access of this road by bus and cars at a future date.
But you have missed the point here entirely in your study.
The fact is, this road is closed for a good reason as it is a community recreation park where sport is played by multiple sporting
codes and teams of all ages.
Plus, on training and game days particularly, there are many small kids roaming who would be put in extreme danger if this was to
open for any through transport.
Apart from the history associated with this oval and all the great sporting moments the community have witnessed here, you seem
to have overlooked all the safety issues around children participating in sport at the oval where they often fluctuate between the
two oval areas.
This proposal should be totally rejected as you would only save up to 40 seconds on the bus route depending on traffic by taking
the route now via Kosciuszko Road.
I totally object to this bus route and any further investigation or opening of this road and I would think the whole community would
object and find this unacceptable.
A better use of funds that would have been allocated to this opening would be to ensure other roads in the town have footpaths so
they can be accessed safely from pedestrians.
Transport Study Page xix.
“The proposed Park Road extension is a strategic local road connection which could provide a more direct transit route between
the town centre and the National Park via the proposed park-and-ride facility whilst also providing relief in the local road network for
parallel routes such as Kosciuszko Road and Gippsland Street. Further investigations including traffic modelling will be required to
determine whether a bus-only link or full access is achievable without impacting on the operation of the key open and community
space around the JJ Connors Oval. The timing of this link (Park Road extension) and the Southern Connector Road also requires
further consideration as its impact may be further lessened which again needs to be tested.”

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Sub Heading: Support golf course with conditions
Reference: Page 66-68 Master Plan - Page 27 Appendix
Comment:
As a tourist town looking to create a 12-month tourist economy having an 18 hole signature golf course could be part of the
solution. Golfers do travel to experience great golf courses, and the added attraction of all the other alpine offerings could expand
the group of friends’ golf holiday to be a genuine family affair holiday destination in some instances.
But I see some issues that could arise, so how do we at this early stage implement protection against these scenarios.
• Building height for any golf course accommodation should be ground level only to not make it an eyesore on the lake.
• No high rise buildings at all on the foreshore. Ground level Villas would be acceptable, 2 story accommodation not acceptable.
• Golf courses require a decent amount of water. Where would this come from, the lake or the creeks?
• Golf courses also use pesticides. How would any contamination be prevented as the lake is Jindabyne’s drinking water source?
• On page 67 you have also positioned a sewage treatment plant adjacent to Hatchery Bay. This would need to be state of the art
and better positioned so as not to be an ugly treatment plant in a very visual position. Would 100% of all waste matter and runoff
be “fully recycled” so as not to have any discharge what so ever into Lake Jindabyne.
• The Berridale golf course uses grey water from Berridale sewage.
• Could this be a stipulation with the golf course designers, that they pay for the full cost of incorporating a high end treatment
1

plant. Or would the government provide this as an incentive to invest. High priority needs to be taken on this treatment plant design
and implementation.
• On page 27 of the SAP appendix you state in “Section C” of Performance Criteria of water quality.
• My main concern would be for any Western Foreshore tourism projects, including golf course, how would we ensure and protect
Lake Jindabyne and its water source.
• Would caveats be provided in Delivery Plan and DCP to protect residents over any fast-tracked development that does not
address these issues.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Heading: Growth without Over Development
Sub Heading: Support with Comment
Reference: Draft Master Plan Page 52 Jindabyne Lakefront Development
Structure Plan Report Part 1 page 57 image top right
Comment:
• Upon first perusal of the draft master plan my initial thoughts were over development. There seems to be a lot of development
including excessive building height, particularly on the lake foreshore that I doubt sits well with the residents of Jindabyne, of which
I am one.
• Don’t get me wrong, growth is inevitable and welcomed, it is how we go about this growth.
• The beauty of Jindabyne is its rural alpine appeal with great assets of Lake Jindabyne and the Kosciuszko National Park at its
doorstep. I emphasise the word rural, as that is its main appeal even to the many newcomers in recent years who now call
Jindabyne home.
• The town has grown in recent years and the attractions are space, nature and what Jindabyne is now. A rural country alpine
town. You seem to want to change that to chic urban appeal which is WRONG.
• Please don’t try and change the feel of the town by adding high rise buildings and extensive lake foreshore development. That is
unwelcomed by the majority.
1

Jindabyne is a community first and then a tourism town.
Yes, it would be great to be a 12-month thriving tourist economy as you have stated, and that is where your strategic planning and
investment comes into play. Just with moderation.
I agree with much of the SAP draft master plan, but it needs refined.
• Tone down building height to maximum 3 storeys, and no excessive building at all on the lake foreshore.
• (your image on page 57 of structure report part 1 titled "Example of a lakeside mixed-use building" would ruin Jindabyne and
quite frankly would not Jindabyne at all. That is city dwelling, not rural alpine.
• Lake foreshore improvements and landscaping without over development.
• Any new residential sub divisions include set rules around design and style. You could look at Lake Crackenback Resort for how
they have set architecture caveats with use of materials.
Invest in and improve town infrastructure as a first priority.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Heading: Southern Connector
Sub Heading: Support with timeline adjustments
Reference: Draft Master Plan Page 6 Figure 2
Comment:
I like the idea of the Southern Connector and in future years it will hardly be a “bypass”, more just another road in Jindabyne as the
town grows.
If you look at where the next housing sub divisions will progress to, and also the growth in the education hub at Sport and Rec, the
centre of town will soon not be anywhere near the lake, but more centred at the Sport and Rec area.
There should be 3 caveats.
1. There should not be any allowance of a satellite shopping area of any significance. Everything from the Southern Connector is a
short 1-2 minute drive into town for petrol, food, and shopping. Don’t let the Southern Connector be the knife in the back of current
CBD businesses.
2. Stage 2 towards Essential Energy should be built first, or there will be massive traffic jams down the Barry Way towards
Kosciuszko Road. There should be some consideration to the building timeline as it will be a lengthy build, and Barry Way will
become a traffic nightmare.
3. Also, the money for this road should NOT come from the Snowy Hydro Legacy fund, as the "guestimated" $110-150 million
1

would be better spent on other Jindabyne and KNP infrastructure. Let RMS pay for the road.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Heading: Future Supermarket
Sub Heading: Comment on Future Supermarket Location
Reference: Master Plan Page 54
Comment:
Where to locate a future supermarket
• I note in the master plan you have indicated the existing Jindabyne Mitre 10 as a possible future supermarket location. I would
object to that.
• But you have overlooked 1 key ingredient, which is parking. There is not space in the vicinity.
• The decision needs to be made at the master planning stage of where a future supermarket will go.
• Is it in the CBD area of town or not?
• Or is it in the Leesville area? It should not be on the Southern Connector.
I propose you make a decision now and state that you want to keep all business in town so you do not create a satellite shopping
area and have the supermarket ear marked as one of the new businesses on the JCS school site.
Combine this with a new parking solution for all of the CBD, where people can park and walk a short distance to work.
New Parking Solution – 1 level below ground JCS site
The community has already indicated in webinars they do not want a 2 story parking station on the JCS school site.
1

I suggest this is the perfect place for a 1 level below ground parking area that covers the entire JCS site. Yes, it will be expensive,
but you address so many issues in one solution.
You can build a supermarket, retail, commercial and resident apartments on single or 2 story above the parking area, and all cars
are housed underneath.
If you are looking for solid infrastructure, this is one way that would appease everyone, I think.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:36:41 PM
cuff-sap-submissions-object-terraced-water-front-development pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steve
Last name
Cuff
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
cuff-sap-submissions-object-terraced-water-front-development.pdf

Submission
Subject: Jindabyne Lakefront Foreshore Park and Development
Sub Heading: Totally Object to New Waterfront Park/Beach
Reference: Page 45, 46, 47 Master Plan
see attached file for comment and images
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Subject: Jindabyne Lakefront Foreshore Park and Development
Sub Heading: Totally Object to New Waterfront Park/Beach
Reference: Page 45, 46, 47 Master Plan
Comment:
The new proposed beach and terraced area in front of Rydges would be a total waste of money and be an eyesore.
•
•
•
•
•

The money involved to reshape and landscape your idea would be twenty fold what you could achieve with
some imagination on existing adjacent beach areas to this site.
Plus, the area you have earmarked is a storm water runoff.
Who wants to swim within a storm water runoff?
And how much dredging would be required to make it suitable to even swim on a fluctuating hydro dam.
Save your money and use it wisely elsewhere.

See attached pictures below of this area when it is low on water. It is one big ugly hole that will be dictated by the
fluctuating water levels of the lake.

At present you have two perfectly located beach areas that just need some attention to detail.
1. Looking towards the lake to the left of the Rydges “peninsular” you have a perfect family beach. This beach
has a slow incline, so the water is never very deep and ideal for the family.
2. All that is required for this particular beach is to landscape and remove about 200m of dead poplar trees and
it would open it up the pathway. With landscaping it would be ideal, and you could incorporate large trees
for shade area to suit.
3. The beach directly in front of the Jindabyne holiday caravan park is the perfect town beach. At present it is
mainly used by caravan park visitors. Whether the caravan park stays or not, this beach only needs minor
landscaping to create a beautiful beach.
4. You can still create a jetty for boating if that is what the residents and public want.

5. To the left of the caravan park is an ideal place for 2 or 3 cafes / restaurants that would take in the best of
the lake views.
See attached diagram.
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Heading: Jindabyne - Community First
Respect the communities wishes Comment:
The Jindabyne community have been patient with firstly the Go Jindabyne and now the SAP plan.
They have offered up their time over three years of community consultation and attending on site pop ups in person and have now
forwarded multiple submissions.
The information they have given you is there honest feedback.
I sincerely hope the NSW Government and planning team take on board all their comments and recommendations and return a
final master plan the community can be proud of and more importantly what they want.
After all, Jindabyne is a community first and needs to function as a great community and town before it can be a growing and
successful year round tourist destination.
Sincerely, Steve Cuff
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Can we please have a dirt jump park and pump track with in the new bike park.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I am really excited for the mountainbike park. I also really hope that we can get more natural tail places around Jindabyne.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I really want more areas to mountain bike. Longer and more technical enduro style trails with drops and rocks.
I really want an asphalt pump track in town.
I want dirt jumps built in the area.
Jindabyne is meant to be a mountain bike Mecca and we really do not have much riding at all. Thredbo only has a few trails. A
travelling rider would only have a couple
Days worth of riding and then start to be board. Tyrolian trails are definitely getting better but after a few days you’ve ridden all the
trails and ready for more. We do not have enough trails to cater for all styles of rider
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
This Submission deals only with the Park Road Extension proposal.
We have read the WSP Technical Study, Engineering and Transport, and had to read it carefully to find, buried amongst the weight of data, the
references to what can only be called a sleight-of-hand, slightly sneaky approach to planning.
Other maps, diagrams and illustrations in the Draft document show a DOTTED line joining Park Road and Reedy’s Cutting Road, listing it as
‘Pedestrian and Bike’ access.
But the WSP Consultancy team have decided that the dotted line can easily become a road, with its own name: Park Road Extension, which will be “a
strategic local road connection which could provide a more direct transit route between the town centre and the national Park via the park and ride.”
Without conviction, he Report suggests a “bus-only link or full access”, and offers the Next Step: Concept Designs for “an extension of Park Road to
accommodate buses only and/or buses and private vehicles subject to traffic modelling.”
The Report adds that “A proposed future Jindabyne bus interchange on Park Road in the Town centre” (p123) and maps show two bus stops at each
end of the oval precinct.
The Council changed he name of the western end of Park Road to Reedy’s Cutting Road years ago specifically to stop this sort of thing happening.
When the road was first built, it was hrough open paddocks, and its wide design was always an aberration, but now is serving as an enticement to
planners who can’t keep heir hands off infrastructure.
It’s true that Reedy’s Cutting Road ends in a weird dirt culdesac, and it certainly looks inviting to a road builder - just connect he wide thoroughfare
with what looks like a short cut to town - a ‘more direct transit route”.
What the Report has totally failed to see, and understand, is what lies along that “more direct transit route”.
The Consultants claim hat he Park Road Extension will operate “without impacting on the key open space and community space around JJ Conners
Oval”, and in this one sentence, the report loses all credibility.
As you would guess, we are totally appalled at he Park Road Extension proposal, and if that is the best idea the Consultants can come up with, it
would throw the whole hing into doubt.
While it might be
claimed that we have a conflict of interest (Not In My Backyard etc), our decision to write his submission is based on what we see, what we know and
what we love about living where we live. Our house was built in the mid 80’s and we are the third owners, being here since 2009.
We have watched he area develop organically, in tune with the community needs. The JJ Conners Oval is itself a place for the town’s two great footy
clubs to train and play. It as a place for the Jindabyne Central School to use for their PE and sport sessions. It is a place for hundreds of touch-football
players to play right through the summer, going on under lights. It is a place for the little kids to learn soccer, coached and encouraged by their
parents, and for full-scale compe ition during the season. It is a place for cricketers of all ages to practice in he new nets and play on the new drop-in
pitch through summer. It is a place for dog walkers, kite-flyers, runners, kick-to-kickers, teenagers lying in the sun. We’ve even woken up on a freezing
May morning to find a kite-boarder skimming across its snow-covered surface.
The JJ Conners Oval is not just an oval - it is the heart of the activity of our town. People freely roam around he area, enjoying he spectacular views
and atmosphere.
Around the Ovals has grown a part of the Mountain Bike Trail network, linking he western part of the town with the lake foreshore and the shared
pathway. The trail along the ridge was built by the staff of Perisher as part of their Epic Promise contribution to the community. The trail is well-used,
as it also connects with Park Road from the town and the bike shops.
Next to he oval is he site of the town’s famous rodeo, and iconic event held every year and attracting thousands visitors and competitors. The oval

and its green surrounds becomes a de facto camp site for a weekend of rodeo excitement, maintaining the heritage links between Jindabyne and its
high-country cattleman history. The area is also used as the mustering point for the horsemen and come at the Anzac Day town marches.
The area also contains our Community Garden, built at considerable expense and again supported by the Perisher Epic Promise who built a
greenhouse. The garden is visited every day by the community, to plant, weed and harvest. many of the community members involved are elderly, and
walk or drive to the garden.
All theses things will change if the Park Road Extension project takes place. And that change is not to he benefit of the community, and does not align
with the overall aims and strategies of the SM SAP.
We have a number of specific objec ions to the Park Road Extension.
1. The whole area of the JJ Conners Oval is partly intersected by a sealed and dirt surface access road from the entrance to the precinct at the
western end of Park Road. This is a 40 km/hr high pedestrian activity zone, recognising he dangers and difficulties of vehicle access to an open
ac ivity area. Construction and use of a road for buses through this area is totally unsafe and contrary to the community’s aspirations for the use and
enjoyment of this facility.
2. The Park Road Extension allows for the road to be used not only by buses, but also private vehicle traffic. Even “subject to traffic modelling”, the
Park Road extension will become a short cut to town for all traffic. There is little chance of controlling the use of a road once it is built.
3. The use of the whole area is so diverse, and so constant, that separa ion of human activity and vehicles. passing through, is an impossible task and
would endanger all users, young and old.
4. The Ovals are the only green spaces designed for organised sport and activities in the town. There are no replacements envisaged in the Master
Plan. The oval was an integral part of the building of the ‘new town’ and has remained a central and irreplaceable facility. The Park Road Extension will
change this to such an extent that the whole concept of community sports facility will be lost for ever.
5. The claim that the Park Road Extension will provide a more direct route from the Park and Ride facility and the town is challenged on several fronts.
The speed limits and the traffic calming will make it a slow trip. The actual difference between using the existing route and the proposed Park Road
Extension would be less that 30 seconds.
6. The cost of the Park Road extension has been es imated in excess of $1m, money better spent in upgrading the existing facilities in he Oval
precinct.
7. The existing pedestrian and cycle network of the Oval precinct is a major linking pathway to town, used by the community night and day. A
Bus/Traffic road cut ing through is dangerous and a risky way of reducing time for Park and Ride users.
8. The consultants’ claim that the Extension will operate “without impacting on the key open space and community space around JJ Conners Oval” is
fanciful and disrespectful to the community, and displays a hint of arrogance and disconnec ion wi h that community.
We suggest:
1. The Master Plan Park Road Extension project be abandoned, and replaced with a pedestrian and cycle pathway, with public realm activation such
as tree planting, seating and a playground.
2. The Master Plan include a small car park and turning circle where Reedy’s Cutting Road meets the oval precinct, and hat cycle and pedestrian
access be encouraged. This has already been started by he construction of a well-lit concrete pathway to the new cricket nets.
3. The Park and Ride project be re-examined to allow for smooth transit for travellers along the existing route ie Barry Way/Kosciuszko Road
roundabout.
4. The Master Plan include tree and grassland planting and renovation of the existing dirt areas around the northern side of the Oval precinct as part of
the SAP.
5. The Master Plan include the sealing of exis ing pedestrian and cycle tracks leading from Candlebark Circuit, Caldwell Close and Kirwan Place. This
would be closely aligned with the overall plans for the Jindabyne Community.
Steve Osborne and Alison Brass

I agree to the above statement
Yes

We have watched the area develop organically, in tune with the community needs. The JJ
Conners Oval is itself a place for the town’s two great footy clubs to train and play. It as a
place for the Jindabyne Central School to use for their PE and sport sessions. It is a place for
hundreds of touch-football players to play right through the summer, going on under lights.
It is a place for the little kids to learn soccer, coached and encouraged by their parents, and
for full-scale competition during the season. It is a place for cricketers of all ages to practice
in the new nets and play on the new drop-in pitch through summer. It is a place for dog
walkers, kite-flyers, runners, kick-to-kickers, teenagers lying in the sun. We’ve even woken up
on a freezing May morning to find a kite-boarder skimming across its snow-covered surface.
The JJ Conners Oval is not just an oval - it is the heart of the activity of our town. People
freely roam around the area, enjoying the spectacular views and atmosphere.
Around the Ovals has grown a part of the Mountain Bike Trail network, linking the western
part of the town with the lake foreshore and the shared pathway. The trail along the ridge
was built by the staff of Perisher as part of their Epic Promise contribution to the
community. The trail is well-used, as it also connects with Park Road from the town and the
bike shops.
Next to the oval is the site of the town’s famous rodeo, and iconic event held every year and
attracting thousands visitors and competitors. The oval and its green surrounds becomes a
de facto camp site for a weekend of rodeo excitement, maintaining the heritage links
between Jindabyne and its high-country cattleman history. The area is also used as the
mustering point for the horsemen and come at the Anzac Day town marches.
The area also contains our Community Garden, built at considerable expense and again
supported by the Perisher Epic Promise who built a greenhouse. The garden is visited every
day by the community, to plant, weed and harvest. many of the community members
involved are elderly, and walk or drive to the garden.
All theses things will change if the Park Road Extension project takes place. And that change
is not to the benefit of the community, and does not align with the overall aims and
strategies of the SM SAP.
We have a number of specific objections to the Park Road Extension.
1.
The whole area of the JJ Conners Oval is partly intersected by a sealed and dirt
surface access road from the entrance to the precinct at the western end of Park Road. This
is a 40 km/hr high pedestrian activity zone, recognising the dangers and difficulties of
vehicle access to an open activity area. Construction and use of a road for buses through this
area is totally unsafe and contrary to the community’s aspirations for the use and enjoyment
of this facility.
2.
The Park Road Extension allows for the road to be used not only by buses, but also
private vehicle traffic. Even “subject to traffic modelling”, the Park Road extension will
become a short cut to town for all traffic. There is little chance of controlling the use of a
road once it is built.

3.
The use of the whole area is so diverse, and so constant, that separation of human
activity and vehicles. passing through, is an impossible task and would endanger all users,
young and old.
4.
The Ovals are the only green spaces designed for organised sport and activities in the
town. There are no replacements envisaged in the Master Plan. The oval was an integral
part of the building of the ‘new town’ and has remained a central and irreplaceable facility.
The Park Road Extension will change this to such an extent that the whole concept of
community sports facility will be lost for ever.
5.
The claim that the Park Road Extension will provide a more direct route from the
Park and Ride facility and the town is challenged on several fronts. The speed limits and the
traffic calming will make it a slow trip. The actual difference between using the existing
route and the proposed Park Road Extension would be less that 30 seconds.
6.
The cost of the Park Road extension has been estimated in excess of $1m, money
better spent in upgrading the existing facilities in the Oval precinct.
7.
The existing pedestrian and cycle network of the Oval precinct is a major linking
pathway to town, used by the community night and day. A Bus/Traffic road cutting through
is dangerous and a risky way of reducing time for Park and Ride users.
8.
The consultants’ claim that the Extension will operate “without impacting on the key
open space and community space around JJ Conners Oval” is fanciful and disrespectful to
the community, and displays a hint of arrogance and disconnection with that community.
We suggest:
1.
The Master Plan Park Road Extension project be abandoned, and replaced with a
pedestrian and cycle pathway, with public realm activation such as tree planting, seating and
a playground.
2.
The Master Plan include a small car park and turning circle where Reedy’s Cutting
Road meets the oval precinct, and that cycle and pedestrian access be encouraged. This has
already been started by the construction of a well-lit concrete pathway to the new cricket
nets.
3.
The Park and Ride project be re-examined to allow for smooth transit for travellers
along the existing route ie Barry Way/Kosciuszko Road roundabout.
4.
The Master Plan include tree and grassland planting and renovation of the existing
dirt areas around the northern side of the Oval precinct as part of the SAP.
5.
The Master Plan include the sealing of existing pedestrian and cycle tracks leading
from Candlebark Circuit, Caldwell Close and Kirwan Place. This would be closely aligned
with the overall plans for the Jindabyne Community.
Steve Osborne and Alison Brass

Talia Walker
From:
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Cc:
Subject:
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DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 15:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steve
Last name
Smith
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2440
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I don't understand why this government, the one I voted for continues to have an impact in fragile ecosystems. Why are jobs more
important than what's left of our already vulnerable NPs? Why does mankind think they have the right to mess with our planet? And
why do you think its okay to allow progress in these protected environments? Focus on Feral animals first and then we can enjoy
what's left of the natural ecosystems.
NOTE: THIS GOVERNMENT IS ALREADY ON A KNIFE'S EDGE WITH THE COVID DEBACLE! SO CHOOSE YOUR NEXT
MOVE CAREFULLY.
Respectfully Steve Smith
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:45:54 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steve
Last name
Tees
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2153
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Our national parks should remain that. Parks. Open to the community to enjoy the outdoors.
No development. No influx of rich careless tourists.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 1 July 2021 3:21 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 01/07/2021 - 15:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steven
Last name
Broussos
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Greenacre
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Dear NSW Planning Portal,
I believe that the Northern Snowy Mountains (the route along the Snowy Mountains Highway) should be dedicated to people who
want to see snow but not necessarily want to participate in snow sports. All around the world there are non-ski resort towns which
experience snow, and NSW has the oppertunity to have such towns. The area is quite large, so a few towns every now and then
along Brindabella Rd and the Snowy Mountains Hwy is enough for a few small towns with infrastructure like shops,
restaurants/pubs, and a few accommodation areas.
Further, I feel as if the Snowy Mountains feels like a far away place where no body wants to go there except for snow. Take small
towns in other regions which are popular irrespective of the lack of snow. These include Mudgee, Dubbo, etc. These places attract
people irrespective of the weather. Even summer resort towns, such as the towns of Jervis Bay (e.g. Vincentia) attract tourists in
winter, as they are known as beautiful country towns and the beach is only small feature of such towns. Likewise, the Snowy
Mountains should have such an appeal. You can advertise it as a summer sports destination all you want, but the only appeal of
the area is snow. Make snow a secondary winter appeal and you could attract tourists to the area. How do other places such as
Dubbo, Vincentia, etc. attract tourists without having to rely on climate? Work on that. Besides skiing, why do people visit
Queenstown, New Zealand? Besides the beach, why do people visit Vincentia? How does Katoomba attract year round tourists?
1

Work on that. Even existing towns, such as Old Adaminaby or Providence Portal, fail to attract tourists in summer some even lack
mobile phone coverage. Infrastructure to serve non-skiiers is a must, as well as information on how to drive in snow given as
standard to all NSW road users through the Driver's Ed book. There are plenty ways to build infrastructure without impacting the
environment too much. For a start, maybe only select corridors along the existing highways can have a few roadside buildings in
order to attract tourists who don't necasserily want to enter the national park and see snow. Too much focus on the resorts, no
focus on any snow areas outside the resort
Another problem is connectivity. There is no public transport in the area outside of Cooma, no rail lines anywhere near there, and
the only air route is to Sydney. Sydney is only a 7 hour drive. Other destinations such as Brisbane or further away places would
probably attract more tourists but are hours and hours away by car, and there are no direct flights. Consider subsidising flights, and
ensuring there is adequate public transport in summer and winter to link all the small towns to Cooma and Cooma airport, perhaps
even trialing subsidised air routes. Further, the Snowy Mountains are sandwiched between our biggest inland cities (Wagga
Wagga, Albury, etc), the main rail line between the nation's two largest cities (Sydney and Melbourne) and the coast. Perhaps we
could capitalise on this. I even have ideas on how to develop the area in an environmentally sustainable method, if you are
interested
Further, whilst the snow could be a secondary attraction in the snowy mountains, if it also serves as a primary attraction, I see no
reason why NSW can't compete with NZ to be the snow capital of the Pacific Region, attracting people from domestically and
possibly even parts of the Pacific, maybe tourists who'd also have stuff to do in summer, but we need the infrastructure and
connectivity (e.g. flight routes) before we can make that.
We also need services such as car hire and more places to hire/buy snow chains.
Right now, the area is considered a far away area that's only good for skiing now. Work on improving that, by developing more
snow play, and by focusing snow as a secondary concern as much as it is a primary concern. Work on that, and the tourists will
flow. Please at least consider developing the area better to suite snow play if nothing else, so that skiiers and non-skiiers don't
necessarily have to remain in the same area. If you are interested in more ideas, please feel free to contact me.
Thank You and Regards,
Steven Broussos
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:29:54 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steven
Last name
Gray
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2570
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to this
keep it how it is
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Sunday, 25 July 2021 11:28 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sun, 25/07/2021 - 11:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steven
Last name
Hare
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Watson, 2602
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I vehemently object to some aspects of the master plan, while I am supportive of others aspects.
I vehemently oppose the introduction of helicopter access to the ski resorts in the SAP on the basis of the diminution of the
experience of the bulk of visitors for the advantage in travel time and access granted to a very small proportion of visitors that are
able to use this mode of access. Note that this view does not extend to the use of helicopters for rescue/emergences and for
maintenance of facilities in the park (such as trackwork by NPWS).
I would like to see explicit requirements in the master plan for the staging of reduction in carparking at Perisher (for conversion to
developments) to be preceded as a condition of approval by the augmentation of ground travel access to the park. I have
experienced first hand the significant pressures on the road transport network and via the Ski Tube on busy/peak demand days
during winter, and any reduction in car parking must be first offset by capacity increases to the ski tube, enhanced road access via
the introduction of a suitable capacity shuttle bus service prior to reducing the availability of private parking at Perisher.
While I note the discussion of the importance of protecting the environmental values of the Kosciusko National Park, I am highly
concerned that the increases in bed capacity may have a detrimental impact on the park and its incredibly important role in
protecting threatened and endangered species and vegetation communities. I query why accommodation increases in
Jindabyne/outside of the park, coupled with significant improvements to transport into the high use areas of the park (such as the
foreshadowed shuttle bus) cannot be prioritised over accommodation increases within the park. To me this would seem to be more
appropriate than increasing the level of disturbance and development within this incredibly sensitive and important national park. If
1

the increases in bed capacities in the park are essential, then they should proceed only under strict environmental management,
particularly with a focus on best practice treatment of effluent, and development should be constrained to those area that have
already been significantly disturbed.
While the master plan notes that the camping area to be developed at Guthega is to serve the needs of walkers utilising the Iconic
Snowies Walk, it is not clear how this will be managed or policed. Based on existing winter demand for camping at Island Bend, it
is highly likely that users of the Perisher ski resort may be wish to utilise this new camping area in winter. Will this conflict with the
stated intent of the camping area noted in the master plan? I would suggest that a system that prioritises walker use of any new
camping facility here be required to implemented prior to the opening of the camp site.
Please note that there is an error in Figure 27 of the Master Plan - the labels for Guthega and Smiggin Holes are incorrect.
Swapping these two labels would correct this error.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:28:37 AM
ice-skating-rink.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 08:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steven
Last name
Maxwell
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
ice-skating-rink.pdf

Submission
An ice skating rink and cafes restaurant on Lion Island with a board walk bridge to it from Rydges refer to photo and concept.
Also a marina type area like Queenstown refer to photo.
Regards
Steve

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:17:45 PM
sap-submission.docx

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steven
Last name
Roberts
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
EAST JINDABYNE 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
sap-submission.docx

Submission
I have attached a file with my submission
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Support
Increased pedestrian / cycle access and a reinvigoration of the foreshore for public use.

Year-round event space at the Claypits. This area is highly utilised already and due for a great
infrastructure and amenities update.

Streets designed for people – Kalkite St, Snowy River Ave and the lower part of Thredbo Tce, I
support to make far more pedestrian friendly.

Aged Care Facility – This is mentioned briefly in the SAP but needs to be planned out and
become a reality within 5 years

Community Facilities that also cater to tourists for poor weather days eg: Library, upgrade of the
cinema, arts spaces, heritage centres, gym, climbing wall, indoor sports fields, electronic
entertainment facilities

Redevelopment of the existing school site to incorporate a range of the community services and
civic buildings.Health Services upgrade to more suitable locations eg: Current school site.

Support the beautification/ upgrade of many of the current buildings in town to have a more
alpine feel. EG: Town Centre, Razorback Plaza, Lakeview Plaza

Support the growth for a second, more accessible supermarket. This needs to be significantly
larger than the existing one, a ‘full sized’ supermarket.

Neutral –

Beach at Rydges. While a nice idea, it’s not well thought out, especially given the working
nature of Lake Jindabyne as a functional dam. Limited usage in late summer. It also has a major
storm water outlet nearby and is not a great place to swim. There has been a jetty/pontoon here
in the past and it spent much of it’s time unused and high/dry on the mud. This would be better
served at the far more utilised area at the Claypits, expanding and improving an area already
used. Potentially a small ‘beautification’ of the foreshore at Rydges to encourage use and

disperse large summer crowds, but the Claypits needs to be the main focus. A jetty or small
marina with a few commercial spaces for take-away, Cafe or fishing/water activity supplies.

Dislike (Object)

Kosciuszko Road should remain as a 4-lane road, with the outer lanes utilised as clearways for
event parking. If there is concern about pedestrian crossing, then add traffic lights or
over/underpasses. By putting this down to a 2-lane road it has the potential on busy days to
grind the traffic in town to a halt, which already currently happens. Even with a potential bypass, the majority of people still live and stay in town (tourists) and will need to use the main
road to travel to the resorts in winter time or to the national park year round.

I am not happy that the NRMA Holiday Park is being moved out in favour of an expensive
“signature” development. This just unfortunately reeks of wanting to cater predominantly to the
well heeled and to move the well established and busy tourist park currently in town to a
location further away from the town centre where these people will then need to drive to access
retail / food / services. A much better idea would be a redevelopment and slight expansion of
the existing park to increase its capacity and have some higher quality accommodation facilities
to accommodate people who do not wish to camp, but still leaving the option for
campers/caravan’s to be able to stay in town.

I absolutely do not support development of any accommodation that exceeds 3 storeys and
impact existing town lake views. There is plans for overdevelopment of the lake foreshore. This
needs to remain as a public space.

Additional comment

The focus of this part of the SAP appears to be almost entirely on economic factors and tourism
rather than making our town more functional for the community.

This town does have a need for community and social infrastructure. These things are
mentioned, but do not make a highlighted appearance.

Better health services, 24 hr 7 day a week medical care is needed. The fact the nearest
emergency facility is upto 2 hours away (peak winter and/or adverse conditions) is absolutely
unacceptable. There needs to be a doctor available 24 hours a day during the winter season
(June long weekend till October long weekend) and a nurse available 24 hours a day year
round. It needs to be a ‘mini-emergency' facility.

Public transportation for residents to access work, schools and shops not just to get tourists to
the ski resorts. This needs to be affordable and take into consideration to existing private
transport providers.

Encouragement for business and all future accommodation be built to high eco standards, with
integration of green energy solutions and green spaces. This is fitting with the vision of the
alpine area and should be something that we take pride in.

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 7 August 2021 7:52 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 07/08/2021 - 07:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steven
Last name
Sancbergs
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2602
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a user of KNP, I object to further development of this area in the form proposed in the Master Plan.
The MP proposal is not consistent with the functions of a national park - it consumes space and resources otherwise part of the
environment. Helicopter access will create noise pollution and significantly detract from the environment and the experience of park
users. Gas-heated hot springs is inconsistent with greenhouse gas emissions targets of NSW.
Funding would be better spent
1. enhancing Jindabyne, strengthening the quality of this town as the gateway to -relatively- unspoily national park.
2. managing introduced pests and restoring degraded areas within the park
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 6:10:50 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 18:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steven
Last name
Witney
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Mount Martha 3934
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a yearly vistor to the Jindabyne region for around 14 years, I have come to have a connection with this community and the beautiful region hat
surrounds it.
In regards to the project proposal I have the following objections
1) Development of Island bend into an eco cabin/ glamping resort.
For years my family and I have enjoyed the ability to visit the regions thanks to the free camping available at Thredbo Diggings, Ngarigo and Island
Bend. From 2007 - 2011, we stayed at the Kosciuszko Tourist Park, but stopped staying there due to increasing fees. Over the last 2-3 years we have
noticed a decline in visitors staying at the tourist park and an overwhelming increase in the number of visitors staying at the free campgrounds.
Thredbo Diggings is packed to the brim in the weeks leading up to Christmas and through January, as is Ngarigo and Island Bend. It can therefore be
seen that the consumer need for free campgrounds is far greater than the consumer's need for luxury camping with exorbitant fees.
In my opinion the, region would be better off investing in existing low fee camping areas wi h facilities similar to those at the existing camping areas.
I believe that this would draw many more tourists to the area. By turning a free, accessible camping area into a paid eco campground, all that will
happen is that Diggings and Ngarigo will become even more overcrowded, or, if a booking system for these campgrounds are introduced, it will just
mean that more people will miss out on experiencing the Kosciuszko beauty. Island Bend could be updated to accommodate more free campers.
Updating amenities would be far less costly (and would have the same benefits) as crea ing an eco tourist park, which probably a smaller ecological
foot print, if it was well managed.
This development isn't to draw more people to the are in order to experience nature. It is a money spinning development that will cause many people
not to be able to afford access to the park. Once again, I urge the committee to consider putting funds into free campgrounds rather than building an
eco park.
2) Over the last few years, there has been a drama ic increase in the wild deer, dog and brumby population in the park. Only 5 years ago, it was a
rarity to see a deer in the park. Now they are everywhere. The same can be said for wild dogs and brumbies. The committee should consider adding
these problems which pose a huge threat to the habitats of na ive animals at the same ime as causing large amounts of erosion to the list.
3) mountain bike/adventure park
Mount bike park is... well I guess not the worst idea. I think there will be difficulties with medical facilities in Jindabye to support this development. In
Bright and Mount Beauty where similar developments have taken place, Bright, Myr leford and Wangaratta have had increase loads on medical staff
due to biking accidents. If closest hospital to Jindabyne is Cooma, this is s ill a significant distance to travel to receive urgent medical care.
HOWEVER an adventure park would not fit into the Jindabyne heme. People come to Jindabyne for peace and quiet and to enjoy nature, as well as to
participate in recreational activities such as skiing and hiking. If they wanted an adventure park they could go to sea world or any of the adventure
parks else where.
4) I am all for creating accessible green spaces around Jindabyne lake. However, I believe increasing he water traffic through water taxis and offering
other forms of motorised water vehicles for hire etc, would not be beneficial. Like i've mentioned before, one of the draw cards that Jindabyne has to
offer is the serenity and peacefulness of the region. Summer visitors especially come to enjoy nature. If summer is going to be the time when these
facilities are used most, I don't believe that many of the visitors would appreciate their time by he lake being interrupted by more motor boats etc
causing unnecessary noise.
5) While some attempt has been made to acknowledge the traditional owners of his land, the large majority of the proposal is focused on developing
areas so that more tourists can come and stay in accommodations. Much of this means changing the natural environment of he land. As a person that
identifies as aboriginal, I find this extremely upsetting. Yes I want to share the land that my ancestors lived on wi h more people. I want to share the

beauty that mother nature has created with more people. But the ra io of development to heritage and focus on what nature has to offer is appalling.
ONE heritage centre balance out a huge amount of development. Why not re introduce the ranger education nights that used to run at the sawpit creek
ranger sta ion so that kids and families can learn about he way my ancestors use to live on the land, and about he native animals that are
endangered and how we can protect hem.
6) In terms of development of the town centre - all I hope is that Jindabyne stays a quaint country town, not a bus ling busy burke street replica where
you can't move for most of he year. I'm not a resident, so can't speak on this as much as I can the tourist aspects, but, I can see that the majority of
the developments are provided for tourist accommodations, which is all well and great, but can you make sure hat he increased number of tourists
can actually be accommodated by parking spaces, sewage disposal? Will residents enjoy large scale tourist accommoda ions popping up in front of
their view of Jindy lake, I wonder?
As you can see, I'm not against change. I realise that Jindabyne is a beautiful place to visit. However, I think that the plan could focus more on what
Jindabyne + KNP already have; a natural beauty that not many other places can offer. By industrialising and developing large areas of the land, I
believe hat his would be taking away from the things that this area already has to offer. I believe that the committee should focus on enhancing he
natural features rather than imposing a man made ideal on the land, while also ensuring that the park remains accessible to as many people as
possible (many of whom don't have huge amounts of money to spend)
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 2:27 PM
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Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more
environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
1

visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing
significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are
gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial
activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objectives of
reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing
so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so
many environmental issues, let’s not add over development of KNP those failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future
development and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly
designed to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would
be protected by future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual
developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife
Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly
sensitive, extremely significant protected area.
The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally
sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 40% to a new cap of 14,000. All associated
services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to
support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is
that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP
for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow
season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current resorts. The
escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic.
The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a
single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those
beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict
so much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not
for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be
cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful
management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour
operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely
detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and
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International significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their
significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of
Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to
create a new tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using
large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a national
park setting is entirely at odds with community expectations.
Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional
accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short
term. One is that the potential sites for expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species
and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their
development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened
ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred
hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in the particular areas proposed for
development such as these carparks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly
abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the
case of KNP demands better mass transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance ‘the high ambition
coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea
in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30%
target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land
clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park.
At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to
diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To:
Subject:
Date:

DRNSW Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
FW: Submission - Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management and Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct Masterplan
Tuesday, 24 August 2021 9:34:53 AM

Cheers,
Danielle Smith
EA to Azaria Dobson and Julian Mitton, Precincts
Regional Precincts | Department of Regional NSW
E danielle.smith@regional.nsw.gov.au
M 0459 30 20 90

From: Stu McAleese
Sent: Tuesday, 24 August 2021 9:30 AM
To: Stuart Macintyre <findstumac@gmail.com>
Cc: NPWS Park Planning Mailbox <npws.parkplanning@environment.nsw.gov.au>; DRNSW
Activation Precincts Mailbox <activationprecincts@regional.nsw.gov.au>; John Barilaro
<monaro@parliament.nsw.gov.au>; Matt Kean <hornsby@parliament.nsw.gov.au>
Subject: Re: Submission - Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management and Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Precinct Masterplan
Hi All
Firstly I'd like to apologise for not responding earlier, new puppy, lockdown (again), ergo kids at
home and all that entails.
Secondly, I'd like to say thanks for including me within this email. It's nice to know that due to my
endeavours to buy local, recyclable, sustainable and biodegradable I'm taking part in this
discussion. I also assume that it's in part, my being a proud Yorkshireman (albeit one living in
Country Vic) and our reputation for saying things as we see them. It's definitely not that I was
accidentally included within this thread.
JB, Matty, I'm with Seb on this one, we can't keen raping, denuding and ripping the soul out of
this planet. It's a great travesty worldwide that governments are thinking short term of their
careers and livelihood and not investing their energies into the long term. Let us not forget that
those of an age that see the destruction caused will soon be able to vote, and it's time to invest
in their futures.
Having driven through Kosciuszko a few years ago on a road trip from Ballarat to Sydney and
back again I can attest that that this is a place that needs to be nurtured and cared for because,
like many areas of Aus, its beauty is striking and we shouldn't give investors and their grubby
little paws the chance to make a quick buck, for what, tourism? The chance to ski? Let's be
honest, you keep taking and taking and we won't have either of those things as options anyway.

JB, I know you're liberal and therefore have to kowtow to Scotty M's grander ideals, but the age
of dinosaurs as leaders is dying out. Trump is gone, Bolsonaro has already seen that meteor, and
it's only a matter of time before Boris and Scott look up and see it coming too. Now I know that
Scotty gets a tingle in his dingle about coal and the destruction of the planet, the same way a
teenage boy does about girls, or Dan Andrews does about the word Lockdown, but somebody
has to lead Australia's charge into the light, so why not you? Make a stand on this and say no,
preserve Australia's beauty and become a beacon for sustainability and the environment. As this
world heats up so will anger over our failings to protect the planet. You can hear people bleat on
about investing for the future, but if the world burns, you can have all the investment and profit
you want and it'll mean diddly squat.
Matty, JB, do the right thing, be heroes to the younger generation. And if you do, I promise that
when I can make it up your way I will make you a preposterously great tofu in spicy peanut sauce
with bok choy meal that will blow your minds, and I'll bring up some excellent pinot from this
area. How's that for an offer!!!
Have a great day everyone, and in the worlds of two of the worlds finest, keep on keeping on,
and enjoy every sandwich.
Stu
On Tue, Aug 17, 2021 at 1:14 AM Stuart Macintyre

wrote:

To Manager, NPWS Planning Evaluation and Assessment and Executive Director, DPIE Key Sites
and Regional Assessments
CC Hon. Deputy Premier John Barilaro, Hon. Matthew Kean, Minister for Energy and
Environment
I am deeply concerned about and object to the proposed changes to Kosciuszko National Park
Plan of Management (Plan of Management) and Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Masterplan (the Masterplan).
The opening up of our National Park to developers will put this precious and vulnerable
ecosystem in great danger. I urge you to reject the changes to the Plan of Management so
that the park, our national estate, is protected from private development.
A national park is not an urban development site. To open such a large portion of national
park to clearing and development is a threat to this precious land and will put this vulnerable
ecosystem in great danger. The Plan of Management should not be changed to expand
commercial access and returns.
National parks exist for conservation purposes and low-impact recreation. The facilities that
would need to be built to support thousands of extra beds in the park, including sewage
treatment, have not been adequately assessed for environmental impacts. These facilities
have only been justified for economic reasons, which is in direct opposition to the intended
conservation purposes of the national park.
We need stronger protections for our national parks, especially Kosciuszko, which is part of
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This is a shame that this is even being considered, wi h all he attention to Enviromental issues, climate change and the need to preserve fragile
ecosystems more than ever. Nothing should be done here except maintain the natural
Ecosystem, landscape and environment.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Thank you for the opportunity of making a submission to the SMSAP.
Moving into he 21st century, I hink it very important that Arts and Cultural Tourism is developed as a stand-alone theme of he SMSAP.
In 2060, he proposed 1.35 million visitors cannot all fit on the ski slopes, walking trails or will want to queue for hours to get their place to stand on top
of Australia/Mt Kosciuszko.
Already there is a massive queue in summer and its only 2021 – there is concern that there will be ‘over tourism’, and that will be a problem for whom Local Government? The Community? Operators? Business? The actual tourists?
We know the snow season will be considerable shorter due to climate change and global warming: “For the first time on record, precipitation on
Saturday at he summit of Greenland — roughly three kilometres above sea level — fell as rain and not snow. Ted Scambos, a senior research
scientist at the National Snow and Ice Data Centre at the University of Colorado, said this is evidence Greenland is warming rapidly. What is going on
is not simply a warm decade or two in a wandering climate pattern," Mr Scambos told CNN.” 9 News/CNN 12.50pm Aug 20, 2021.
I am not sure if he SMSAP have also committed to developing a report such as Victoria has done some time ago: The Potential Impacts of Climate
Change on Victorian Alpine Resorts. A Report for the Alpine Resorts Co-ordinating Council R.M.B Harris1 , T Remenyi1 , N.L. Bindoff which clearly
investigates all expectations, including the viability of investment in snow making etc.
So it is very important that the SMSAP also develops strategies that will create arts and cultural experiences. Yes, there is an area around the Clay
Pits notionally identified, but there is so much more to the arts and cultural tourism than concerts.
The arts are much broader and his scale has not been addressed. Visitor itineraries at the very minimum include gallery visits, workshop opportunities
and interac ion wi h artists which all contribute to a local economy that strengthens the cultural landscape of the region.
Australian Council for the Arts iden ifies that “The areas where tourists are most likely to engage wi h the arts are often outside the large east coast
capital ci ies.” https://australiacouncil.gov.au/advocacy-and-research/domestic-arts-tourism-connecting-the-country/
A building improvement collaboration in Tasmania has developed a world destination precinct for modern arts. Bureaucracy would have prevented and
stifled this, but through positive, private and creative partnerships, we now have the Museum of Old and New Art (MONA). MONA created a winter
event that brings tens of thousands of people to Hobart in the middle of winter…how powerful is that!
Lake Light Sculpture are a voluntary committee that tirelessly contributes powerfully to Jindabyne and he region’s economy each Easter. This event
has so much potential if there was more collaboration and financial investment, rather than volunteers battling the bureaucracy to deliver this very
popular arts and a cultural tourism event. This committee needs the confidence of more space to develop sculpture trails and exhibition space,
currently missing in he SMSAP.
If State and Local Government are to be called upon to increasingly fund such arts and cultural policies, he SMSAP has to identify the importance of
such locally based arts and cultural tourism drivers.
As a part of he new zoning within the SMSAP, an updated and relevant contribu ion plan from all developments to further Arts and Cultural precincts
and programs would be very positive.

A proposed new regional art gallery could suit Jindabyne extremely well to entice domestic visitors as well as the local Snowy Monaro community.
Museums and Galleries NSW clearly identify that “The Regional Galleries of Australia are almost unique in the world, and demonstrate the great love
Australians have for the visual arts. Artists tend to thrive in he areas where there is a Regional Gallery, and there is an argument that shows that
where a Regional Gallery is established, there will soon be new restaurants wi h fine food, coffee and regional specialty produce on offer from local
suppliers.” https://mgnsw.org.au/sector/resources/support-agencies/regional-and-public-galleries/
This closing paragraph taken from “Modelling the crisis management and impacts of 21st century disruptive events in tourism: the case of he COVID19 pandemic,” by Carolina Aldao, Dani Blasco, Manel Poch Espallargas and Saida Palou Rubio is also now very relevant: “The pandemic has
practically ground the tourism industry to a halt, forcing it to re-think, redesign and re-direct new sustainable strategies to reset and reboot tourism,
while also taking a responsible and mindful approach which is based on human rights and social jus ice for people and communi ies (HigginsDesbiolles, 2020). This emphasises the urgent need to avoid going back to normal pre-pandemic life (Lew et al., 2020). As Brouder et al. (2020, p. 12)
state, “what really matters is the planet, people, and our families”. https://www.emerald.com/insight/content/doi/10.1108/TR-07-2020-0297/full/pdf
Even hough I hold the following positions within the community: Secretary, South East Arts Board, member of Bristly Brush Arts Bombala, Chair of
Snowy Monaro Regional Council Arts and Cultural Committee, a Councillor on this Council as well as studying externally a BA in Fine Arts and Visual
Culture through Curtin University, I am making his submission as an individual.
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Submission
Western Lake Precinct - objection comments in submitted file.
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Heading Town Centre Growth
Sub Heading Supports, Comments and Objections
Reference Master Plan Page 72
CommentLike
• Low rise attached dwelling and walk up apartments.
Dislike
• Medium scale tourist accommodation. Yes, tourism accommodation is needed but not high rise scattered through town. It comes
back to overdevelopment in housing that is become very densely populated which will cause various issues.
Needs
• Major road works to improve all roads
• Footpaths are near non-existed on all streets
Comment
• We don’t want Jindabyne to be classed as an “Over Tourism Destination”
• More tourism = more people = more accommodation = more cars. This needs to be taken into account on any new development
which should include its own parking needs.
1

• The reason I moved to Jindabyne was the country feel, the open spaces and nature all around. Waking up to see the lake and the
mountains cannot be destroyed with overdevelopment.
• While all the concepts have their pros and cons, I could see if everything was developed as per your Master Plan Jindabyne
would be overdeveloped, over tourism and destroy what is attractive about Jindabyne.
• Fix what is here first before you develop too much more.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Heading Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore
Sub Heading Supports, Comments and Objections
Reference Master Plan Page 43-49
CommentLike
• The concept of the New Town Centre
• Easy access from Town Centre to Banjo Paterson Park
• The concept of two lanes on Kosciuszko Road
• Revitalising of Banjo Park
• Upgrading of Claypits area with more parking and amenities
• Alpine Heritage Centre would be a great asset to town
• More parking around town
Dislike
• Housing/tourism accommodation on lake – the whole lakeshore needs to be preserved as parkland for the people/tourist.
Housing would take away what is beautiful about Jindabyne.
1

• High rise anywhere in Jindabyne. This would take away the country rural feel of Jindabyne which is part of our attraction.
• The large development in front of Rydges – this money could be better spent on ‘beach’ area at Banjo Park/ Claypits area, front
of sailing club (nippers area) and left of Rydges.
Jindabyne Needs
• The roads need attention
• Footpaths through the whole of town and town centre
Comment
• Aged care facility is needed in the area but not necessarily in town. An area around town where there is more to extend and
provide the space/ gardens and nature needed.
• Jindabyne needs to keep the rural feel not become a city clone. Over development will cause this. This is not what attracts
tourism to the area. Don’t make Jindabyne another Queenstown, Jindabyne community never wanted that.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To Whom It May Concern,
The new proposal, by Deputy Premier John Barilaro, for thousands of new beds on the mountain, gas heated ‘thermal pools’ and
helicopter transport to resorts Kosciuszko National Park is reckless!
The construction of accommodation and visitor facilities in highly fire prone areas, a 40% increase in overnight accommodation ,
new car parks, helicopter transport into the resorts and, in a shocking rejection of sustainability principles, heating the waters of
Yarrangobilly in a gas-powered facility is reckless!
The NSW Government’s message is that KNP is in pristine condition and that none of their proposals would damage the park is
wrong. It is reckless.
Forty years of careful planning and management in KNP to maintain the balance between the protection of the environment and
recreational activities is being discarded by plans that treat KNP as little more than a commercial commodity.
The disturbing signal is that the future of KNP is moving from Environment Minister Kean and the National Parks and Wildlife
Service into the hands of the deputy Premier and his Department for Regional NSW. This is reckless!
The NSW Government’s video introducing the master plan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’
stunningly ill-informed and deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than
any national park in Australia which include
• historic clearing, grazing and mining;
1

• the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
• destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
• un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
• historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
• massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
• unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing
significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Master plan and POM.
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awaiting a higher economic and commercial purpose butNational Parks
are gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and
commercial activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation
objectives of reservation. National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation.
The Master plan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk.
Doing so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks. It is a National Park NOT an urban
development site. This is reckless!
The exhibited documents overturn the planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of the POM defining the limits of future
development and activities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly
designed to increase commercial access to, and returns from activities within KNP. This is reckless!
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Master plan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP
would be protected by future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual
developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
The Master plan and EP&Act are the wrong tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments. It doesn’t. It should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM. This is reckless!
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from the National Parks and Wildlife
Service to the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly
sensitive, extremely significant protected area especially in view of the fact the deputy Premier has no regard for the environment
at all. This is reckless!
The current POM for KNP protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally
sustainable limits. This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 40% to a new cap of 14,000. All associated
services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to
support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is
that there is a demand for additional accommodation. This is reckless!
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP
for at least 9 months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow
season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current resorts. The
escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic.
The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a
single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those
beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict
so much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not
for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline. This is reckless!
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be
cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to
existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful
management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species. This is reckless!
The Master plan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour
operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely
detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and
International significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their
significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for the sensitivity of the karst environment.
This is reckless!
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs.These would be in the form of
Japanese Onsens, bath houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to
create a new tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using
large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a national
park setting is entirely at odds with community expectations. This is reckless!
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional
accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short
2

term. One is that the potential sites for expanded car parks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species
and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their
development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened
ecological communities and species that are found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred
hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is the significance of impact in the particular areas proposed for
development such as these car parks.
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly
abandoning for long distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the
case of KNP demands better mass transport.
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance ‘the high ambition
coalition’. The centrepiece of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea
in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30%
target. That task will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land
clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Master plan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the
park. At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government
wants to diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
This reckless disregard for KNP is obscene and must be abandoned immediately.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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First name
Susan
Last name
Brown
I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne NSW 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission file
snowy-mountains-sap-submission.pdf

Submission
I have attached a submission re Snowy Mountains Draft SAP
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Draft Snowy Mountain Special Application Precinct Submission –
Firstly, I would like to advise that I agree that a plan is required for the development of Jindabyne & the surrounding
area. A plan will (hopefully) ensure that facilities and amenities required for the growing population are in place in
anticipation of those increasing numbers of people visiting & living in the local area.
However, there are a number of proposed points that I must take issue with and advise my views as follows –
Proposal to downgrade Kosciuszko Rd & Gippsland Street
I don’t believe the proposal to downgrade Kosciuszko Rd & Gippsland Street is in the best interest of Jindabyne.
I understand that it is proposed once the Southern Connector Rd is complete, but these roads need to remain as
open as possible as the main roads to navigate around the town.
There is a proposal to develop the Jindabyne Dam foreshore (It is a Dam & if the dam wall was removed it would go
back to being a river), which would only increase the amount of traffic trying to access this area & yet there is a
proposal to downgrade Kosciuszko Rd to single lanes in either direction. This sounds like a contradiction when more
people are coming into the area & the main way they will come is by private vehicle. Yes, a certain number will
remain on the southern connector road, however as this would be the only town with an assortment of amenities &
retail outlets for some 60km most all visitors will still want to come into town at some stage.
As for Gippsland St, it is already becomes a single lane slow moving road during winter. If the expectation is correct
that a further 1.3mil visitors will be coming to the area year round this will only exacerbate the problems residents
already have in coming to & from the top of town to the shopping centre area. Gippsland St is the main connector
road to the top of town & needs to be as accessible as possible. In fact, it requires widening where possible and
additional parking areas made available. I already know of people that live in Candlebark Crt area who, in winter, will
drive from the Bowling Club along Kosciuszko Rd, turn onto Barry Way, then onto Reedy Cutting Rd onto Gippsland
St – just so they avoid Gippsland street from Park Road to past Cobbadah St – it is just too congested, parking
questionable & people walk all over the road especially on a Wednesday night.
The section of road the following photo is taken from (intersection of Gippsland St & Park Rd) requires additional
land to be taken from the Anglican Church grounds to allow for additional angle parking to be included where
possible. The road has cars parked on either side of the road for ALL of winter & has become a single lane road.

Housing Density –
The draft plan of Jindabyne showing a computer generated plan of the ‘in fill’ building proposal for Jindabyne is
extremely worrying. We are a REGIONAL TOWN! The reason why we live regionally is because we don’t want to live
in suburbia & be on top of our neighbour. I understand that this might be a ‘wish list’ for the next 40years, however
there is absolutely no need to have every little piece of land being noted as a possible building site & for multiple
storey buildings.
I was advised that 3 storey buildings are already a reality in Jindabyne as most of the premises in the town centre
have this option. The buildings in Town Centre are set at the back of a reasonably flat area that then steps up to the
parking area of the Medical Centre & steps again up to Thredbo terrace. The lie of the land allows for 3 storeys to be
accommodated in this instance without impacting those around it. The same applies to the Units that are already
built on Gippsland St. These multi storey buildings move up a hill & do not inhibit anyone behind them. They also
have the protection of the hill behind them from our extreme winds. Even Horizons Resort has been built in line with
the gradient of the land from the foreshore. 4 to 6 storey buildings built as proposed along the foreshore & in the
current Jindabyne Centre School site, however, would be another issue. They would not be conducive to the
surrounds either natural or existing buildings. Surrounding houses would be severely impacted by shade & shadow
from this sort of building.
The building of multi storey buildings should also be approved with caution as our weather conditions are not
conducive with higher buildings. Frost, snow & wind are not good conditions for multi story buildings & the people
living in them. Our extreme winds could create wind tunnels through buildings if not considered properly. Frost &
snow falls can make stairs & balconies dangerous.
I also believe that the existing Central School site should be earmarked for aged care residence. This location should
be on a single level. The residents would have easy level access to the facilities in Nuggets Crossing and ready access
to medical facilities. If there is to be other community facilities in this location as suggested (ie library, community
centre, medical) they would have a ready clientele if aged care residents were basically on their doorstep. They could
also market or promote certain events specifically to the residents which would create a higher use of such facilities.
Western Dam Foreshore Development Site –
The proposal to promote the use of the foreshore from Snowline to Hatchery Bay for caravan park, a wellness centre
& a eco-friendly resort shows how little the people putting together the draft proposal actually know or asked of the
local residents.
Any fixed structure along this area needs to withstand winds of 150km+. The area is extremely exposed & any
caravan or temporary/ cabin building would end up in the water when we experience the annual July/August winds.
The proposal shows pontoons, wharfs & water activities, these would need to be extremely well made & have solid
tied down structures for the housing of equipment – anything left out or not adequately built would/could become a
missile in the winds. Any fixed structure would be sand/dirt blasted & the growing of any vegetation (trees &
gardens), would almost be an exercise in futility. The current owners attempted to grow trees in this area for stock
protection for more than 40years to no avail. The same family has owned most of the land in question since the
flooding of Old Jindabyne & continue to operate a viable family farm utilising this land, but none of them were asked
what sort of conditions are experienced year round by the team putting together the draft proposal.
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Submission Type
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Hackett
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
In relation to the Snowy Mtns Special Activation Precincts MPlan, I have grave concerns for the availability of free, unpowered,
untouched and remote camping in KNP. Primarily at Island Bend where the plan promotes “Cabin style accommodation within a
‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping area”. I understand that asbestos remediation is required and that toilets are a must to
maintain the pristine area however I am staunchly opposed to any cabin style accommodation being constructed in any National
Park. The Park is there for everyone to enjoy, from the exceptionally rich, in their gold plated camper vans to the financially poor
student in their tarp tent.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Wall
I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne east
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I think we have learnt enough about what damage can be done to wilderness areas when you open the door to developers whose
only concern is how much profit can they make
Hands off Kosciusko National Park
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Object
Submission
Kosciuszko should stay the way it is
Thanks
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a member of Kalymaro Lodge (Co-operative) Limited, trading as Kalymaro Alpine Sports Club, I strongly endorse my club's submission to the
Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan and Kosciuszko National Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management in objection to these proposals.
The draft plans contain many positive suggestions, but require greater considera ion of communities, transport, and activities.
The draft plans should also remove the proposals to increase development and to introduce high impact commercial activities into the na ional park
before they can be supported.
I request that the SAP team is mindful of the detailed comments in the Kalymaro submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Indoor sports facilities and swimming pool - these facilities MUST be openly available to he residents and you h of Jindabyne, as well as visitors.
Facilities of this type are currently lacking in the local area, and provide a safe, active, year-round recrea ion opportunity for many. Limiting their use to
elite athletes or users of the Sport & Recreation Facility will not be welcomed by the community.
Mountain Bike & Adventure Park - their MUST be a significant component of this development that is free and accessible to the residents and tourists
of Jindabyne. If the Park comes under the operation of a sole, for-profit operator, it will limit accessibility and affordability for many.
Road extension through JJ Connors Oval - I object to the proposal to open he road from Park Rd to Reedys Cutting Road. Increasing traffic through
this oval facility will impact on the safety of children, spectators, pet-owners and their pets and cause congestion issues.
Thankyou for your consideration.
Tanya Bishop

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Potts Point NSW 2011
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any
national park in Australia. The sources of hat damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construc ion works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national
parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds. All visitors need basic
services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting,
and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any fur her assaults. It needs better protec ion, not further damage through the inappropriate developments described in he
Masterplan and POM.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I object
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission attached
I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION REGARDING THE SNOWY MOUNTAINS SAP
BACKGROUND
I first visited the Kosciuszko National Park in 1959 when my father helped to
establish the Kiama Ski Club in Thredbo. We were regular visitors to the Park in
summer and winter. Yes, we drove to the top of Kosi each year when it was
permitted. Then, after leaving home I still went to the top of Kosi each year
either walking or on cross‐country skis. Then, when with our kids we stayed for
a week each year at the campground at Sawpit Creek. On about 15 occasions,
as a teacher, I have taken a Geography group to either the Sport and Rec Camp
(when it was a field study centre) or to the Bungarra complex. We now are
sub‐lessees in Thredbo and spend as much time as possible in the Park.
Over the years I have walked in most areas of the Park south of the Snowy
Mountains Highway, eg Mt Selwyn to the Pilot, Townsend Spur to the Opera
House and in to Cesjacks Hut and Teddies Hut.
MY MAIN POINTS
1. I oppose the plan for the Alpine Area because it should have been
prepared by the National Parks and Wildlife Service.
The NPWS has the local knowledge and the management skills for a
National Park. Any money attached to the plan should be given to the
NPWS and the Minister for the Environment.
2. I oppose the plan for Jindabyne because it should have been prepared
by the Snowy Monaro Council.
The Council has the knowledge and the skills to manage the local area.
Any money attached to the plan should be given to the Council.
3. I oppose the plan because it presumes that global warming will make
ski seasons unviable.
Over the years I have watched Thredbo self‐destruct as a snow village. It
has become a heat island with a high albedo and has formed its own
microclimate which is more conducive to rain than snow. More buildings
in the resorts will ensure the demise of the ski season, not support the
area at all. Without snow the Alpine area loses its unique nature and
becomes more like the Blue Mountains, which is much closer to the
major centres of population. Besides, who is going to be keen to visit a

former alpine area that resembles a desert or is a mass of charcoal? The
iconic walks will not be the same. (Dust, smoke and flies?)
4. I oppose the plan because it does not even attempt to introduce
measures to alleviate the adverse effects of climate change on the
alpine area.
The plan does not address the adverse effects of climate change, other
than the loss of snow. When the snow goes everything will change.
Bushfire will become more than just a major threat as all of the alpine
area will be subject to the impact of lightning strikes on dry vegetation.
The plan needs to go much further into the management of the
environment than it does, otherwise the landscape will return to looking
as it did after high country grazing.
5. I oppose the plan because it does nothing to increase the area of
skiable terrain in the resorts, nor does it support better snowmaking
technology so that the seasons last longer.
If governments can subsidise whole industries that increase greenhouse
emissions then they should compensate those industries that are
adversely affected by the emissions. For example, the coal, gas,
transport and livestock industries are heavily subsidised by taxpayers yet
the resorts that engage in emissions‐free snowmaking do not. The plan
would work better if snowmaking was subsidised by government. Then
the skiable area in the resorts could be increased so that the extra
accommodation in Jindabyne could be profitable.
6. I oppose the plan because it does not contain timelines for the next 40
years.
With pork barrelling accepted as a part of State and Federal politics
there is no guarantee than the plan will just serve the interests of certain
individuals. The plan should be implemented in such a way that ensures
that the value of public/environmental assets increase, not just the
income of certain preferred individuals.
7. I oppose the plan because it needs to address the carrying capacity of
the park in future years.
Without limits to the number of visitors to the park the quality of the
environment will decline. And it is time to review the culling of feral
animals in the park, including horses. The more feral animals that remain

the fewer people can be admitted. Think of the needs of future
generations. Will the future environmental damage be irreversible?
8. I oppose the plan because it is not supported by a comprehensive cost
benefit analysis of its effects on the alpine area.
Obviously, it might be great to see Jindabyne look more like Darling
Harbour and perhaps be rebuilt every 40 years. But we will not know
whether the plan is worthwhile for the people of Australia, New South
Wales or the Monaro region until the economic social and
environmental effects are identified and costed for each group. My
guess is that until we get global warming under control the risks of
getting a good result in the long run are just too great.
I OPPOSE THE PLAN for the alpine area
Ted Kramer
I suggest a wave machine and water park for Jindabyne…a beach holiday
without the wind and rain?
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First name
Terry
Last name
Butters
I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Kambah, ACT 2902
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of the Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, wi h two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES.
I strongly endorse he Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher
Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine
environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National
Park for all.
Terry
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Maitland 2320
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object strongly to the Snowy mountain activation precinct draft plan.
It is in my opinion a money grab and a complete desecration of the local flora and fauna.
The snowy mountains belong to the nation and for future generations.
Once the Impact of a resort is implemented the destruction of nature cannot be reversed.
Keep the Snowy mountains alone.
Thank you
Terry Holdom
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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First name
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Last name
Ash
I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
3068
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am horrified to hear that the beautiful but fragile ecosystem that has been well-preserved by KNP staff is to be developed. It
would be devastating to have more buildings, roads and people degrading this landscape. The peace I’ve experienced in this
national park will be destroyed by helicopter noise and 40% more visitors. In a world where increasingly we need to preserve
biodiversity it is horrifying to hear that there is a plan to harm it. The fact that the proposal claims to have no environmental impact
shows an incredible lack of insight.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Thierry
Last name
Ferreira
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2914
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The destruction of our national park is a destruction to our environment. I Thierry Ferreira object to this development.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:20:32 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Thomas
Last name
Hammond
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Conder, Canberra ACT 2906
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I highly object to this!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:37:06 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Thomas
Last name
Hancock
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2750
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
No
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:57:22 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Thomas
Last name
Malota
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3166
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object this mole
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:45 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Thomas
Last name
Molloy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2000
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is a national park, not a development site. The appeal of so many of these places scouted for development is actually their
removal from so many human impacts of other overdeveloped parks all around Australia. These wilderness areas are in constant
recovery from invasive species, unseen bushfire threats and will increasingly be ruined by climate change. We do not need the
scars of machinery and development to "improve" the parks. Greater appreciation of these lands would be far better achieved
through conservation practices to improve the failing natural resources, not decimating them further in the name of access.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:49:27 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Thomas
Last name
Newsome
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sydney 2064
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To whom it may concern,
Kosciuszko National Park is already facing severe threats from climate change, weed spread, invasive predators, megafires, infrastructure
developments, and overgrazing from overabundant deer and horses. It's pristine status will only be fur her degraded with the proposed increase in onpark accommodation, habitat clearing, and increased tourism activities. The Park requires more funding and support to manage and understand key
threats, not more funding to degrade its ecological and heritage values.
As an academic ecologist who conducts research in the Park I can only see detrimental ecological outcomes as a result of his proposal. An
independent review of the ecological condi ion and restoration of the Park should accompany this proposal. No fur her accommodation should be
constructed inside the Park. Only tourism activi ies with minimal impacts should be allowed.
In addi ion, I would expect to see a detailed plan to help facilitate ongoing ecological research that informs management in he Park. At present, here
is no hing in the Snowy Mountain SAP that mentions facilities or support for such research. At the very least, a long term plan such as this should
consider and address the need to actually research and monitor the ecological health of the Park in order to make informed management decisions.
This plan requires much more detail with respect to ongoing environmental management as opposed to tourism opportunities.
I object to the proposal in its current form.
Regards,
Dr. Thomas Newsome

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:43:59 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Thomas
Last name
Smith
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Ardeer 3022
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This would ruin the natural state of the park. It would destroy native flora and fauna hat many people enjoy.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:20:39 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Thomas
Last name
Stanley
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2350
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The proposed development of this beautiful and unique National Park goes against everything that the park itself is designed to be. Destroying na ive
fauna and flora. Commercialising it for the sole use of capital gains and he benefit of a few.
Leave he Kosci the way it's meant to be. Let the people who love it for what it is and every hing it already has to offer. Stop ruining these beautiful
places because someone has a big cheque book.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 3:04 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 15:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
thomas
Last name
tschirschwitz
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Manly, 2095
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Objection to the SAP
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more
environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that damage include:
-historic clearing, grazing and mining;
-the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
-destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
-un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
-historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
-massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily
visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000
overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
1

These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing
significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments
described in the Masterplan and POM.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 5 August 2021 3:36 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 15:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ti
Last name
Coleing
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bondi
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To all it concerns,
I firmly believe that Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) does not need any more commercial development in the forms of
accommodation. It is already among the most heavily visited NP's in NSW. I am generally a regular visitor, and would like to see its
current level of beauty remain intact. It was devastated by the 2019/20 fires, has been heavily cleared and mined, and any
suggestion of extra overhead powerlines is just like what the..??
Nature is dwindling due to our continuing human spread, so we need to protect lands that are meant to be protected already, not
open them up to more development!
Please, use your hearts and intelligence to not move forward on the Snowy Mountains SAP
Sincerely,
Ti Coleing
Bondi
NSW
1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 16 August 2021 4:46 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 16:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tim
Last name
Cain
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2250
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Further development should not occur within the national park, given that these alpine ecosystems make up only approximately
0.15% of Australia's environment.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:59:19 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tim
Last name
Corkill
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Adaminaby
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The SAP is fundamentally flawed as it does not cover the full Snowy Mountains Region. It is not possible for a SAP to effectively address specific
Jindabyne/Ski Resort issues without reference to a broader region context.
Funding for the SAP is from he Snowy Legacy Fund, so this funding should be benefitting the whole region.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 16 August 2021 11:54 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 11:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tim
Last name
Doyle
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wagga Wagga
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
In my opinion the SAP is not a suitable opportunity for Kosciusko National Park.
The region should be kept in its present state and available for all people irrespective of whether they are ‘high end’ visitors
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:05:22 PM
snowy-mountains special activation precinct submission-tim-evans pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tim
Last name
Evans
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Downer/ACT 2602
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
snowy-mountains special activation precinct submission-tim-evans.pdf

Submission
Dear Planning NSW
Thank you for giving me the opportunity to make a submission on the draft master plan for the Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct encompasses a mix of activities and land uses, including key portions of Kosciusko National Park. I
strongly object to the inclusion of Kosciusko National Park in the Snowy Mountains special ac ivation precinct for several reasons. These include:
- The focus of Special Activation Precincts (SAP) is to build dedicated areas in regional locations to become a thriving business hub’s and accelerate
and streamline planning processes. This is at odds with why the national park was declared in the first place, which is to preserve and manage he
parks unique environments, landscapes and heritage and as a place for low impact recreation. Streamlining and accelerating planning processes for
development won’t assist with management of park’s unique natural environments.
- The Snowy Mountains SAP sets out a plan for expansion of development in the national park. It does not assess impacts of the proposal or
demonstrate whether what is proposed is feasible, sustainable or appropriate. How can the Snowy Mountains SAP be put forward as a long-term plan
without detailed assessment and discussion of the risks and impacts, and how these risks and impacts will be managed?
- Kosciuszko National Park needs to be managed as a whole entity. Declaring part of it a Special Activation Precinct will secede planning control of
parts of the park to other agencies that have fundamentally different agendas to the current management regime. Having multiple agencies with
different agendas will grea ly complicate long-term management of he park and increase level of risk and stress on the natural environment.
- None of the other Special Activation precincts listed on https://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/Plans-for-your-area/Special-Activa ion-Precincts include
national parks. The Kosciuszko Na ional Park is not like other Special Ac ivation Precincts. it is not a semi-urban, or intensive agriculture, or an
industrial development area in he vicinity of a regional centre. I do not understand how a Special Activation Precinct can be considered an appropriate
planning tool for low key developments in a national park.
- Kosciusko National Park is already under stress and is being impacted on many fronts including feral plants, animals and pathogens, uncontrolled
stock in the park (horses), changing climate, surface water flow and fire regimes, just to name a few. The Snowy Mountains SAP includes minimal
discussion on how it will deal with these many problems going forward into he future.
I look forward to your reply.
Regards
Tim Evans

I agree to the above statement
Yes

23 August 2021
To Planning NSW
Thank you for giving me the opportunity to make a submission on the draft master plan for the
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct encompasses a mix of activities and land uses,
including key portions of Kosciusko National Park. I strongly object to the inclusion of Kosciusko
National Park in the Snowy Mountains special activation precinct for several reasons. These include:
-

-

-

-

-

The focus of Special Activation Precincts (SAP) is to build dedicated areas in regional
locations to become a thriving business hub’s and accelerate and streamline planning
processes. This is at odds with why the national park was declared in the first place, which is
to preserve and manage the parks unique environments, landscapes and heritage and as a
place for low impact recreation. Streamlining and accelerating planning processes for
development won’t assist with management of park’s unique natural environments.
The Snowy Mountains SAP sets out a plan for expansion of development in the national
park. It does not assess impacts of the proposal or demonstrate whether what is proposed is
feasible, sustainable or appropriate. How can the Snowy Mountains SAP be put forward as a
long-term plan without detailed assessment and discussion of the risks and impacts, and
how these risks and impacts will be managed?
Kosciuszko National Park needs to be managed as a whole entity. Declaring part of it a
Special Activation Precinct will secede planning control of parts of the park to other agencies
that have fundamentally different agendas to the current management regime. Having
multiple agencies with different agendas will greatly complicate long-term management of
the park and increase level of risk and stress on the natural environment.
None of the other Special Activation precincts listed on
https://www.planning.nsw.gov.au/Plans-for-your-area/Special-Activation-Precincts include
national parks. The Kosciuszko National Park is not like other Special Activation Precincts. it
is not a semi-urban, or intensive agriculture, or an industrial development area in the vicinity
of a regional centre. I do not understand how a Special Activation Precinct can be considered
an appropriate planning tool for low key developments in a national park.
Kosciusko National Park is already under stress and is being impacted on many fronts
including feral plants, animals and pathogens, uncontrolled stock in the park (horses),
changing climate, surface water flow and fire regimes, just to name a few. The Snowy
Mountains SAP includes minimal discussion on how it will deal with these many problems
going forward into the future.

I look forward to your reply.
Regards
Tim Evans

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:37:34 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tim
Last name
Lamble
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2904
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have been involved with Kosciuszko Park for over 50 years, since before the NPWS started. I have been a bushwalker, cross-country skier, hut
maintainer, leader of Illawong Ski Tourers, and designer and builder of the Illawong Bridge over the Snowy River upstream from Guthega Pondage.
During this time I have had an active role in conservation. My views of the proposed Snowy Mountains SAP follow.
How does anyone meaningfully approach such a proposal, and its almost impenetrable justifications. And the tired old mantras of jobs-jobs-jobs and
growth — for political advantage.
When I consider a principal purpose of Kosciuszko National Park as a conservation reserve, there is no way hat I could support the massive planned
changes hat are inimical to conservation.
The park is recognised by UNESCO as a biosphere reserve: 'one of the longest and most extraordinary mountain ranges in the world’. UNESCO lists
'four small ski resort villages’. However the plan proposes a 40% increase to accommodation.
The park is not preserved for commercial accommodation, or the business of tourism. Such expansion of accommodation, and the consequent
pollu ion from increased traffic, building works, noise and air pollution from helicopters, and sewerage; the provision of facilities at Island Bend,
Guthega, and even Jindabyne, are all just some of he outcomes of such a toxic plan.
The proposal is a reversal of all that Kosciuszko Park has stood for, for decades — in he name of business as usual — or rather business expanded
at the expense of the future of life.
The future of all living things on the planet is threatened by global warming. David Attenborough says: “Our first lesson from nature concerns growth.
We have arrived at his moment of desperation [global warming] as a result of our desire for perpetual growth …”.
Humans often see open space as not being profitably used then, with the impulse to develop it and make money out of it, proceed to destroy it. We
need to see open space as valuable in its own right, not see it as another opportunity to expand. For survival, we must not continue the conversion of
open spaces (or expansion of existing degradations), to spaces of development and further destruction.
How can one discuss such a proposal? The only sensible response is to condemn it outright as an unprecedented horror.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:49:51 PM
snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct submission-tim-shepherd.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tim
Last name
Shepherd
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
South Pambula 2549
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct submission-tim-shepherd.pdf

Submission
Please see my attached submission
Regards
Tim Shepherd
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan (the draft Plan)
Submission Tim Shepherd
Introduction
The draft Plan aims to ‘leverage the region’s unique cultural and environmental attributes to
establish a resilient year-round tourism destination as Australia’s alpine capital.’
Developing resilient year-round tourism is a laudable objective of tourism dependent
communities across Australia. However, the approach outlined in the draft Plan is unlikely to
achieve this and within Kosciuszko National Park, it cannot be achieved under any measure
of environmental sustainability. The masterplan should be withdrawn and rewritten.
The draft Plan is extremely difficult to evaluate properly because of the lack of accessible
underlying information on key drivers and constraints particularly around: recent and
projected growth in visitation, carrying capacity assessments, the environmental limits of
resorts particularly regarding sewage disposal and water supply and the impact of climate
change on the viability of ski resorts.
The draft Plan does not include any comprehensive and wholistic environmental assessment
of the impact of the proposals on the values of the park, which must be a precursor to
proposing such major and wide-ranging development proposals and planning changes. One
of the aims of the proposed Special Activation Precinct and the Plan is to streamline
development. This is simply unacceptable in the absence of the above.
I therefore strongly object to the adoption of a Special Activation Plan covering parts of the
Park.
I especially object to the proposed increased to bed limits in the resort areas.
Broadly the draft plan’s focus on improving the range of opportunities in and around
Jindabyne is sensible and consistent with accepted planning practices for towns adjacent to
major national parks. This contrasts markedly with the ill-conceived proposals within the
park.
The amount of time provided to consider and comment on the draft Plan has not been
adequate given the magnitude and potential impacts of the proposed changes in both the
planning processes and development proposals, as well as the number and complexity of
the documents that need to be reviewed.
Specific comments
1.3 Planning framework
The establishment of the Alpine SEPP in the first place was a retrograde step. The extension
of the Alpine SEPP to include Creel Bay and Island Bend is unnecessary and
counterproductive and should not occur. Any development of these areas is within the scale

1

of normal NPWS facilities. NPWS is best placed within government to plan and evaluate any
proposals.
I also note that the Kosciusko NP draft POM amendments includes Thredbo Diggings and
Ngarigo campgrounds the ‘Alpine Resorts Environmental Planning Instrument’. This
inconsistency needs to be resolved by removing the reference from the POM amendments.
2.1 Principles for the Snowy Mountains
Environmental resilience
The objectives are fine, however the proposals, particularly around bed numbers are not
consistent with these objectives. The plan needs to be rewritten to be consistent with the
objectives
Carrying capacity
The cart is now firmly before the horse. The proposals outlined in this document and
detailed in the Plan of Management amendments are highly prescriptive and have scant
regard for any notion of carrying capacity. The proposed increases to bed limits with no
obvious consideration of water supply and sewage treatment capacity constraints is a key
example.
3 The Structure plans
Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct
Developing Jindabyne as the hub for all-year tourism is sensible. The proposals, while
grandiose are broadly appropriate for the place. My major concern is that some of the
proposals seem to be derived from wish-lists than developed from rigorous strategic
analysis of current and future visitor needs and opportunities. The Lakeside Ecotourism
Resort is one example.
Some proposals seem eminently sensible. For example, investing in mountain bike facilities
to complement the opportunities within Kosciuszko NP has the potential to make the Snowy
Mountains a highly attractive cycling destination. Investments outside the park, properly
planned in a regional context should reduce the need for inappropriate developments
within the park
3.2 The Alpine Precinct
This section of the plan is unacceptable - it proposes significant change which is not
supported by accessible and rigorous data driven analysis. Establishing a theoretical carrying
constraints framework rather than doing the hard work of properly assessing need, impact
and constraints is simply not good enough.
Thredbo
• I do not support the increase in bed numbers. The proposals to build on the tennis court
and golf course suggest that the village has reached its physical capacity. There is no
supporting analysis in regard to sewage capacity and water supply of information
regarding future demand.
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•

The centre of the village is looking tired and sensitive redevelopments within existing
bed limits are appropriate.

Perisher Range
• The proposed increase in bed limits in the Perisher range is most problematic
Component of the whole plan:
o There is little summer visitation and any additional beds will only be required for
winter. Alpine skiing has a very uncertain future under climate change
projections. Accordingly, there is a large risk of creating stranded assets
o The treatment plan site is at physical capacity and the plant discharges into a
small stream. Sewage treatment at this elevation has been problematic for
decades and there is no indication in the plan about how this fundamental issue
can be addressed.
o The water supply is sourced from small upper catchments. There is no analysis of
as to whether additional water can be sourced sustainably.
• Redevelopment of Perisher to create a more vibrant village centre is wise, given its
soulless feel. However it should be done within existing bed limits.
• Developing low key camping at Guthega may be appropriate. Before any decision is
made planners need to take into account likely demand and whether the proposed
Island Bend development will sufficiently cater for demand in the Guthega area into the
foreseeable future.
Thredbo Ranger Station
• Reuse of the Ranger station for accommodation might be appropriate, however
establishing glamping pods and other camping opportunities is unnecessary. Is the
proposal another wish-list item which is not backed by substantive analysis?
Alpine camping
• Given its previous disturbance and its location near backcounty nodes at Guthega,
Island Bend is the logical place for a development of this sort. The current low key
camping area works well and it is important that its character is not compromised by
overzealous development.
3.3 Visitor Access
The focus on Skitube and a park and ride shuttle system is commendable. Additional
carparking would only be useful if the roads are below capacity and would be counterproductive during bad weather. The exiting carparks are eye sores and their construction
had major environmental impacts. These impacts should not be repeated.
There should be no shuttle bus for recreational visitors from Charlotte Pass to Rawsons Pass
or beyond. This is not acceptable in the highly sensitive area.
3.4 Visitor attractions
Charlotte Pass turning circle

3

While I appreciate there are peak season issues, upgrading the turning circle at Charlotte
Pass is highly problematic and not recommended. Given its extreme sensitivity any work
must be restricted to the existing pavement and verges. Shuttle services from Perisher or
the Charlotte Pass village should be established.
Helicopter transit
This proposal should be removed from the plan and the helipads should be removed from
the SEPP land use tables. The proposal may be convenient for a few, while impacting on the
experience of many. This is entirely unacceptable.
3.5 Prospective Developments
Gondola
The possibility of Gondola access to the alpine resorts should be removed from the plan.
The probable visual and environments impacts are massive
Future ski terrain
Detailed investigations for future ski terrain were carried out in the 80’s and led to the
development of Blue Cow. Potential expansion of the Thredbo Resort and was rejected on
environmental grounds. The basis for rejection of these proposal and should not change. If
anything, our better understanding of climate change and its impacts further highlights the
lunacy of suggesting that highly destructive potentially stranded assets might be considered.
This section should be re-written to explicitly exclude future expansion of skiing terrain.

4

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:58:55 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tim
Last name
White
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
timwhite72@bigpond.com
Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Hello - I am a Director and Vice President of MAWABU Ski Club – Perisher which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with
Perisher for over 40 years. I strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct ini iative provides a unique opportunity to enhance he amenity of the alpine environment whilst
balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of he Kosciuszko National Park for all.
Thank you, Tim White
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 6:41:01 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 18:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Timothy
Last name
Edmondson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Narrabundah 2604
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
am extremely concerned by NSW Government’s Special Activa ion Plan for Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). This draft plan intends to encourage
further development in the Park inviting greater access for vehicles and aircraft. It also takes direct control of the KNP Plan of Management away from
the NSW Environment Minister and gives it to the Deputy Premier.
National Parks are there to preserve wilderness for all Australians to enjoy, but this plan will damage the delicate alpine environment by encouraging
development where there should not be any. This proposal must be defeated, it is an affront to the very purpose of National Parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 16 August 2021 11:38 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 23:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Timothy
Last name
Kenyon
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Camperdown 2050
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
While I will always support sustainability improvements to the national park and implementation of effective public transport routes,
the proposed expansion of Jindabyne is completely unrealistic and unsympathetic to the local residents.
The proposal has no clear plan for healthy paced community growth and appears to have a critical lack of understanding of the
patronage of the Australian alpine industry.
It appears to have the single goal of turning a unique little Australian town proud of it's own identity into a theme park or mega
holiday resort mirroring Niseko or Cortina d'Ampezzo; each of which succeeded in crushing their local culture for the sake of
maximizing profits for a wealthy few.
It would be a terrible shame if this were to go ahead.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:39 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Timothy
Last name
Unger
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Turramurra, NSW 2074
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am strongly against the NSW Government’s Special Activation Precinct for the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). I believe that
National Parks exist to preserve wilderness for all Australians. Our ability to enjoy the wilderness in its natural state is threatened
by this plan, which will damage the delicate alpine environment by encouraging development where there should not be any. As
the National Parks of Australia have clearly outlined: “The Master Plan and draft Plan of Management would intensify the stresses
already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk."
Please do not proceed with this Plan!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:41:47 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 09:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tina
Last name
Shee
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sydney 2001
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Deputy Premier is not the appropriate authority for National Parks planning and will result in commercial interests being priori ised over
conserva ion. There needs to be thorough and transparent public consideration of these changes, which has not occurred.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:46 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Toby
Last name
Jennings
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2614
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Kosci National Park is a unique, beautiful, fragile area and must remain protected if we want it to last.
Please reconsider this economy driven plan
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:43:51 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Todd
Last name
Costa
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Parking
With all the proposed changes to town there is NO new parking.
How is that going to work?
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:24:08 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Todd
Last name
Costa
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Sculpture trail Careel Bay
This the wrong loca ion for a sculpture trail as it will be underu ilised here.
There is already several sculptures in town. The foreshore pathway star ing at Banjo Patterson park has several that finish at the caravan park. Why
wouldn't you continue along this path? There is already proposals to upgrade the path to the claypits. It would make sense to incorporate sculptures in
that section.
Note, 'Lake Light Sculpture exhibition' is held between Banjo Patterson Park and the caravan park therefor no more permanent should be installed in
this location as it will takeaway sites for the exhibition.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 3:03:31 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 15:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Todd
Last name
Costa
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Alpine Precinct
There is NO WAY he state government should have any control over this sensi ive environment area. Their decisions are based on capitalism not
science.
The 'Brumby Bill' was a political stunt and is an example of how incompetent John Barilaro and his government is in this area.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 2:17:18 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 14:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Todd
Last name
Costa
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Public Space Study
We have a large sculpture exhibi ion 'Lake Light Sculpture' along the foreshore from Banjo Patterson Park to the start of he Caravan park at Easter
each year. Around 120 sculptures are exhibited and we have 20 000 plus visitations over the Easter period. It is the largest event in Jindabyne.
Page 137 of the Public Space Study, Lake Jindabyne Foreshore View 14 is the site used for large sculptures. During instillation and pack up this whole
area is full of large trucks, trailers and cranes. I no iced here is plans for a lot of trees to be planted here. This may detract from the exhibi ion and
create problems wi h installation.
The small rock outcrops throughout this section house power outlets. Podium rocks have also been installed for sculptures and will need to stay.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 1:34:54 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 13:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Todd
Last name
Costa
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Mountain Bike and Adventure Park
I think this a fantastic idea. It would really benefit tourism in town.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 1:28:57 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 13:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Todd
Last name
Costa
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Toilets Claypits
Why would you remove the toilets from the Claypits? Hanging by the lake in summer is part of the Jindabyne lifestyle. It just does not make sense.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 1:23:03 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 13:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Todd
Last name
Costa
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Building Heights
The documentation provided mentions lake and mountain views being an important part of Jindabyne living on several occasions. Page 34 of the
master plan appendix states 'Ensure development integrates... and does not detract from existing vistas to lake Jindabyne' and " Development should
respond... consideration given to views and vistas across Lake Jindabyne and the Snowy Mountains'. How is that possible when it is proposed 4 to 6
story units being built on both sides of Kosciuszko Rd and the Central School site? Every single house in Munyang St, Ingebyra St, Bogong St, Park
Rd and lower Gippsland St will be affected. Speaking with others in town 3 storey with the odd 4 storey would be more appropriate an acceptable.
Existing unit developments in town have major parking problems. Nuggets Crossing has parking problems in winter. Parking in the streets around the
town centre is becoming harder and you have proposed to reduce that parking. Condensing many units around he town centre is going to add to the
parking problems. There needs to be a realistic approach to the number of car spaces required for hese unit blocks.
Below he thin cover of soil in town is solid blue granite. All the major projects in town have had major problems with it including Nuggets Crossing,
National Parks building and Horizons Resort. Building underground carparks is going to require a lot of drilling and blasting.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 12:20:54 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 12:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Todd
Last name
Costa
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Big Move 1
I calculate we will loose around 70 parking spots with the proposed changes to the streetscape of Snowy River Ave and Gippsland St. Even in summer
it is hard to get a park in these streets as they are now. Winter is a real problem with many cars doing laps to find a park. Gippsland Street has the
post office which has a lot of patronage. Nuggets Crossing carpark is always full mornings and afternoons in winter as it is now.
I don't see any provisions for new parking. With the increase of beds in he area(by your figures another 4557 beds by2061) where is everyone
supposed to park?
I get what you are trying to achieve with the Town Square but do the advantages to visitors outweigh he lifestyle of residents? Part of living in the
country is convivence and ease of shopping.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:52 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Todd
Last name
Costa
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
General submission
Jindabyne resident of 35 years. Reside in my own house and own an industrial property at Leesville. Local electrician. Played a big
part of 'Lake Light Sculpture' from day 1.
Building heights, The proposal states the view of the lake and mountains are what makes the town! Proposed 4 to 6 storey units is
going to impact every property in the centre of town. 3 storey units with the ODD 4 storey would be actable. How does the parking
work with that? We already have parking problems now. Underground parking will involve drilling and blasting granite. This has
been the process of all the major sites in town.
Big Move 1. How can you justify taking away approximately 70 car parks in Snowy River Ave and Gippsland St (which is hard to
get now ) without any new parking? The Big move 1 will change the dynamic of our country town. The reason we live here. While it
is good to walk around town how many people are going to make that journey?
There is an obvious bias to expanding the growth of the Jindabyne town centre but there no mention of any new parking. Why
wouldn't we build another supermarket at Leesville? It's close to the new school and would be coinvent to a lot of people. It would
take the burden off the town centre.
1

Sculptures play a big part of this community. Lake Light Sculpture. Creel Bay isn't the place for a sculpture trail.
National Park should be left to the science of running it(Federal government). Not to a capitalist government driven by money. The
Brumby Bill is a classic example of that.
Personally I feel the SAP is a greenlight for developers to cash in on our town. While there is benefits for Jindabyne, I don't think
it's for the good of residents.
With the figures quoted in the SAP we need to look more at Leesville.
Example, Jindabyne central school. That was proposed to move to Sport and Rec over ten tears ago. After so many dollars spent
on upgrading the school we are now doing that.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Sunday, 8 August 2021 1:48 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sun, 08/08/2021 - 13:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tom
Last name
Brennan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2065
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not support the Snowy Mountains SAP draft Master Plan.
My objections primarily relate to the Alpine Precinct, as this involves land within Kosciuszko National Park.
General
- The Snowy Mountains SAP draft Master Plan reflects increasing commercial exploitation of Kosciuszko National Park. Nothing in
the Master Plan is around improving the environmental outcomes for Kosciuszko National Park. The park is under significant
environmental pressure, with impacts: to threatened species from feral horses; from recent destructive bushfires; from impacts
from the resorts; and from clearing related to new transmission lines. This Master Plan does nothing to promote conservation,
while fostering commercial development within Kosciuszko National Park.
- the Plan of Management should be the pre-eminent document managing Kosciuszko National Park, as it should be focussed on
the conservation aspects of the NPW Act. The proposals to amend the Plan of Management prioritise the Snowy Mountains
Special Activation Precinct Master Plan above the Plan of Management. This is unacceptable and perhaps unlawful.
- the Master Plan makes reference to the protection of the environment in the graphic on page 7, and again on page 25, but all the
plans in the rest of the document relate to tourism and development, and none to how the environment is going to be protected.
References to the protection of the environment seem to be throwaway lines.
1

Visitor numbers
- the removal of the overnight visitor numbers capping in Kosciuszko National Park should not happen without the carrying capacity
analysis having been carried out.
- the proposed changes to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management allows for an increase of 40% in the number of
overnight beds in the park. This will almost certainly all be in the winter months. There is no environmental justification for this, and
it should not be approved without the carrying capacity analysis.
- in any case, focus on increased visitor numbers should be in the summer months and shoulder seasons, when there is surplus
park accommodation available
- the Master Plan (p88) seems confused about this, talking about "future decline in snow-based recreation due to climate change"
and yet in the same sentence, asking for "a safe and sustainable increase in the amount and range of year-round recreation and
accommodation offerings"
Development approvals
- the proposed amendments (p14) to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management replace the responsibility for development
approvals in the park from NPWS to the Department of Planning. This should not happen.
Aircraft/Helicopter flights
- helicopter transit (p131) is generally not permitted in Kosciuszko National Park, and there is good reason for this. Helicopters are
loud and noisy, and disturb those looking for peace and solitude, and to connect with nature. There is no reason to remove the
current restrictions on aircraft landings. It in no way improves the environmental outcome for the park. Any change is for the benefit
of the few, against the wishes of the many who are looking for some the natural experience in the park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:56:29 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tom
Last name
Dibdin
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Penshurst 2222
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Unnecessary, leave it alone
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:49:28 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tom
Last name
Hamer
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3197
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This absolutely could not happen.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:16:46 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 08:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tom
Last name
Hammond
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Fyshwick, Canberra 2609
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Object!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:17:40 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
TOM
Last name
JONES
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rockdale 2216
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I urge the department to maintain the environmental values of the KNP and to support access to the public. The provision and maintenance of huts,
walking tracks and signage are concerns for me. Victoria, Tasmania and New Zealand all provide better systems of huts, tracks and signage than
NSW and I suggest that NSW policy staff study the way that these jurisdictions manage their fragile high country areas.
I hope that NSW can move away from discouraging access to the high country trails without compromising wilderness values.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:25:43 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tom
Last name
Mat hews
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3777
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Object, his is a ridiculous proposal that will d o more damage than good
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:55:10 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tom
Last name
Payton
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Dural
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Fur her development in KNP serves no purpose. The park is under enough pressure from more frequent bushfires, climate change, invasive pests and
that further development will only degrade he park further both environmentally and from a tourism viewpoint, as people visit KNP for it's natural
assets, not it's commercial ones.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:24:05 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tom
Last name
Stone
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Williamstown, SA 5351
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I am concerned about the proposed commercialisation of the camp ground at Island bend. There is plenty of opportunity for commecialisation
elsewhere in the K N P. I feel that this unique site would be best left relatively undeveloped and un commercialised for the use of more adventure
oriented campers, hikers and kayakers.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Support
Submission
Individual Submission

Submission as it relates to: Catalyst Precinct – Western Foreshore
I am a long term resident of 35 years and in regards to the Western foreshore; it is ineffable that over time this area will be developed, the matter is
how.
It should:
*Provide much needed upmarket accommodation
*Employ eco-friendly principles
*Provide tourist facilities that impact the foreshore as little as possible.
*Developing Jindabyne as a centre for good accommodation and take the load of the parks roads, facilities and biodiversity..
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
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Name
First name
Tonette
Last name
Clarke
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Alpine Sub Precinct
I am a long time resident and avid bush walker. I find it disturbing that this pristine area Kosciusko Na ional park is to be fur her developed. It is the
reason people come here so how we develop it is very sensitive. There must be areas of discovery and wilderness. We need to preserve our
biodiversity and long term health of the park or the very attraction that draws tourism is gone for ever . Bike paths will become eroded unless well
maintained. They will need to have garbage bins and toilets otherwise we will see a trail of litter like Mount Everest. There must be a balance of
developed and undeveloped. I can see no benefit of a viewing platforms on Porcupine rocks, climb up, have an adventure, there must still be crude
tracks around the park.
Developing Island Bend: SAPP
*This is a place so many of our wild life call home; every turn you will see Wombat holes, kangaroo dropping and little creatures scurrying under a leaf
or a bird fly out of a tree.
*Island bend is a memorial; to he workers who help build he Snowy dream. Through hard winters and pleasant summers with their families living
there in isolation.
*It should remain a place of temporary camp; for families not up market accommodation.
Quiet unkempt road; where you drive slow and you don't see dead animals.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Cc:
Subject:
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
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Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission
I am a long term resident of Jindabyne I am 73. I personally have seen many of my generation leave town in resent years due to lack of services and
care. Hence the sta istics will not give a true account of need. As a member of JCA I know the amount of support the need for an aged care facility has
in his community.
In relations to age care: There has been several proposals as to where Jindabyne's facility should be. With the council in the process of sell what they
have in the SMRC and tacking Jindabyne into the deal I think it needs to be finalised in the SAP's plan for Jindabyne.
Available land in town the Anglican Church property: A good spot for small assisted living villas. Especially for disabled who might want to be part of
this you hful community. The disabled are a s overlooked sector.
Land for an aged care facility needs to be a larger acreage : Land was available very close to the existing town. Owned by Snowy Hydro it was very
suitable and JCA showed interest in it but fail in heir bid. It was sold at a very low price to a developer.
Crown land not too far out of town close to the aerodrome and the land that Snowy Hydro sold would be highly suitable: Considering all he
popula ions needs; he land needs to be big enough to supply beds at all levels of age care, provision for a small hospital in he future, training facility
and accommodation for support staff .
I would like to see he release of this crown land which is close to the by-pass road as this will be a good link for the facilities visitors taking he strain
off the towns parking and as your plans have shown there will be shops and the like as the town grows further along the Barry way.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
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Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Individual Submission
I am a long term resident of Jindabyne I am 73. I personally have seen many of my generation leave town in resent years due to lack of services and
care. Hence the sta istics will not give a true account of need. As a member of JCA I know the amount of support the need for an aged care facility has
in his community.
In relations to age care: There has been several proposals as to where Jindabyne's facility should be. With the council in the process of sell what they
have in the SMRC and tacking Jindabyne into the deal I think it needs to be finalised in the SAP's plan for Jindabyne.
Available land in town the Anglican Church property: A good spot for small assisted living villas. Especially for disabled who might want to be part of
this you hful community. The disabled are a s overlooked sector.
Land for an aged care facility needs to be a larger acreage : Land was available very close to the existing town. Owned by Snowy Hydro it was very
suitable and JCA showed interest in it but fail in heir bid. It was sold at a very low price to a developer.
Crown land not too far out of town close to the aerodrome and the land that Snowy Hydro sold would be highly suitable: Considering all he
popula ions needs; he land needs to be big enough to supply beds at all levels of age care, provision for a small hospital in he future, training facility
and accommodation for support staff .
I would like to see he release of this crown land which is close to the by-pass road as this will be a good link for the facilities visitors taking he strain
off the towns parking and as your plans have shown there will be shops and the like as the town grows further along the Barry way.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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My Introduction : I have been a resident of Jindabyne for 34years, I have been a commercial lodge owner and in the retail business
in town. I have been president of the chamber of Commerce in past years and am now a member of CWA, JAG, JCA and CAM.
Infrastructure and Utilities: Ref. Pg 11 'Government will upgrade existing, or invest in new, or upgrade roads, water, power, digital
connectivity and social infrastructure for each precinct, removing barriers for investors to establish and grow.'
For growth there must be solid foundations:
For an area that encourages extreme sports we have no hospital and limited ambulance service.
There is no social support; very little social housing, emergency support for domestic violence or displaced youth. Inadequate
mental health facilities and no aged care facility at all.
Our footpaths even in the central area of town are non existent or in poor repair.
Assess to the lake is eroded by four-wheel vehicles using dirt tracks and there are very few toilets or bins around the shore. With
the increase of cycle tracks this is a developing problem.
You have address many of my concerns, for that I commend your team. Much of the feedback I have received over the years has
been what a beautiful place but, how scruffy it is. It would take very little money to present the Jindabyne area in a different light.
This regional council is too large to manage and too little council money is spent on the general upkeep of Jindabyne. Without this
any amount of work done by the state or investors will not make Jindabyne the pristine tourist area the NSW government
1

envisages
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I believe the area bordering on the Alpine way and kosciuzko Rd is going to be an adventure area. This is a beautiful area and I
would like to suggest one of the uses for this is horse trail riding. The Snowy mountains area caters very well for mountain biking
which is a very male dominated sector. To maintain the bush environment and have passive horse trails through this area would be
a fantastic attraction for the area and give local people a horse friendly environment to ride which is lacking in an area where horse
riding is part of the history and tradition. There are so many horse people that would love an area to be free to enjoy their pass
time.
Thanks for your time. Tony Tresidder
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1
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Please find attached comments related primarily related to the Executive Summary.
The file didn't seem to upload, so here is the information:
Submission regarding the Snowy Mountain SAP
The following relates to the SAP Draft Master Plan (June 2021), par icularly focusing upon the Vision and Principles.
If there is one thing that we should have learned over the last 2 years is that any economy that is tourism-dependent is susceptible to the impacts of
external forces like fires, pandemics and economic variability. Thus, to be truly sustainable and resilient the SAP needs to ensure that the economy is
diversified and balanced in order to be resilient in the face of enteral shocks and stressors (e.g., Lu he et al., 2012; Sheppard & Williams, 2016). From
a recent Austrade report he suggestion is to diversify, modernise and collaborate (https://www.austrade.gov.au/news/publications/opportunities-forthe-visitor-economy-report ):
To this end, a competitor analysis needs to be completed to assess the projected market size (post-COVID) and life cycle of mountain bike tourism in
the face of he dozens of proposals around the country for development of mountain bike tourism experiences, e.g., Baw Baw, Central Coast,
Talbingo, Orange, Royal National Park, Mt Kiera, Forrest, George Town, Gippsland, Huon Valley, Mackay, Melrose, Murray Valley, NT, Queenstown,
Tenterfield, Toowoomba, Warburton … What is the target market for Snowy Mountains? What differen iates the destination? What are he potential
impacts (social, economic, environmental)? What MTB experience are the looking for? What other facilities/activities would this target market want?...
What is the poten ial for recrea ional conflict on the trails with growth in use?
On this latter point, he TVT extension through to Gadden and Hatchery Bay sounds good. However,, what is does it bring people who want a more
downhill single track experience on the TVT into potential conflict wi h other users interested in a more cross-country green-trail experience (e.g.
beginners, families, trail runners, walkers) as seen with Hatchery Bay and the links back via Curiosity Rocks and the bike path). Then on top of this is
the increased volunteer time need to maintain trails off-park where there is no commissionable product to underwrite maintenance and future
development.
pp. 16-17: it is very generous to apply the term “resort” to the likes of Ski Rider and Sponars. These are accommodation facilities, to be deemed
resorts would require substantial development to include food, accommoda ion, entertainment, recreation, health ameni ies, social opportuni ies etc …
(e.g., Hull, 2016).
p. 26: “alpine design character”: As most of the SAP area hat is outside KNP and is thus not alpine, then this is a contrived and inau hen ic European
concept for this region and contradicts your “authentic character” (p. 24). This also seems to contradict your reference to Alpine Precincts that are
within the park, and that are actually in alpine areas (p. 36).
Fur her there is no such thing as an alpine design in Australia, unless you are referring to mountain huts for the high-country grazing, all else is
typically appropriated from a contrived vision of sou hern European alpine environments, such as the Tyrol.
“alpine village”: given the above, this needs defining in character, design, height, colour etc.. For example, a true alpine village would not have
multistorey accommodation facilities. This also needs to be clarified in light of what household structures, typologies, preferences and affordability
means for the Local Monero Ngarigo people (p. 27).
“region’s economy”: it is essential that it be clear how a resilient, sustainable diverse, mixed year-round economy would be achieved that it not
dependent upon the vagaries of seasonal tourism and events. In line with the diversify, collaborate and modernise, The Heritage Centre, going from
Indigenous ways of knowing and being through to current and future activities and experiences of place, can appeal to groups across he age range
interested in heritage, culture, sport, and education.
p. 28 Carrying capacity: when considering he transport and infrastructure requirements due diligence is requires as to how travel to the region is be
managed when the existing road network is insufficient. There is clearly evident with,
• already inadequate dual carriage and passing lanes between Jindabyne and Canberra;
• the bottleneck at the 2-lane dam wall which would require substantial modification before the population and visitation growth is viable. The

inadequate cycleway/footpath and parking around the dam wall is also evidence of lack of forward planning to adapt to projected growth;
• travel to and parking to he resorts in peak periods is already subject to road closures due to inadequate parking.
o The current bus trial (suspended due to COVID lockdowns) does not take into account that the buses will s ill need to stop and put on chains in poor
weather and that typically they travel slower than cars, thus further slowing the traffic flow.
o Further, if he bus trial is to be effective, the provision of day lockers and day lodge facilities would be important otherwise people will be walking
around town in their ski boots (which should only be worn in ice or snow). This would cause damage to the soles of the boots, reducing the
effectiveness of binding release mechanisms resulting in unintended consequences of increases in binding-related ski injuries and thus increased
public health costs and loss of quality of life (Costa-Scorse et al., 2015; Johnson & Pope, 1982).
• Carrying capacity models need to take into account reduced snow due to climate change as well as modelling of severe weather events like high
winds that result in lifts being closed and carrying capacity limits.
p. 28: Bed capacity: any increase in bed capacities will also require increased infrastructure (such as waste and sewerage) as well as reduced
amenity. Research should include hot vs cold beds as a way of maximising bed usage, rather than the potential proliferation of private ownership and
thus cold beds that reduce amenity (Measure, 2020).
p. 29 Housing Diversity: What is an appropriate housing density for an “alpine village”?
Any increase in housing density in he town centre needs to be supported by a suitable amount of off-street parking. For example, a 3-bedroom
apartment used by seasonal workers could have up to 6 vehicles. While the same apartment used for short term accommodation, could appeal to 3
couples/groups with 3 or more vehicles. Thus, “normal” parking planning models or facilities need to be adapted to a seasonal tourism economy.
Fur her, the current street widths were note designed for a tourism economy and this do not support parking on both sides of the street, with busy
periods reducing roads to single lanes due to insufficient off-street parking.
In addressing housing diversity, due consideration needs to be given the to many “tree changers” who have moved from urban areas to escape
medium to high density accommoda ion and are looking for more rural experiences.
p. 30 Social infrastructure: good to see concepts of ageing in place and accessible communities. To achieve this requires changes in path design and
continuous paths of travel to ensure that there is adequate passing places on footpaths (for example the footpath coming into town from the dam wall
side does not provide suitable passing space for prams or wheelchair, thus someone has to step off into the traffic to pass another person).
For aged care, there should be continuous pa hs of travel that support active transport from any aged care facility to shops, cafes, medical services,
and the heritage centre. For example, the current Heal h One Facilities cannot be accessed easily by wheelchair users or hose using walkers from he
western side due to inadequate cutaways and footpath width. It requires people with access needs to drive to the facility.
p. 31 Economy and Industry: A tourism focus economy is susceptible to shocks and stressors as experienced over the last 2 years. Thus, it is
essential that a mixed year-round economy be established that is more resilient to outside shocks but that also provide career opportuni ies for young
people, rather han seasonal, casual, low-skilled and volunteer posi ions hat dominate tourism, hospitality and events. However, if there were a focus
on education tourism, then there could be project growth in professional positions.
One clear example is the growth of ter iary education that can support tourism, but also environmental management, innovation and sport
management. For a good example of how education can benefit tourism economies, I recommended you look at the origins of the South Coast
Education Network from Nowra to Bega; Quest University in Squamish, British Columbia or Colorado Mountain College. From a research perspective,
learning from groups such as Alliance for Mountain Environments (https://www.tru.ca/research/research-centres.html ) or Canadian Mountain Network
(https://www.canadianmountainnetwork.ca would be beneficial.
p. 32 Transport and Connectivity: any future strategy needs to imbed accessibility and ac ive healthy ageing into their design and delivery. A key
limitation for many tourism destinations is the lack of destination level accessibility policies and strategies hat support whole of life tourism and
independent and active participation that facilitates tourism by the more than 30% of the population who have access needs (e.g., Bullivant et al.,
2020; Darcy & Dickson, 2009; Dickson & Darcy, 2012; Dickson et al., 2021; Dickson et al., 2017).
p. 33 Infrastructure and services: More innova ive approaches need to be taken that future proof he design and development. An example is the
combination of a ski hill and an incinerator (https://www.bbc.com/news/business-49877318 ). This is something that could have been integrated into
the ski jump.
Some references:
Bullivant, C., Darcy, S., & Dickson, T. J. (2020). Access in NSW National Parks: a best practice example of Edward River Bridge’s canoe and kayak
launch. Access Insights, 28-31.
Costa-Scorse, B., Hopkins, W., & Bahr, R. (2015). Evaluation of ski-binding-boot system safety using torque testing. In Skiing Trauma and Safety: 20 h
Volume. ASTM International.
Darcy, S., & Dickson, T. J. (2009). A whole-of-life approach to tourism: The case for accessible tourism experiences. Journal of Hospitality and
Tourism Management, 16(1), 24-31. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1375/jhtm.16.1.32
Dickson, T. J., & Darcy, S. (2012). Australia: Accessible alpine tourism project and Disabled WinterSports. In D. Buhalis, S. Darcy, & I. Ambrose
(Eds.), Best Practice in Accessible Tourism: Inclusion, ageing population and tourism (pp. 339-364). Channel View.
Dickson, T. J., Darcy, S., & Walker, C. (2021). A Case of Leveraging a Mega-Sport Event for a Sport Par icipation and Sport Tourism Legacy: A
Prospective Longitudinal Case Study of Whistler Adaptive Sports. Sustainability, 13(170), 1-21. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10 3390/su13010170
Dickson, T. J., Misener, L., & Darcy, S. (2017). Enhancing des ination competi iveness through disability sport event legacies: developing an
interdisciplinary typology. International Journal of Contemporary Hospitality Management, 29(3), 924-946.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1108/IJCHM-10-2015-0530
Hull, J. S. (2016). Wellness tourism experiences in mountain regions: the case of Sparkling Hill Resort, Canada. Mountain tourism, 25-35.
Johnson, R. J., & Pope, M. H. (1982). Ski binding biomechanics. The Physician and sportsmedicine, 10(2), 48-55.
Luthe, T., Wyss, R., & Schuckert, M. (2012). Network governance and regional resilience to climate change: empirical evidence from mountain tourism
communi ies in the Swiss Gotthard region. Regional Environmental Change, 12(4), 839-854. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-012-0294-5
Measure, H. (2020). Urbanizing the Alps: Densification Strategies for Mountain Villages. By Fiona Pia. Mountain Research and Development, 40(1),
M4.
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The park should remain as a public place accessible for all, not a commercialised industry for those who can afford it. The impact
of development on the environment, sustainability of natural wilderness, flora and fauna will be immense under these proposals.
The park needs an opportunity to recover from devastating fires, not increased pressure from developers.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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East Jindabyne Sub Precinct The idea of a Lakeside Village - has been the long term planning for Jindabyne - this the community have agreed upon over many years - the SNowy
River Shire Council did a lot of work trying to manage the links between too many 'villages' requiring upkeep and transport links versus using the
eastern side of the lake for housing development for residential usage etc.
I have lived and enjoyed he East Jindabyne lake usage fro 30 years, supporting frail older people in the area - many of whom have lived in East
Jindabyne
Many locals have built their homes and renovated many to enjoy the views and the lake The idea of Zone 5 is not what those people have built their lives around - trying to ' replicate' another area in Jindabyne ( like Lakewood) to support
local families and not have the struggles of hte WInter season.
The Plan needs to re-think the idea of having 2-3 storey apartement buildings, closer to the lake- potentially blocking views of the families that have
lived there for generations. This is not supporting the local community members' needs and the long term/year round housing, or the 'feel ' of what
East Jindabyne has and should be able to continue to be for many local families.
This is changing again what the locals have moved there for - and what other visitors enjoy when visiting Jindabyne - i.e. there are not
manmade/structures or buildings 'overtaking' the local environment, views and the ever changing lake levels.
It seems hat by supporting such developments, for few developers - again risks and changes the 'ethos' of what people come to visit and to live here
for .
This needs to be reconsidered in the next plan for viewing to ensure that the current residents and locals that live here all year round are being
considered, not a handful of developers who don't live here.
THe gardens and natural areas seems to be reasonable and well thought through - however also need to stay in line with the original proposals the
local community have worked on agreed to - with Council.
Again, please consider low level accessible housing options and a range of diverse housing options, hat are 'in sinc' with the local landscape - not
high level townhouses - this is not what the community want or hope for out of this plan into the future.
There is also concern around the development of zone - for Commercial opportunity - which will impede on the existing local businesses at east
Jindabyne - it is difficult to envisage he increase in numbers and demand of such services a this time, as long as it is 'in line' wi h the ethos of the
village and the are in general.
More people will increase the need for transport options and many of the streets area already congested with he minimal increase in Winter numbers compared tot hat of Jindabyne.
This needs to be considered - and to have regulations around parking space on the property site - not parking in the street.
SOme people have asked why East Jindabyne doesn't have the same zoning as Lakewood Estate - providing another area in the town hat is just for
residential locals - with out increasing the stress on the infrastructure in winter - for the locals and fro the local Council's to manage?
etc.
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Jindabyne Housing and Development in the town limits
It is a huge concern that - The height of the proposed buildings in THe Structure plan Document propose hat high rise buildings will be higher than
those that Jindabyne currently has.
- Proposed infrastructure along the lake will not be a positive addition to the developments if developer led proposals will not take into consideration
the rest of the towns' best interest - that the people and buildings that have been in situ since the early days will be impacted.
As a resident of over 30 years - and a professional who has worked with the local aged and disability population for this time- want to express the
concerns of many of our elders - who do not have a voice - who don't know what is happening.
I have , as others have, been attracted to the lake foreshore and how it allows a lot of interaction, in a natural way - without having to pay for activities
or have high rise buildings that interrupt he views or the lake interaction.
THe community are clearly attracted to a more low rise, development, lower style and accessible buildings so that the lake views are not impeded wherever you are in town.
I am hoping that the changes will be be made to the final master plan to ensure the locals, people who had to moved from the old town and others who
have moved to the area - in the past 30 years, have their expecta ions met.
Low rise style buildings that allow the whole community enjoy it biggest asset - the lake.
Locals understand this is a 'working lake' and enjoy the changes thru the season and years - depending the snow and rainfall - not needing to have 'all
year round- resort type style lake' - it is not that .
The area is raw, and natural - and anyone who lives here, accepts and understands that due to the very high winds, snow , icy and heat conditions that 'any hing can happen' and does not 'expect' the resort lifestyle. Trying to 'live with' nature is what attracts the locals to live here.

Many locals and elders who do not have a voice - do not want high rise buildings permitted - especially along the lake shore line :
OR
in he township itself. Again , people who have had their homes flooded live around the current School site - any developments will 'over shadow' their
homes - once again. This will impact the current residents of he town.
Thankyou

I agree to the above statement

Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 26 July 2021 1:12 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 26/07/2021 - 13:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
TRacy
Last name
Clifton
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
My name is Tracy - I am 56 years old - I have lived in the Jindabyne Berridale area fro 28 years.
I have worked in the Aged and Disability sector in this areas for 28 years.
During my roles at Local Government during this time I have attracted funding for this area to support people with disability or
choosing to live at home whilst ageing.
Unfortunately , the SAP does not seem to include any information or understanding about what a community is - and how to
support the local community - who live all year round.
Although a tourist town , I understand and support the need to increase services for the tourists - however no tourist can exist
without the development of the basic community - that supports the tourists.
The gaps that are increasingly arising are;
. limited to no accessible housing that supports our elders and or people with disability
. some mention of improved physical access of the township - this needs careful assessment and consideration - currently we have
1

pathways leading to no-where!
. affordable housing options - for the people that work and live here - already there many examples of people wanting to come and
work here - however there is no incentive due to high rental and now the high market of properties - this needs to be looked at a
government level- an issue not only in Jindabyne - impact being no skilled professionals wanting to move to the area due to
inability to live close to where they work.
. social services - already stretched - limited to no youth services or spaces;
. aged care services - limited to nil - especially day respite, group supports and in home care supports
. impact of increased population and development - has an impact on the mental health of locals.
. Residential aged and disability care - no options - requires more thought to encourage the right provider and positioning - enough
level land where there can be a range of care services be built - to ensure ageing in place is an option but also low care and
respite options.
- Council has decided this service is NOT CORE BUSINESS- however care will be now FOR PROFIT - which will change the cost
and outcomes for the locals who have limited options already. HAving to move out of area will most likely still be there only viable
option.
. Mental health services are already stretched - increase infrastructure needs to be considered and in place before more
unaffordable housing creates more financial and social impacts on people living in the area - year round. THis is evident already in
Cooma, Jindabyne and Berridale - locals have been 'ousted' to make way for the Snowy 2.0 employees who can afford the
increased rents. Locals having to move out of area to find suitable and affordable accomodation.
. People move to this area for things they do not find in the city - things like indoor bowling can be found in larger centres - not
necessary in a small country town - we have had ice rinks and the like - these may now be more profitable however not in lieu of
the infrastructure required to sustain the already lacking community eg
no youth centre, no aged care centre, limited access to basketball , indoor sports centre ( due to the SPort and REc centre government funded! went to a private provider- not sure how this happened - however unable to provide what it did;
i.e. - indoor rock climbing, volleyball, soccer, basketball - all for the locals and visitors.
. limited access to any accessible sporting or recreational activities.
. Medical care already stretched.
. Green areas without highrise buildings - 5-6 stories is too high for a small town that is attracting people because of its aesthetics!
- this definitely changes the 'feel ' of a place and it's people.
The general feeling from the community is - sure - development is inevitable -however the community's needs are to be considered
firstly- before profit.
Otherwise what people came and stayed here for - a lovely community - is lost - some say this is already happening.....this is very
hard to reverse and will only encourage more social issues.
Thankyou.
Kind regards,
Tracy Clifton.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:32:08 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tracy
Last name
Tresidder
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Roseville Chase
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am a member of a ski club in Perisher Valley and have been a regular visitor to the area for the last 60 years. I mainly attend for skiing in the winter
but did take our children down during summer when they were kids, but this was short lived due to he lack of things being open and other facilities
compared to Thredbo.
My main objec ion to the plan is the continued lack of development of the Perisher precinct into a year-round resort location.
Perisher is a ghost town for 9 months of the year because, unlike Thredbo which has developed extensive mountain bike infrastructure to make it a
year-round resort,
Developing mountain bike trails that are integrated with Perisher and Blue Cow’s existing chairlift network will drive significant year-round visitation to
Perisher which will in turn drive growth in restaurants, accommodation and jobs. It will fill empty ski lodges and create vibrancy to the current dead
zone that is Perisher outside the ski season.
A series of well-planned mountain bike trails will be cheap and have minimal impact on the environment.
Shifting the Mountain Bike Park to Perisher will give riders access to more elevation and terrain, better trails, more diversity of trails, and better views,
at a fraction of the cost.
Running the Perisher chairlifts outside the ski season will also service bush walkers and day trippers, as is the case in Thredbo.
I believe that the missed opportunity for this draft Masterplan (and especially Perisher village) lies in utilising the existing available infrastructure and
providing further sustainable and complementary uses (such as set out in more detail for Jindabyne). These would take advantage of some of the
existing lift infrastructure, restaurants, supermarkets, ski tube etc to activate the precinct but also provide improved access between the offerings of
Jindabyne, Perisher, Charlottes Pass and Thredbo. Clearly, the core advantages offered by this network approach include active outdoor recreation as
well as passive recreation, well being, educa ion, environmental and cultural education.
In summary, the Government should remove the planning obstacles that have prevented Perisher from following Thredbo’s model of creating a yearround resort that can be enjoyed by a wider variety of people, not just skiers.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:33:49 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Travis
Last name
Keuneman
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
The ponds
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Object. Leave he snowies as is!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 6:51 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 18:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Travis
Last name
Malcolm
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Darlinghurst, 2010
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
My objection to the Snowy Mountain SAP is to its fundamental premise of maximising economic activity in the region. The group of
studies provided are clearly framed to support the objective of increased commercial activity and development.
There are some gross examples of every man and their dog's eyes lighting up at the thought of the money to be made in creating
new commercial attractions. Imagine turning a publicly accessible thermal bath into a gas powered pay-for-entry amusement. What
a loss to the people of NSW and Australia.
I do not see a clear need for this to occur at this scale and at the expense of the natural landscape. I am appalled at the planned
commercial enrichment of a few. Commercial interests are driving this plan and are a threat to the sustainability of the region as a
unique natural environment to be enjoyed by the public for generations.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
1

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 3 August 2021 6:46 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 03/08/2021 - 18:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Trevor
Last name
BROWN
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
LAWSON
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hi.
1/ I object to the proposal of East Jindabyne master plan
2/ Resort that wont let me the average person to stay in the town
3/ Not sustainability principles of the KNP
4/ Heated water of Yarrangobilly will create loss the the few animals there.
5/ Helicopter transport for the posh and before they will be landing in KNP
Good luck with your work keeping what we have left today.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 16 August 2021 1:00 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 12:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Trevor
Last name
Rogers
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2167
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Disgusting. Barrilaro should be sacked and never be allowed a say in any of this. It’s not his job. Leave the park alone.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:09:04 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 09:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Trisha
Last name
Bush
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Object
Submission
I am a local resident of East Jindabyne. I moved from Sydney 18 years ago to enjoy the village-style town, the lake and snow. I originally lived in town,
but hen moved to East Jindabyne for a quieter lifestyle to raise our kids.
I am wishing to comment on the alternative plan for East Jindabyne.
Proposals I support:
- open spaces including the East Jindabyne park
- lakeside connec ivity and access
Proposals I object:
- housing blocks smaller than 1000m squared
- increased height residential buildings - anything above 2 stories
- further density is being added wi hout infrastructure matching it. As part of the latest development on Jerrara drive, a dual occupancy dwelling was
built on a VERY small block. It sleeps 8 and has provision for 2 car parking spots. Consequently, there are 6 + other cars parked on the street,
effectively turning the main street in and out of East Jindabyne into a one-lane road and creating traffic jams & safety issues for pedestrians. This does
not in any way maintain the aim of developing a 'Lakeside Village", rather it is turning East Jindabyne into a second town of Jindabyne. This I oppose.
Under no circumstances should any development go ahead without appropriate infrastructure being included.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:23:28 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 09:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Trisha
Last name
Bush
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne NSW 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I refer to the Western Lake Jindabyne. I oppose development of a resort and tourist accommodation in this area as it will alter he look and feel of
Jindabyne, the lake, and its surroundings.
I would prefer to see the land in the Leesville and aerodrome and Barry Way Sub-Precincts developed for the purpose of resident, tourist, commercial
and industrial use.
I support lake-based recreational activities being developed here.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Friday, 6 August 2021 4:07 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Fri, 06/08/2021 - 16:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
troy
Last name
ingle
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
EAST JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hi SAP,
Firstly, the timing of the exhibition of the SAP has been poorly planned. To have a community weigh up a proposal in the busiest
part of the year for the community is difficult, and then with Covid 19 limiting information sessions. It is difficult to make an informed
decision with little time and consultation.
I live in East Jindabyne and would like to address some of the proposals for that area.
- Mid way through the exhibition period the plan was changed to give a plan B for East Jindabyne. Difficult to address a proposal
when you only find out about a new plan B a week from the end of the exhibition period.
- The SAP proposes to have development along most of the eastern and western side of the lake. One of the community assets is
the open space and link to nature that a community feels. At present there is parts of development mixed with open space - East
Jindabyne separated by open space from Tyrolean Village. Western side of the lake is generally open space linking the lake to the
national park. Under the SAP proposal, when you look upon the lake or view out from there will be development on most sides of
the lake. A loss of the link to open space for the community.
1

The plan B for East Jindabyne has up to 3 storey units along the edge of the public space.
When looking at other similar resort towns with a lake like Queenstown NZ, development is focussed around the main township
with the natural beauty of the region on show when looking around the surrounds. This proposal for the town will focus views of
development areas rather than the natural beauty of the area.
- East Jindabyne proposal looks to roughly double the population of East Jindabyne. In busy periods it is difficult to get out onto
Kosciusko Road with the current community. Doubling the population will make this worse. The road infrastructure in East
Jindabyne is a mix of patches and ongoing repairs.
- East Jindabyne is removed from the main township of Jindabyne. Medium density and low rise development are better suited to
town centres with associated facilities such as shops and public amenities.
- The large scale proposed development for East Jindabyne provides no public transport links to the main township, further
increasing reliance on private transport.
- Historically East Jindabyne has been large lot community. Recent developments on smaller lots with dual occupancies have had
a negative affect on the community. Jerrara Drive consistently has cars parked across nature strips, over footpaths and on already
narrow streets. Children walking home from the school bus regularly have to walk on the road to get around parked cars.
Returning to larger lot sizes with dual occupancies would decrease the population density in outlying areas and minimise the effect
on roads and infrastructure in the area.
- Plan A for East Jindabyne showed a much larger area of Open Space. Plan B appears to maximise development with little regard
for open space. At first glance Plan B seem to be biased towards developers interests by reducing open space, increasing density
and building height.
- The open space (green areas) on the plans for East Eindabyne show that the open space includes the Snowy Hydro land as part
of the development. Snowy Hydro Land is not within the scope of the SAP.
When the Snowy Hydro Land is removed from the proposal - the open space created by the development is much smaller than
what the plans appear to show. Its seems deceptive to show on the plans green areas which are not part of the development and
would exist regardless of the proposal.
The SAP plans for the next 40 years of a special part of NSW.
While a good plan provides a great future for the town, a rushed plan focussed on development rather than the protecting
community assets, biodiversity, open space and the natural beauty of the area will be felt for the community for a long time.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Saturday, 14 August 2021 4:50 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 16:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Troy
Last name
Jobes
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
A proper boat ramp on the eastern side of the lake would be awesome. A ramp with a jetty would be even more awesome.
The natural boat ramp at baronga point is poor.
Visitors and locals would love it!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 7:11:52 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 07:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Troy
Last name
Shakespeare
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Cooma 2630
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Object
Submission
While I do support some expansion of resort facilities at Perisher, turning it into an elite facility with helicopters isn’t the answer. It’s a National park for
the enjoyment of all, not the few. They also can’t be expanded at he detriment to the previous and rare eco system of the alpine region!
As for Jindabyne, moving the caravan park from the central of town is just ridiculous. The town is already not that achievable for he many with the elite
driving up short term accommodation costs but to hen move this crucial piece of affordable accommoda ion is ludicrous.
There’s also the full commercialisation of Yarongobilly Pools. No, absolutely not should this be turned into an Onsen. If you want an Onsen, build a
new one in town. Don’t ruin a precious, natural and heritage significant piece of land.
There needs to be some changes made to the wild Brumbys. They’re an introduced species in the alpine region that are ruining the extremely precious
eco system and wildlife.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:57 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Trudy
Last name
MILLS-EVERS
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2287
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I believe that the National Park should stay with the Environment Department.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 1:25:30 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Tyler
Last name
Morton
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Hassall Grove 2761
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko should remain as is! The majority of the park has closed its gates and locked us out already and now you want to develop one of he most
beautiful parts of our country with a stupid theme park? No.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:14:43 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Valan i
Last name
Hatzioannou
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Middleton Grande, 2171
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not support this change, nature should not be changed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Thursday, 12 August 2021 9:35 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Thu, 12/08/2021 - 21:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Vicki
Last name
Mattiazzo
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Hi- sorry for brief statement. Was intending to be more involved but the problem is we are all so time poor. I am one of the local
GPs. A bit disappointed we didn’t get a chance to contribute. A few brief points:
- consultation with the health dept and PHN does not reflect the views of those delivering health services on the ground. It is
disappointing that we were not approached specifically. Often community meetings were held at times we could not attend keeping
in mind we are often booked 3 weeks in advance and working 12 hours a day.
- an influx of people now living permanently in Jindabyne over the pandemic has put huge pr essure on our practices. Our ability to
recruit has not kept up with this rapid growth. This will only get worse with the planned population growth
- Jindabyne will need a 24 hour health service- be this like the Bombala MPS or something else. Currently the ambulance provides
the only after hours service other than a trip to Cooma Hospital
- ideally this should be combined with an aged care facility
- appropriate land should be set aside for this purpose and I am not sure the proposed church sites will be enough
- staff accomodation needs to be factored in-locums expect accomodation and is a problem in recruitment
- Jindabyne has an opportunity to develop an innovative and intergrated aged care service- please don’t re-create another
standard nursing home
- I want a nursing home I would be happy to go to. Views, integration with the community and a place for family to visit.
I hope you will make time to meet with those who directly deliver health services in the future.
1

Many thanks and good luck
Dr Vicki Mattiazzo
I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 8:52:32 PM
submission-draft-master-plan-kosciuszko pdf

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 20:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Victor
Last name
von der Heyde
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Lane Cove West 2066
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission-draft-master-plan-kosciuszko.pdf

Submission
Please see attached pdf submisson file.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:50:59 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Vincent
Last name
Ryan
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wanniassa, 2903
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The national parks should remain just hat. Parkland and a sanctuary for natural wildlife.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:34:41 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Wade
Last name
Blyton
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Clear range 2620
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I Strongly disagree with the proposed plans for development of residential and commercial infrastructure in the snowy mountains region. This area is
one of very few that has remained uninterrupted and it would be great to see it remain that way.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:41:52 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Warwick
Last name
Johnston
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bywong 2621
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I see the DA proposed unsustainable due to environmental concerns and he access
from Sydney very problematic and unsafe
for motorists. Cooma would be a far better choice for a population expansion of the scale proposed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:57:00 PM
submission-to-sap-23-august-2021---w-kirkpatrick pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Wayne
Last name
Kirkpatrick
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne NSW 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
submission-to-sap-23-august-2021---w-kirkpatrick.pdf

Submission
Attached is a letter from W Kirkpatrick
I agree to the above statement
Yes

“One Big Paddock”
23 August 2021
Ms Jessica Henderson Wilson
Principal Planning Officer
Department of Planning, Industry & Environment
Level 4
76 Morgan Street
Wagga Wagga NSW 2650
Lodged on line 23 August 2021
Dear Jessica,
Draft Master Plan Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
When this project commenced the Deputy Premier stated the aim of the
project was …
“… to realise our shared vision for the Snowies to become a year-round
must visit alpine destination” and “… increase year-round tourism to this
stunning region. It will focus on Jindabyne’s town centre and popular
tourist locations in the Kosciuszko National Park.”
In this context the priorities in the plan must be:
1 The activation and use of Lake Jindabyne for water-based activities
with restaurants and cafes overlooking it
2 The Mountain Bike and Adventure Park
3 The Snowy Alpine Heritage Centre
4 The resorts
The first two projects and the resort needs are well explained in the draft
document.
I would like to comment though on the third project mentioned above.
1

The Snowies is a unique region in Australia and there are so many
stories to be told. Stories dating back thousands of years to the present,
stories that deserve to be shared.
From the Aboriginal people as the first peoples, to the early European
explorers, the pioneers, the gold rush days and the Kiandra stories, the
cattlemen of the high country and the strong and inspiring women of this
unique part of Australia, the people of the area have always defined its
character.
The Snowy Hydro Scheme and the beginning of large-scale migration to
Australia from so many other countries of the world after WW2 and the
emergence of the ski resorts in the Kosciuszko National Park.
The story continues today with Snowy 2.0
Despite the regions’ rich history, national heritage and status as a
tourism destination, there is currently no central place, precinct or
experience to express the significant cultural character of the Snowy
Mountains region for residents and visitors.
It is very important to note that the Heritage Centre will not be a museum
with some of the negative perceptions that term may conjure, rather it will
be an immersive, interactive experience presenting the various
significant and unique stories of the region using innovative technology.
A number of sites for its location have been mentioned in the draft SAP
Master Plan whereas the clear preference for one. This would place the
centre on land together with the Mountain Bike and Adventure Park as
proposed in the draft SAP Master Plan which overlooks Lake Jindabyne
and be accessed by the Alpine Way. Hence, they’d share base
infrastructure such as an access road, car parking and services. The
Heritage Centre will house a cafe, meeting rooms and toilets, all of which
could be happily used by those using the Mountain Bike and Adventure
Park. They would be complimentary facilities.
The Heritage Centre project has wide community and tourism industry
support. I implore you to give it your support to proceed.
I have not commented on other wide-ranging aspects of the SAP draft
Master Plan, such as education, medical and aged care facilities, staff
accommodation and the connector road to name a few. That is for others
to do so, not that I don’t have a view on these matters.

As I stated at the outset, I wish to focus on the few key initiatives that will
drive tourism visitation and spend in the region, supporting an industry
which is the fundamental economic driver of the Snowies now and in
future. Those key initiatives are the four outlined on Page 1 of this letter.
In closing, and at the risk of boring you, I should outline my experience
which qualifies me to express this view strongly.
I am an experienced and highly regarded company Director, having
served on a number of publicly listed companies, private unlisted entities,
tourism industry Boards, Government Boards and advisory groups. I
have extensive experience in capital raisings, equity and debt finance,
property development, company re-structuring, the staging of special
events, leading and developing people.
As MD/CEO I successfully led significant financial turnarounds to high
shareholder, tourism industry and customer acclaim at some of
Australia’s most important and large-scale integrated resorts and listed
companies, namely:
-

Thredbo Alpine Resort, NSW, 1984 - 1989
Mirage Port Douglas and Gold Coast Resorts, Qld, 1989 - 1992
Ayers Rock Resort, NT, 1992 - 1996
Hamilton Island, Qld, 1996 – 2005

These were classic case histories of distressed assets, companies that
were in receivership or headed to receivership. They required destination
planning, development involving the design and construction and
introduction of new experiences and the marketing of same that
generated substantial revenue growth and profitability.
I was a founding Director of Tourism Task Force, a Director of NT
Tourism, a Director of Tourism Australia, Chairman of Tourism Council of
Australia and a Director of Tourism Tasmania.
At a local level I was a Director of CATIA (Central Australia Tourism
Industry Association), Chair of Tourism Whitsundays, Chair of Tourism
Snowy Mountains and I am a Director of Destination Southern NSW.
Government bodies include being a Director of AMPTO (Association of
Marine Park Tourism Operators) in Qld, Member of the Federal Govt’s
National Oceans Advisory Group (NOAG), Member of TRRAC (advisory
group to the Federal Govt’s Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority).
3

Thank you for the opportunity to submit my assessment of the planning
to you.
Best wishes as you work through the many next steps and please don’t
hesitate to seek further input or comment from me. I’d be pleased to
assist you.
Sincerely,

Wayne Kirkpatrick

“One Big Paddock”
Wayne Kirkpatrick
18 High Plains Lane (via 7223 The Snowy River Way) or PO Box 164
Jindabyne, NSW, 2627, Australia
E waynekirk@bigpond.com M +61 418 766 484
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:05:13 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Anthea
Last name
Nicholls
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National Park is under stress from climate change, Snowy Hydro, horses and humans It is home to 5 endangered ecosystems, 23
endangered plants & 11 animals, ancient & recent historical sites, all requiring extra protection . The plan to increase overnight accommodation,
increase access via car & helicopters & a gas- fired water heater does not fulfill this need for increase protection. The increase needs of the humans (
power, water, sewerage, garbage ) will add further pressure on resources.
These plans undermine the core reason for a national park.
It is not a commercial money making commodity,
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Anthony
Last name
Barlow
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ashleigh
Last name
Ford
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The redevelopment and commercialisation of areas within the Snowy Mountains area is a huge concern for those of us who frequent the national park
for recreation.
It is clear that the priority is to cater for a small group of high-end clients, and limits access for regular people through the increased commercialisation
of campgrounds.
The redevelopment will also increase the damage to the already fragile alpine ecosystem.
I strongly oppose this plan as it stands, and request that it be reviewed to better balance the needs of park visitors as well as limit the damage to the
environment

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:10:31 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Stephanie
Last name
Hurst
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2017
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I believe Thredbo Village needs to be made a significant historical and environmental HERITAGE SITE.
I agree with the special submissions put forward by the Hi Noon Ski Club Ltd.
Thank you for listening.
Stephanie Hurst
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Bronwen
Last name
Evans
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Our National Parks belong to and should remain belonging to the people of Australia. They should never be handed into private developers who will
necessarily make decisions based on economics. Any development should be made outside the boundaries. Our natural environment is already
stressed by the effects of climate change and must be aided in their roles of conservation and low impact recreation. Kosciuszko National Park already
has the impact of hard hoofed animals (hirses and deer) that are changing the environment, it is important that the threatened Australian Alpine
ecosystem is protected. Increasing the use of fossil fuels ( cars, heating, gas heated pools etc) in this sometimes, though becoming rarer, pristine
environment is a travesty. Australia needs to look after its environment, the rare plants,animals and ecosystems we now call home or they will only be
memories for future generations.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Charles
Last name
Growder
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am a member of the Hi Noon Ski Club, Thredbo and fully support the submission provided by the club and its members. My family and I use the Park
during both Winter and Summer seasons.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Chris
Last name
ROPER
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Manager
NPWS Planning Evaluation and Assessment
Locked Bag 5022
Parramatta NSW 2124
Subject: Submission: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan; Draft Amendment to the KNP Plan of Management
Dear Manager
I very much appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan (SMSAPdMP) and related
draft Amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) Plan of Management (PoM).
I have many concerns about the impacts of the proposals for large-scale tourism development on the unique and fragile flora, fauna and ecosystems
of KNP. Although some tourism development/enhanced public access in the broader region is acceptable, the destructive nature and scale of the
proposed developments inside KNP will cause irreparable harm – such as piping gas into the Yarrangobilly thermal pool – and is unsustainable. The
assumptions regarding environmental impacts, let alone the supposed economic benefits, appear to be poorly researched and highly questionable.
The following is more detailed feedback:
· The SAPMP should not include any part of KNP.
· The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan (SMSAPdMP) must be completed before any amendments to the KNP PoM are
proposed. The KNP PoM must remain the prime document for the management of KNP.
· The overlay of the PoM with a future State Environmental Planning Policy (SEPP) sets a dangerous precedent whereby the environmental
management principles in the PoM can be overruled by a planning decision. National parks are primarily for the conservation of nature.
· The draft amendment to the KNP PoM significantly threatens the ability of the PoM to deliver on its overarching principle to “maintain or improve the
condition of the natural and cultural values that together make the park a special place”.
· KNP faces many current and emerging threats to its ecological communities: with increasing weed and feral animal pressures and the changes
occurring through human induced climate change. Already the effects of climate change can be seen through extreme weather events, changes in
rainfall patterns and the impacts of bushfires that are becoming more intense and frequent.
· Management of these pressures on KNP will become harder if the SMSAP is extended to include the national park as it will: 1) introduce further
developmental and recreational pressures; and 2) override the safeguards in the current planning processes for KNP.
· The proposals for KNP in the SMSAPdMP do not take into account the medium to long term viability of the snow industry in Australia as that industry
becomes increasing affected by climate change. Proposals for significant increases in accommodation and associated infrastructure will lead to
stranded assets in future years as snow levels decline. Current proposals for increased accommodation would also indicate pressure to increase the
area of land in KNP covered by ski runs and associated infrastructure further compromising the fragile alpine environment.
Overall, I think that the SMSAPdMP and associated amendments to the KNP PoM are deeply flawed, and I hold grave fears for the future of this
special national park if control or management is taken away from the parks authorities. I believe that there is an unacceptably high risk of seriously
eroding the very assets you aim to promote, with the Snowy Hydro Legacy Fund adding to – rather than reducing – the damage to KNP by Snowy
Hydro 2.0.
Yours sincerely

Chris Roper

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 6:07:33 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 18:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Christina
Last name
Webb
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Snowy Mountains Special Area Precinct – Individual Submission
Christina Webb – Local resident for 48 years
Address:
Phone:
COMMENT
Jindabyne Growth Precinct
Town Centre Growth (page 72, 73 & Figure 21)
Structure Plan (Paragraphs 2 & 3)
• Any redevelopment or expansion of properties in McClure Circuit, Park Road, Munyang Street, Ingebyra Street, Bogong Street, Cobbodah Street,
Townsend Street, Banjo Paterson Crescent, The Nook, Cobbin Crescent, Kurrrajong Street, plus the entire length of Gippsland Streets and the streets
entering it, must have a two-story height limitation imposed on them to prevent shadows from tall buildings impacting on roof top solar systems.
• There is also a need in the above street, for a car parking requirement of two spaces per vehicle for each bedroom so as to reduce curb-side parking
on the narrow streets. It is essential that two cars should be able to pass one another in these streets. Currently this is not the case.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Daniel
Last name
Rothenfluh
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The process to establish this special plan should not go ahead.
The current system whereby the Environment Minister is the decision maker on any development proposals includes adequate checks and balances
through an environmental assessment under NSW environmental laws.
Enabling the new process will remove these checks and likely lead to developments that will be detrimental to the environment of the Park. The
significance of any impacts from any developments must be properly assessed and not fast tracked where no scrutiny is applied.
There is no justification given to why a change is required and why developments must be fast tracked. Environmental protection laws as they
currently are enable a counter to developments that harm and significantly impact the environment. Full impact assessments must be undertaken to
enable scrutiny of proposals, not just by Governments (i.e EPA) but also by the public through public notices and public consultation periods enshrined
in law.
There is no need for this change. If assessments are not undertaken in a timely manner, consideration should be given to properly resourcing the EPA
to do so, with the input of relevant technical experts, public scrutiny and the proper appeals processes.
The proposal also has no real merits as it appears to remove the legal recourse to appeal that underpins current environmental law. By removing this,
the Minister can decide without any checks and balances.
Please note my submission and count as an objection.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
David
Last name
Dobson
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Derek
Last name
Murphy
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The park is already fragile enough without adding more pressure on it's environment.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Derek
Last name
Wiley
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
wiley@exemail.com.au
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Development of the Western Shore of Lake Jindabyne should not be allowed. The amazing view of the western shoreline and the mountains behind
should be protected for future generations.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Don
Last name
Walter
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The proposed changes further threaten a sensitive environment already under substantial pressure from horses, fire, climate change, motor vehicles
and sheer numbers of visitors. It is difficult to see how anybody other than somebody putting financial gain before the environment, could think that
further development, increased number of motor vehicles, increased helicopter activity and more buildings and car parks could be anything other than
a disaster.
This plan should not proceed to implementation
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Dwy
Last name
Jago
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Guthega Ski Club which has a 60 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park and in particular has a lodge in the
Guthega village. I strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a
broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Elizabeth
Last name
O'Hara
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have visited the Kosciusko National Park many times over the years: most often in summer; my son has enjoyed skiing there. We were shocked to
read of the changes proposed to the Parks Plan of Management which would allow the effective privatisation of a national asset at the cost of its
environmental amenity and value. My family are members of the National Parks Association
The current Plan of Management was completed in 2006 included accurate assumptions about the likely impact of climate change and an awareness
of the need to protect natural values: these basic premises have been completely overthrown and a plan introduced with virtually no consultation and
no care except for the profits of private companies.
These proposals would see the construction of accommodation and visitor facilities in highly fire prone areas, a 40% increase in overnight
accommodation with concomitant demands on water and sewerage facilities, new carparks and helicopter transport into the resorts. The plan to heat
the waters of Yarrangobilly in a gas-powered parody of a Japanese Onsen is simply unconscionable.
As the National Parks Association observes the KNP has suffered historic clearing, grazing and mining and continues to suffer the escalating impacts
of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history; the destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the
deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses; un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites; historic and continuing
environmental impacts from the resorts ;massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and unnecessary proposals for new
overhead transmission lines across the park.
The future of the KNP must remain with the Environment Minister and the National Parks and Wildlife Service and not be transferred into the hands of
the Deputy Premier and his Department for Regional NSW. Let’s work to design a KNP experience which will endear a protected Park to future
generations by building accommodation off the Park in the nearby local communities which will share in the economic advantages of year-round
tourism.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ellie
Last name
Keft
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the proposals due to the following reasons:
- Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park, not ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’- this precious ecosystem won’t
continue to bounce back, nor is it doing so now. Further development will be detrimental.
- National Parks are first and foremost for conservation and low-impact recreation, and these purposes shouldn’t be ignored in favour of the
commercial interests of expanding tourism and making it year-round instead of seasonal
- The proposals to massively increase beds within the park and the infrastructure that will go along with it (sewage treatment and car parks, for
example), haven’t properly considered the environmental impact that would have
- The privatisation of recreation in the park is grossly unsustainable, things like private 4WD access and helicopter access within the park prioritise
‘high end’ visitors
- Plans to build bathhouses at Yarrangobilly and raise the water temperature are harmful and concerning, given the historical significance of the site
I’m a 31 year old woman living in Canberra with a plan to have kids soon. I’m really hoping that we can make the right call here, to refuse these
proposals, because I would like to preserve and pass on National Parks’ beauty for my kids and their kids.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Ernie
Last name
Marton
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I am making a submission to object to the proposal Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management.
The National Parks Association of NSW (NPA), Nature Conservation Council of NSW and many other organisations and individuals are opposing the
NSW Government’s proposals for a massive expansion of commercial activities in Kosciuszko National Park (KNP).  
The Kosciuszko National Park is one of the oldest national parks in NSW and is unique in it’s environment and flora and fauna. I am greatly concerned
that the proposal will do irreversible and lasting damage to the Kosciuszko National Park.
Some of the proposals are alarming to say the least. These proposals would see the construction of accommodation and visitor facilities in highly fire
prone areas, an increase of 40% in overnight accommodation, new carparks, helicopter transport into the resorts and, in an amazing rejection of
sustainability principles, heating the waters of Yarrangobilly in a gas-powered parody of a Japanese Onsen.  Why is this narcissistic insanity even
considered? The NPA said the waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than suitable for onsens, so the plans propose raising the water temperature
using large-scale gas heaters. In 2021 when the move is away from fossil fuels and towards renewable energy, “Installing a high-emissions facility in a
national park setting is entirely at odds with community expectations,” said the NPA. It is a move backwards.
The NSW Government says that Kosciuszko National Park is in pristine condition and that none of their proposals would damage the park.  This is
clearly an erroneous statement to make. These poorly thought out proposals overturn more than forty years of careful planning and management in
KNP. The balance between the protection of the environment and recreational activities is being discarded by plans that treat KNP as little more than
a commercial entity.  It would appear that the future of KNP is moving from Environment Minister Kean and the National Parks and Wildlife Service into
the hands of the deputy Premier, the Minister for the Removal of Tree Rats, and his Department for Regional NSW.
NPA executive officer Gary Dunnett said the potential conflict in moving Kosciuszko National Park from NSW Minister for Energy and the Environment
Matt Kean and the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service into the hands of the deputy premier and his department is disturbing. National parks are
gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values, and are currently entrusted to NSW National Parks
and Wildlife Service for their management and conservation. National parks are areas of land protected because of their unspoilt landscapes,
outstanding or representative ecosystems, Australian plants and animals, and places of natural and cultural significance. Mr Dunnett said the proposed
development is reckless and overturns more than 40 years of careful planning and management of the park.
Currently the Snowy is in critical danger from climate change, bushfires, feral horses, and habitat destruction for the Snowy 2.0 hydro project.
Kosciuszko National Park needs protection and help to recover, not more destructive development. We need to balance the need for tourism with
protection to prevent the destruction of the environment people come to enjoy.
NCC chief executive Chris Gambian said the proposed changes would turn Kosciuszko National Park into a development site and cash cow for
tourism operators.
“Frankly, it’s obscene,” he said. “Kosciusko is one of the oldest national parks in the state, created in 1967 by a Coalition government that recognised
the need to protect its fragile ecosystems for future generations.” The NCC is calling on the NSW Coalition to honour its legacy by maintaining the
highest level of protection for Kosciuszko National Park, and keep the cap on development. The NSW National Parks Association and the Nature
Conservation Council have launched a campaign to stop a massive intensification of commercial development within Kosciuszko National Park.
What the NSW Government is proposing is to increase the cap on resort beds by more than 40% (up from 10,915 to 15,360), build new and expanded
carparks, allow helicopter flights onto the ski fields, and open walking tracks to four-wheel drive vehicles.  Allowing four wheel drives on to tracks
previously used for walking is unbelievable. The Snowy is a fantastic area with the most amazing environment and it sounds as if it is about to be

turned into an amusement park. Any development needs to be carefully balanced to not destroy what people travel to enjoy.
Two of the most difficult to understand changes will be the opening up of walking tracks to destructive vehicular traffic, and of course the ridiculous use
of gas to artificially heat the waters at Yarrangobilly thermal pools.   
All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to
deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental damage, along with the historic
clearing, grazing, mining and the escalating effect of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history. The
destruction of alpine habitats is a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses, un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s
former construction sites and continuing environmental degradation from the resorts. Along with the massive scale clearance and construction works
by the Snowy 2 project; and unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.  
We need to unite to protect the KNP from ruination by overdevelopment so that it is preserved for all Australians. The future of the snowfields is
already dire. Rising temperatures are pushing the natural snow line above the current resorts. The escalating costs and excessive water and power
consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era
within two decades, however if current trends continue a single decade is more likely. When this does occur, then this proposed additional overnight
accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. Why
increase the number of beds when these assets will have a limited life and the development will inflict so much damage on the national park? National
Parks must be managed for the long term, not for the transitory benefit of one small sector.  
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP requiring large areas of native vegetation need to be cleared. A central
objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to the existing development footprint. The
proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and
species.  
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive
their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought
by most visitors to national parks.   
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and International
significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant values. Several of the
changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little appreciation for the sensitivity of this environment.  
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly abandoning for long
distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands better mass
transport.  
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance “the high ambition coalition”. The centrepiece
of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.  The protected area
network in NSW protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be fatally undermined
if the existing conservation reserves such as KNP, are not protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park. At a time when
we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to diminish one of the jewels in our
reserve system, KNP.
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Name: Farrah Tidmarsh
Background: local resident
Submission as it relates to: East Jindabyne
- (Figure 2 – Proposed land use zoning: East Jindabyne Sub-Precinct)
the lots situated around the Private recreation zoning should have 2 story height restrictions in place and should also sit be large lots of 1000 square
meter or larger.
- Building regulations in place so cheap quick builds cant be placed on the blocks similar to what has been put in place on Jerrara Drive coming into
East Jindabyne just before getting to Acadia Place.
- Commercial zoning and potential 3 story residences should be in line with the main road as they will be mostly tucked into the hill line.
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As a member of Kalymaro Lodge (Co-operative) Limited, trading as Kalymaro Alpine Sports Club, I strongly endorse my club's submission to the
Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan and Kosciuszko National Park Draft Amendment to the Plan of Management in objection to these proposals.
The draft plans contain many positive suggestions, but require greater consideration of communities, transport, and activities. The draft plans should
also remove the proposals to increase development and to introduce high impact commercial activities into the national park before they can be
supported. I request that the SAP team is mindful of the detailed comments in the Kalymaro submission.
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Barry Way South
Zoning Borders Increased
I refer to pages 105 and 106 in the Structure Plan Part 1 document

I note in the draft plan there is a mention of a proposed shared path along the barry way and a proposed Cobbin creek trail. We own property between
Barry way and Cobbin Creek. I propose that the south side of the bungara precinct runs to the Barry Way
At the current time, we are zoned Rural and with only 52 acres and climate changes we find that supplementing our agricultural income with
ecotourism is the way forward. We cannot do this if our zonings are limited. As our property encompasses the Old Cobbin Homestead there is
significant heritage value that we could be sharing with the wider community.
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I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
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Keep the mountains wild. I object to any commercialisation of Kosciuszko National Park.
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I have rarely heard of such a backwards, ill-considered proposal. Minister Barilaro, who is known to have stated he is "sick of national parks", is the
last person to be Minister in charge of the 'lead agency' making decisions on development in the alpine areas of KNP - it must continue to be the Dept
of Planning, Industry and Environment with Minister Kean. Barilaro under Peter Cochrane's influence continues to resist any science and undermine
any hope KNP can be saved from feral horses for example. I am a member of Friends of Currango and have been travelling to the Alps for 60 years,
an utterly precious and unique mountainous area. I agree that development in national parks should be driven by the 'nature conservation' purpose of
the National Parks & Wildlife Act', not by the Draft Plan's objective of growth in business opportunities, which are chipping away at national parks
across Australia.
Please ensure this SAP proposal finds it way to the rubbish bin.
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I am a member of Mirrabooks Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly XX years. I strongly
endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
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The high country represents huge commercial potential, and we have already seen indications of wedging activity. For example, a few years ago a
political kite was flown in the form of a proposal to close down the village of Guthega (cover story as I recall citing 'sewerage problems') to bulldoze the
existing lodges and return it all to 'nature'.
Being an old hand at politics, I saw this as a smokescreen for the next likely development. As Guthega village is the highest in-snow accomodation in
Australia, after a suitable period, reasons would be found and advanced for its reopening, probably as the St Moritz of Australia, with accomodation
prices to match the amount of money ready to flow in. The next step would probably be to give ski lift operators a toehold for the start of a campaign to
set up a ski lift or two (dozen) on the Main Range, which would provide downhill operators and skiers with the best quality snow and the longest
downhill runs possible. Favour would of course be given to those operators with the best political connections in NSW.
Climate change (CC) will lead to an increase in energy in the atmosphere, which latter is highly complex, and the CC process could well result in a
greater abundance of snow and longer snow seasons than we have at present, despite sea-level rise and the rest of it.
The above needs to be bourne in mind by all interested parties, in my opinion.
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a former resident of the region and as a regular winter and summer visitor to the Snowy Mountains, I object particularly to the following aspects of
this proposal:
1. The proposal to allow helicopter flights to Thredbo, Perisher and Charlottes Pass will present an unacceptable intrusion of noise and pollution,
including visual pollution, into the wilderness values of the surrounding areas. The peace of the mountains is a precious aspect of the Snowy
Mountains experience. The need for firefighting, refuelling and other infrastructure to support helicopter operations will further erode the environmental
values of the area.
2. Vehicle access to the 'Iconic Walk' should only be allowed in emergency situations. The intrusion of vehicle traffic into the Main Range will bring
further noise and pollution - including visual pollution - into the region, presents a threat to wildlife and will increase the risk of fires from vehicle
exhaust heat.
3. On-snow dwelling limits should be gradually reduced and over time managed to zero rather than increased. The proposal to increase the limit at
sites like Perisher takes no account of the increased vehicle traffic that will be generated, the increased environmental footprint of the resorts in terms
of power and water/sewerage infrastructure, and the increased impact on the region's flora and fauna.
4. The proposal to add cabins to and develop the Yarrangobilly precinct as a resort is ludicrous. The Yarrangobilly Valley is a fire trap, from which the
only evacuation route via the Snowy Mountains Highway is through tens of kilometres of dense forest. The proposal to add gas-heated 'onsen' bathing
pools makes no environmental sense and any resulting outflow of treated water has potential to cause serious harm to the subterranean fauna of the
Yarrangobilly Caves and their watercourses, and to pollute the Yarrangobilly River.
5. The proposal to extend car parking at Charlottes, while having some attraction in terms of reducing parking alongside the Kosciuszko Road, will only
have a short-term effect. The easier parking is made, the more people will be tempted to drive in - and that in turn will soon lead to people parking
alongside the Kosciuszko Road again. It would be better to require all vistors to use a shuttle electric bus service and to permanently close the
Kosciuszko Road to car traffic at Perisher Gap.
6. The primary thrust of any Management Plan for the Snowy Mountains region should be to preserve the wilderness values of the region, to conserve
the natural landscape, including taking proactive action to preserve Snow Gum woodlands and sphagnum bogs, and to adopt a regional approach to
protecting the unique flora and fauna - including iconic species such as the Bogong Moth, the Corroboree Frog, the Mountain Pygmy Possum and the
Ashy Mouse - and to the control of feral pests such as horses, foxes and cats.
7. The entire Snowies region is seriously threatened by climate change, which in the course of my lifetime has visibly reduced the winter snow cover
and led to an increase in fire severity and frequency. The NSW Government should be doing more to address carbon pollution as the underpinning of
all activities, including tourism. Nowhere is this overarching requirement seriously addressed in this plan of management.
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First, I fully support the recent WCPA submission regarding this proposal and would like this noted.
I wish to add the following personal submission. I believe that more of the land at present dedicated to national parks in NSW should be carefully
considered as Wilderness Areas, similar to Nadgee Nature Reserve, or in some cases with even stricter conditions regarding entry by people. In
particular, I think there is a strong case for limiting or excluding access to a number of areas within Kosciuszco NP where the current ecological
situation is delicate. For example, the area between the track from Charlotte's Pass to Rawson Pass, and the alpine track from there to Mt Twynam,
could benefit from being designated
a Wilderness Area, free from walkers or skiers.
John Mack AM
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 3:48:58 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Kate
Last name
Brown
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
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I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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I am a bushwalker who has loved walking in Kosciuszko National Park for nearly 50 years. The main purpose of any national park is nature
conservation, not economic development. The alpine landscape in KNP is unique and many of its plants and animals are unique. KNP is already
suffering from global warming as well as destruction by the burgeoning population of feral horses. Please do not add more commercial development to
the pressures the park is already under.
Also, it is inappropriate for John Barilaro to be in charge of KNP. He said he is "sick to death of national parks", and all his actions demonstrate this.
KNP needs a minister who advocates for its natural environment.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I visit Perisher each year to walk in the Snowy Mountains National Park for a week. We go because of the unique nature of the area and it's
undeveloped beauty.
It is contrary to the purpose of a National Park to put in more lifts and 'hot tubs' which would harm sections of the park and lead to mass tourism which
would ruin the natural state of the park.
We need to preserve the bits of natural parks that remain; they should NOT be overdeveloped.
If you instead rid the park of feral animals (including horses) then we might leave some nature for future generations to enjoy.
Let National Parks remain natural.
I agree to the above statement
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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Submission
I am a member of MirrabookaSki Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 50 years. I strongly
endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
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JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Corner Snowy River Avenue and Thredbo Terrace.
How can this even be a thing to consider when there is no feasible transport option to enable cars to get to a supermarket and park.
If commercial properties are built, will it be more ski and outdoor outlets which?
If it's accommodation, how will cars transport people and enable parking?
Oh, by the way, where will the public transport operate to enable people to get to the shops, plazas and supermarket when the design is clearly a
pedestrian precinct.
That block is not large and unless underground parking and a multi-story building , it won't fit all the suggested options.
Referencing Park Road as a feeder to the Jindabyne community is crazy. Traffic, traffic, traffic and hopefully some public transport but unrealistic to
use as a feeder road and God forbid it go through the park. That is just an inconceivable outcome.
Putting a development on the corner of Snowy River Drive and Thredbo Terrace will not work with traffic flow, deliveries and parking needs. It's that
simple!
No pedestrian access along Thredbo Terrace from Kosciuszko Road is just a risk that should be mitigated at all costs as there is no safe pathways
from the Medical Centre which is ludicrous.
I agree to the above statement
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Linda
Last name
Beaver
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Aged Care is the missing link
The lack of consideration for aged care tells me that there is a disrespect for our aging community. People who have grown up here struggle to stay
unless family can provide support. People who have moved here have to face the disruption for moving elsewhere later in life.
The sad reality is that people cannot stay here to enjoy their later years in Jindabyne because:
• No aged care facility
• No aging in place opportunity
• No public transport to enable access around town or into town if living in the surrounding areas
• No health service outside general practice, but that is not available every day
• Limited affordable allied health services
• No access to shops outside tourist memorabilia, a small supermarket, butcher and expensive bakeries targeted to tourists based on goods and cost.
• Limited social opportunities.
The development of an Aging in Place facility gets a token mention but no location, no plans to develop facilities, consideration of the ways to embrace
the safety and wellbeing of our aging community.
People don’t stay here. The Census Data 2016 reflects this quite clearly. People move away from their friends to go somewhere that gives them the
security of knowing services, resources and facilities are available if needed.
It’s an insult to our community. This lack of concern for our older members of the community reflects another tangible disregard for the people of this
area.
Aged Care facilities and appropriate health infrastructure, suitable transport and safe footpaths must be an essential part of this community, but it’s
sadly neglected, instead overridden by the commercialism of sport and tourist developments that does little to address the simple design for an
inclusive community and safe environment for all ages.
The increasing divide between the money spinners and the real community is getting so much greater as I read this document.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To:
Cc:
Subject:
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Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Lynne
Last name
Wyatt
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Forestville 2087
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
To whom it may concern.
I was anxious - and delighted, to read the planning for careful development in the Snowy region. It is such a special place for the many Australians and
visitors who come here with its unique landscapes, flora and wildlife.
I am a keen long term skier and a member of Brindabella Ski Club.
This club is one of the oldest and has a 70 year history with Kosciuszko National Park, through its 3 Club Lodges. Brindabella has two lodges in
Guthega and a lodge in Thredbo and is also a member of SLOPES. Many current members have been enjoying the national park since they were tiny
kids and are keen to continue that association as well as share the environment with others in a sustainable manner.
As a Club member and park visitor, I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission prepared by
SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to greatly enhance the amenity of the alpine environment yet
still maintains balance for a broad range of interests. I believe it has been prepared in a manner which is sensitive to the environment we love and
enjoy, providing a pathway for improved use and even greater enjoyment of the beautiful, wild Kosciuszko National Park.
Thank you

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To:
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Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steven
Last name
Belcher
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Ryde
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Guthega Ski Club which has a 60 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park and in particular has a lodge in the
Guthega village. I strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a
broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Mark
Last name
Mickelburough
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Dinner Plain 3898
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am deeply concerned with the proposal to change the planning requirements and circumvent the due process designed to provide the utmost scrutiny
of any proposed developments with Kosciuszko NP. This National Park is of huge significance and value for all Australians and all future management
actions must put the protection of its natural values to the fore! There is already significant tourist and recreational development within the Park
boundary - please keep all future development in the more appropriate areas that surround the Park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Cc:
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Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Steve
Last name
Grimwade
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
CARNEGIE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I needed to lodge my opposition to your plans for the Kosciuszko National Park. Please do not go ahead with these plans for they are reckless and will
have huge negative ramifications for future generations.
I love this area and visit it often. I’ve seen this park – our natural heritage – degraded by misuse and overuse and now you want to ruin it further by
allowing for helicopter flights, cars supporting walkers, more groups activities, heating up thermal springs, a vast increase in the amount of beds, fasttracked planning approvals and commercial overuse.
These areas are delicate, and their sustainability is paramount. Please don’t ruin this area. Please don’t ruin it for my kids and grandkids. Don’t sell our
parks to the highest bidder when what we need is to preserve them as well as we can for future generations.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matt
Last name
DeWaard
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dear Sir/Ma'am,
I would like to express my concern of the rushed, ambitious and arrogant nature of this SAP, especially given that it was decided to encompass the
Kosciuszko National Park.
Whilst I have given considered thought and provided constructive submissions in relation to all of the individual areas within the SAP, I hold serious
concern that an incessant push by commercial interests who seek to gain increased visitation to an already busy national park will be dictating
developments within the park with scant attention to nature conservation, landscape, and heritage values for which the park was dedicated.
There are numerous areas within this SAP that talk about infrastructure upgrades and community services, which need to occur in this area. This
should not be used as a carrot to entice fast tracked development of the community for the pure pursuit of tourism dollars and increased state revenue.
While we all understand that tourism is a major contributor to the areas economy, I feel that this SAP seeks to make Jindabyne and the Snowy
Mountains a one trick pony based purely on this tourism economy.
Not only is that viewpoint incredibly short sighted, it's also fraught with concern that when we suffer through similar circumstances like the 2019/2020
Bushfires and the recent 2 winters of travel restrictions, we are left with a local economy that stagnates and has a nasty flow on effect to our
community.
Furthermore, I encourage you to see past the dollar signs and remind everyone in the State Government and the planning department that we are
custodians of this precious land. It is not merely a unique playground to be made comfortable for the well heeled tourists.
The rugged wilderness of this park needs to be preserved.
This mountain range is the birthplace of 3 of Australias most important rivers, is one of the only places on our dry continent where it snows regularly
until that too is impacted by climate change and is a UNESCO-MAB Biosphere Reserve that requires our fervent protection well past our lifetime.
I would dread to think that you would rush through development pathways without giving serious consideration to the impact on an already impacted
national park.
The Snowy Mountains and Kosciuszko National Park should not be paid lip service to while an arrogant and out of touch state government politician,
who has a clear and publicly know dislike of National Parks seeks to push a personal political agenda onto our home.
I certainly hope that you take the communities submissions seriously and make the appropriate changes to the Master Plan draft as well as
recommendations to secure the environmental protections and security of one of Australia's most unique places for the next 40 years.
Please don't allow Kosciuszko National Park to be loved to death.
Regards
Matt de Waard

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Holland
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Neutral Bay, 2089
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
National Parks in their primary purpose are for the preservation and wellbeing of our natural environment. Increasing the development in the
Kosciuszko National Park, in addition to the existing damage caused by the snow-sports industry, is contrary to the purpose of National Parks. You ask
citizens maintain a minimal impact approach to national parks, and rightly so. As a keen hiker and climber I live by this philosophy. This minimal impact
idea should therefore also be reflection in government policy, so that KNP is preserved for future generations in it's natural state.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:40:02 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Matthew
Last name
Want
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Whilst I broadly support the SAP, there is one element I wish to register my objection to:
It appears there is a planned opening of Park Road for use as a vehicle thoroughfare including a bus route.
I would strongly object to this being the case, as the area is used for the town's two main sports fields. There is kids sport most days of the week so
opening the road would make it very dangerous as kids and adults alike are frequently crossing that road.
Also if there is any suggestion that these fields are moved out of town it would be an absolute tragedy. The oval is a truly unique and iconic field that is
recognised nationally and internationally as one of the best outlooks in Australia. If these fields and therefore the home bases of local sporting clubs
including rugby union, rugby league, cricket, soccer and summer touch football were to move to the slated sporting precinct near sport & rec, it would
have a detrimental effect on the town and sporting participation due to the distance from town centre and the loss of this iconic backdrop.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Name
First name
Megan
Last name
Hyatt
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bowral 2576
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am making a submission to object to the proposal Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management.
The National Parks Association of NSW (NPA), Nature Conservation Council of NSW and many other organisations and individuals are opposing the
NSW Government’s proposals for a massive expansion of commercial activities in Kosciuszko National Park (KNP).  
The Kosciuszko National Park is one of the oldest national parks in NSW and is unique in it’s environment and flora and fauna. I am greatly concerned
that the proposal will do irreversible and lasting damage to the Kosciuszko National Park.
Some of the proposals are alarming to say the least. These proposals would see the construction of accommodation and visitor facilities in highly fire
prone areas, an increase of 40% in overnight accommodation, new carparks, helicopter transport into the resorts and, in an amazing rejection of
sustainability principles, heating the waters of Yarrangobilly in a gas-powered parody of a Japanese Onsen.  Why is this sort of thing even considered?
The NPA said the waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for onsens so the plans propose raising the water temperature using large-scale
gas heaters. In 2021 when the move is away from fossil fuels and towards renewable energy “Installing a high-emissions facility in a national park
setting is entirely at odds with community expectations,” said the NPA. It is a move backwards.
The NSW Government says that Kosciuszko National Park is in pristine condition and that none of their proposals would damage the park.  This is
clearly an erroneous statement to make. These poorly thought out proposals overturn more than forty years of careful planning and management in
KNP. The balance between the protection of the environment and recreational activities is being discarded by plans that treat KNP as little more than
a commercial entity.  It would appear that the future of KNP is moving from Environment Minister Kean and the National Parks and Wildlife Service into
the hands of the deputy Premier and his Department for Regional NSW.   NPA executive officer Gary Dunnett said the potential conflict in moving
Kosciuszko National Park from NSW Minister for Energy and the Environment Matt Kean and the NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service into the
hands of the deputy premier and his department is disturbing. National parks are gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and
their natural and cultural values, and are currently entrusted to NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service for their management and conservation.
National parks are areas of land protected because of their unspoilt landscapes, outstanding or representative ecosystems, Australian plants and
animals, and places of natural and cultural significance. Mr Dunnett said the proposed development is reckless and overturns more than 40 years of
careful planning and management of the park.
Currently the Snowy is in grave danger from climate change, bushfires, feral horses, and habitat destruction for the Snowy 2.0 hydro project.
Kosciuszko National Park needs protection and help to recover, not more development. We need to balance the need for tourism with protection to
prevent the destruction of the environment people come to enjoy.
NCC chief executive Chris Gambian said the proposed changes would turn Kosciuszko National Park into a development site and cash cow for
tourism operators. “Frankly, it’s obscene,” he said. “Kosciusko is one of the oldest national parks in the state, created in 1967 by a Coalition
government that recognised the need to protect its fragile ecosystems for future generations.” The NCC is calling on the NSW Coalition to honour its
legacy by maintaining the highest level of protection for Kosciuszko National Park, and keep the cap on development. The NSW National Parks
Association and the Nature Conservation Council have launched a campaign to stop a massive intensification of commercial development within
Kosciuszko National Park.
What the NSW Government is proposing is to increase the cap on resort beds by more than 40% (up from 10,915 to 15,360), build new and expanded
carparks, allow helicopter flights onto the ski fields, and open walking tracks to four-wheel drive vehicles.  Allowing four wheel drives on to tracks
previously used for walking is unbelievable. The Snowy is a fantastic area with the most amazing environment and it sounds as if the park is about to
be turned into an amusement park. Any development needs to be carefully balanced to not destroy what people travel to enjoy.

Two of the most difficult to understand changes will be the opening up of walking tracks to vehicular traffic, and of course the ridiculous use of gas
to artificially heat the waters at Yarrangobilly thermal pools.   
All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to
deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental damage, along with historic
clearing, grazing and mining and the escalating effect of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history. The
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses. Already un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy
Hydro’s former construction sites. Continuing environmental impacts from the resorts. Along with the massive scale clearance and construction works
by the Snowy 2 project; and unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.  
We need to unite to protect the KNP from ruination by overdevelopment so that it is preserved for all Australians. The future of the snowfields is
already dire. Rising temperatures are pushing the natural snow line above the current resorts. The escalating costs and excessive water and power
consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era
within two decades, however if current trends continue a single decade is more likely. When this does occur, then this planned additional overnight
accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. Why
increase the number of beds when these assets will have a limited life and the development will inflict so much damage on the national park? National
Parks must be managed for the long term, not for the transitory benefit of one small sector.  
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP requiring large areas of native vegetation need to be cleared. A central
objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to the existing development footprint. The
proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and
species.  
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive
their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought
by most visitors to national parks.   
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and International
significance. Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant values. Several of the
changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little appreciation for the sensitivity of this environment.  
The other concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly abandoning for long
distance travel. National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands better mass
transport.  
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the International alliance “the high ambition coalition”. The centrepiece
of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.  The protected area
network in NSW protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be fatally undermined
if the existing conservation reserves such as KNP, are not protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park. At a time when
we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to diminish one of the jewels in our
reserve system, KNP.
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Michael
Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
North Nowra
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hi
I
My concerns
1) the draft document needs to make conservation the number one priority, this is it our only real aloine area in the state
2) there is no way you can increase day use parking at Perisher you need vialble options a mif way parking area at Wlsons Valley and bus shuttles.
Ski tube is too expensive needs to be subsidised by businesses benefitting and from the proceeds of the new development in Perisher and Jndabyne
3) no consideration of parking pressure at Dead Horse Gap/ Cascade trail in Winter will only get worse if accommodation increases in THredbo
4) Sewagr treatment a huge issue with increased patronage
5) An observation deck at Porcupine rocks is completely unnecessary and will destroy the sense of wilderness particularly for people doing the big trail
you are planning
6) Protection of Emu population that uses the Thredo valley is vital
7) need to be controls on building height no more than 3 stories
8) shame you are not looking at Khancoban as an option to spend money on , needs the oub fixed and trhe pondage surrounds improved
9)need a plan to limit impact of horses and deer the imact on the main range is now really bad
10) how will you control incrasesed numbers of people walking off track
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Last name
Daly
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I support the Jindabyne Trail Stewardship and their submission in support of a World Class Mountain Bike Park and associated walking trails in
Jindabyne. I believe that this facility would be a huge asset for Jindabyne and the surrounding area and will bring a range of social and economic
benefits for the people of Jindabyne, the Snowy Monutains and southern NSW as a whole.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Little Bay, 2036
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As an elderly member of Australia, i am apalled atvany proposal that will diminish,the appalling small amount of ecocststems currently protected under
the, so called, national parks. The legislation needs to be clearer in its definitions and more stringent in protection caveats. The current prooosals are
out of sinc with modern needs, actionsc and desires to protect our ecosystens that are our wirkd,
I agree to the above statement
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Peter
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De Santo
I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Hampton Vic 3188
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The proposal is not in keeping with the natural environment of the KNP. The increase of bed limits within Thredbo Village is unprecedented and will
destroy the natural historically value of the village.
The use of helicopters by private operators in and out of the village is pandering to the wealthy.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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First name
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Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
No
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bend of Islands 3097
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We strongly object to any proposal to further develop Kosciusko National Park. Over the last 15 years we have hiked, as minimally as possible, in this
beautiful and important environment of Australia. We have been deeply shocked by some of the decisions already made that have compromised the
integrity of the park, its flora and fauna. In particular the ongoing issue of the impact of feral animals, particularly horses is of major concern.
We understand the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) will allow increased vehicle and aircraft access to the Park and will result in
further degradation of the Park.
At this time, more than any other, we need to maintain our wilderness areas in as pristine a state as possible. There is enough development already in
KNP, it doesn’t need any more!
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
No
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Roseville NSW 2069
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not support further development in Kosciuszko National Park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Last name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Marrickville
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I oppose the proposed expansion of commercial activities in Kosciuszko National Park (KNP).
These proposed 40% increase in overnight accommodation would see the construction of accommodation and other facilities and a rejection of
sustainability principles.
These proposals overturn much careful planning and management in KNP.
KNP is under pressure from feral horses and should not be put under more pressure by this proposed expansion of tourism uses.
While I recognize that the Australian community should be able to enjoy our great National Parks we should never lose sight of the fact that NPs are
vital habitat for Australia' fauna and flora. We need to get the balance right between tourism and nature and this proposal fails to do this.
I agree to the above statement
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
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I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
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I am a director & member of Hus-Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for over 50 years and with
SLOPES since it’s inception. I strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst
balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
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Comment on the SAP proposals for KNP Alpine Resort Developments
I generally accept the need to provide more capacity in the resorts but with the following caveats.
1. How has accommodation capacity beem matched with slope capacity and will there be more pressure to expand the skifields?
2. Parking areas should not be expanded at the expense of the national park bio-habitat just to accommodate the short period of the year demanded
for carparking.
3. A public transport system must be developed to transport people to the resorts as in most other ski resorts of the world. The transport interchange
would be ideally located at the proposed area indicated at the intersection of the Jindabyne Connector Road and Barry Way with the other facilities
possible there.
4. Development in the resorts should be allowed to go more vertically and include more underground (under building parking) rather than have
expanded accommodation take up land and displace existing parking areas.
5. The major roads Kosicuszko Rd and Alpine Way should not be widened to accommodate increased traffic for the short period of the year
demanded.
6. I do not support 100 bed accommodation at the Ranger Station of Alpine Way. This should be developed more as a camping area to meet summer
camping demand which overtaxes the existing two campgrounds on Alpine Way. Glamping options could be incorporated which would offer a different
visitor experience in KNP. Why can’t accommodation development be encouraged at Bullocks Flat with undercover parking to ensure that no spaces
are lost?
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Comment on the draft Master Plan relating only to proposals for the Jindabyne precinct.
Aspect that I support
1. The proposed connector road is critical to making the town more livable and usable especially in the ski season and will enable a badly needed
increase in carparking along Kosi Rd. The connector road however should be constructed in its entirety to avoid congestion and safety issues to the
Barry Way/Kosi Rd roundabout.
2. A transport interchange must be incorporated into the connector road with its opportunity to construct another supermarket. Shuttle bus services to
the resorts must be prioritised over expanding any carparking at the resorts.
3. Enhancements to lake foreshore access and facilities are welcome but the removal of the entire caravan park in town is questionable as is the
proposed height of buildings in this precinct which will severely detract from the visual attractiveness of our town. The increase in building heights
generlally proposed are too high and will spoil the attractiveness of the town and take views from residences behind the town centre.
4. Aged care and living places needs to be strongly fostered but I think the potential sites has been limited by the criteria set for their selection. East
Jindabyne and the Copper Tom SHL site offer suitable alternatives as not all older people are disabled or want to live in the town centre. Aged care
establishments should
have a nursing facility incorporated into their design.
Some questions I have with the plan are:
1. The forty year horizon seems far-fetched as things change very quickly and it would seem that the land devoted to housing in the plan will be
developed well before then (probably within 15 years). Also the plan does not seem to look much beyond the land already zoned residential and tries
to cram the projected population into the current land available. Why didn't the plan identify land in areas close to Jindabyne and East Jindabyne for
future low density residential transitioning to higher density over time as needed.
2. Will the emergency services precinct be relocated as this land is highly valuable for putting to other purposes in the expanding town centre.
3. Has the Copper Tom SHL site been considered for a recreational and camping ground asset for Jindabyne? It is also another good site for an
additional boat ramp as it has one of the few south facing shores which greatly assists boat launching and retrieving.
4. Why is the 'Rabbits Corner' development at Kosi Rd and Alpine Way been resurrected in this plan? This development was refused by Snowy River
Shire Council over ten years ago but appears to be now endorsed by this plan. Development on the higher ridges and elevations should be prohibited
if the planning objective of preserving scenic amenity and protecting landscape quality is to be followed. Such development needs to be very tightly
controlled to prevent the visual, environmental and traffic impacts this particular development presents.
5. The delivery plan and the self repealling SEPP proposed with the compyling certificate process is a recipe for all the devious developers and
boundary-pushers to foist undesirable or illegal development on Jindabyne and surrounding areas. There needs to be a much stronger regulatory and
audit process for all the private and self-certification development that is already happening here. This will only get worse under the proposed gateway
process.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:24:48 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Brian
Last name
Rosenberg
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode

Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is totally bogus and breaks all of the intents of the National Parks legislation. I would like to see a special Audit by ANAO BEFORE the plan is
released. This breaks the rules of the legislation. The Federal Government's media release is also factually incorrect on many levels and needs to
have a fact check magnifying glass passed across it. It should be illegal for our Government to lie to us so blatantly.
Protect our parks and expand on them. resource them effectively and allow them to become part of our insurance policy AGAIST the impact of climate
change. How can we turn them into the carbon sinks we so desperately need.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission: Snowy Mts Special Activation Precinct Draft Master Plan
I have been visiting Kosciuszko National Park since I was some months old and pulled along in a snow sled. I am a member of the Brindabella Ski
Club and I am raising my children to enjoy the delights of skiing in Kosciuszko National Park in winter and of walking there in summer.
I can see a number of advantages in the Plan’s proposals for a more pedestrian-friendly Jindabyne and I support the proposals to increase available
accommodation there and elsewhere outside the National Park. I also support the proposal for shuttle bus connections between Jindabyne and the
alpine villages.
But I do not support the bulk of the proposals for development within the National Park, such as additional beds, car park extensions, in-fill with retail
outlets, bars and restaurants. Nor do I support the provision of additional services for high-paying visitors such as helicopter commutes into Perisher
and bus tours behind presently-locked gates. The attractiveness for me and my family is based on Kosciuszko’s beautiful scenery, wild flowers, and
clean water.
Others will comment on the Draft Plan’s lip service to environmental concerns, rather than concrete safeguards. But since I have a legal background,
my particular concerns are that
• The granting of new development leases within Kosciuszko National Park should be made with strict probity and transparency
• That leases should set out clear and enforceable environmental obligations of the lessee
• That bankruptcy of a lessee should not leave tax payers with the cost of demolition or environmental clean-up.
Here are some suggestions for inclusion in the final Plan, for ways to ensure that lessees act in a way that is appropriate for an area governed by the
National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974, noting that the Act’s primary Object is ‘nature conservation’.
For all cases where a new lease is proposed:
• Allocation of the lease should be made via public tender with a proposed lease agreement included in the tender documents. The process of
selection of the lessee should be independently audited.
• The terms and conditions of the lease should also be published, including the environmental requirements, how they will be monitored and what
sanctions will apply if the requirements are not met. The sanctions should be incremental, to avoid the situation where the government is reluctant to
impose a sanction because the only possible sanction is extreme. The sanctions should provide the government with options from an initial warning to
termination of the lease and requirement to make good any damage, whether it is in the leased area or has arisen in the leased area and affects areas
outside the leased area
• The income to the government from the lessee should reflect the value attached to the scarcity of the location. It should also include payment from
the lessee of an appropriate portion of the costs of establishing or upgrading infrastructure, such as road improvements or sewage treatment; this
payment could be spread over multiple years of the lease.
• If the development is described in the plan as including budget or ‘eco’ accommodation, the number of beds in this category should be defined in the
lease agreement, to avoid bed allocations being skewed towards high-paying clients
• The lease agreement, once signed, should be made public.

• The lessee should lodge restoration costs in escrow against the eventuality that the development may deteriorate and the lessee go into liquidation
• The lease must clearly indicate whether the government or the lessee is responsible for all insurance related to the leased area. If it is the
government, an amount equivalent to insurance premiums should be factored into the fee paid by the lessee. If it is the lessee, they should be required
to maintain insurance at replacement value. This clarity is needed because of the elevated possibility of extreme weather events in mountain areas,
and likely damage to structures on leased land.
• Lessees should be able to hold only one lease within Kosciuszko National Park. This will strengthen the government’s negotiating position if the
lessee engages in actions which are difficult to predict via lease conditions e.g. if the lessee threatened action that would affect smaller lease-holders,
if the lessee demanded a road to connect two leases, or if they restricted visitors in an way inappropriate for a national park e.g. to international
tourists from one particular country.
I am also concerned that the administration of the ‘Alpine Precinct’ of Kosciuszko National Park is proposed to be transferred from the National Parks
and Wildlife Service, reporting to the portfolio presently held by Mr Kean, to the Regional Growth NSW Development Corporation, reporting to the
portfolio presently held by Mr Barilaro (page 18). The division of responsibility for Kosciuszko National Park between two portfolios – one developmentoriented and one conservation-oriented – is likely to lead to endless conflict, with the National Park as the damaged battlefield.
Kate Conroy
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As a member of the Brindabella Ski Club for many years I write to support their submission as well as the joint submission prepared by SLOPES and
the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. I believe the SAP draft master plan will cater for a range of interests while protecting the pristine environment of
the Kosciusko National Park.
I agree to the above statement
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I believe strongly that the 'lead agency' making decisions on development in the alpine areas of KNP should continue to be the Dept of Planning,
Industry and Environment (Minister Kean) not, as proposed, the Dept of Regional NSW (Minister Barilaro) and that development in national parks
should be driven by the 'nature conservation' purpose of the National Parks & Wildlife Act', not by the Draft Plan's objective of growth in business
opportunities.
As someone who frequently visits the park as a hiker and outdoor education professional I care about the health and beauty of the park. While I
believe other objectives are important in the townships in and around the park, in this time of climate change and species loss, the health of the flora
and fauna and the ecological communities that make up the park should be the priority. The Dept of Planning, Industry and Environment is best placed
to be making key decisions about the parks management from this perspective.
Thank you for considering my submission.
Alexa Peggie
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I believe the park should be protected. There should be no increase in the accommodation provided. Yarrangobilly should be
retained as a heritage location - only minor upgrades to Caves House. To artificially heat the thermal pool is unsustainable, not
natural, and goes against the heritage value of the location. No vehicles should be allowed on walking tracks - this is a delicate and
unique environment that deserves to be protected.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any
national park in Australia. The sources of hat damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construc ion works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national
parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds. All visitors need basic
services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting,
and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any fur her assaults. It needs better protec ion, not further damage through the inappropriate developments described in he
Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awai ing a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are gazetted for the
protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recrea ional and commercial activities may be appropriate in
national parks, but only where they are consistent wi h the core conservation objectives of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal,
national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so many environmental issues, let’s not
add over development of KNP hose failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn he planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of he POM defining the limits of future development and activities
after careful analysis of the values and hreats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly designed to increase commercial access to, and
returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would be protected by
future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for he assessment of individual developments, not for the

strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park. The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong
tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain he proposed developments. It doesn’t. It
should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from he National Parks and Wildlife Service to the
Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly sensi ive, extremely significant
protected area.
The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects he values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits.
This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 60%. All associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage
treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is hat here is a
demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP for at least 9
months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service he peak of the snow season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing he natural snowline above the current resorts. The escalating costs and
excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the
end of the snow sports era wi hin two decades, however if current trends continue a single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those beds, would only be
required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict so much damage on the na ional park for
the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central
objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to existing development footprint. The
proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and
species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their
clients on he Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought by
many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and Interna ional significance.
Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for he sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, bath
houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to create a new tradition,
and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using large-scale gas
heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a na ional park setting is entirely at odds with
community expectations.
Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional accommodation as an
unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in he short term. One is that the potential sites for
expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their development proposals
only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened ecological communities and species hat are
found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is
the significance of impact in he particular areas proposed for development such as these carparks.
The o her concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly abandoning for long
distance travel. National Parks should be promo ing environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands better mass
transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the Interna ional alliance ‘the high ambi ion coalition’. The centrepiece
of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be
fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and other
inappropriate uses.

The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park. At a time when we
should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to diminish one of the jewels in our reserve
system, KNP.
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I do not support putting huts at island bend nor the use of public assets in such a way. There are already huts at Saw Pitt Creek and this
accommodation will only be used by potentially down hill skiers. Keep the wilderness just that. The environment and camping will be lost by huts at
island bend.
The environmental destruction by the realignment of main roads is unnecessary when the current road alignment could be upgraded. The roads at
either end have traffic limitations.
Parking at Perisher needs improvement and is hey only part of the plan I support.
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Having lived and worked in the National Park for 6 years I cannot fathom why we should fur her impact he environment there. For years here has
been limitations on private and public for this same reason. By developing the area further it will impact the flora and fauna and ultimately the longevity
of this land. I whole heartedly oppose this plan
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I object to the proposal based on the following:
- Island bend is the only maintained campsite within the perisher guthega valley, I strongly disagree with the idea of resort style
accomodation being built as this would result in severe environmental impacts to the surrounding areas.
- There are numerous other commercial, resort style accomodation around the national park and surrounding areas. There is no
need for more.
- NPWS should maintain control of the campsite and no other commercialisation should be allowed within the area. This not of
benefit of all park users and the park should be a place for all people to enjoy
- Commercialisation of the area surrounding the river may restrict/inhibit river access to recreational paddlers interested in utilising
this unique resource
- I object to any additional commercial structures within the park.
I agree to the above statement
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noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:49:32 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Will
Last name
Stone
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2095
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am writing to object to the part of the SAP hat proposes redevelopment and commercialisation of the Island Bend Campground. I am a whitewater
paddler who frequently enjoys camping at Island Bend and using it as a take out point for kayaking.
I am opposed to cabins or any powered camping facilities. It is the only free campground in the Guthega/Perisher valley area and it is a wonderful,
sprawling campground with no allocated spots giving flexibility and the opportunity to spread out.
The land should not be leased out to hird parties and the campground commercialised. The campground should be managed by NPWS, maintaining
control in the interests of the public, not for private enterprise.
It is also very important that flexible, free, public access to the river is maintained for whitewater paddlers.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Sunday, 8 August 2021 8:07 PM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Sun, 08/08/2021 - 20:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
William
Last name
Blair
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
MCKELLAR
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have sighted a draft submission by the Monaro Acclimatisation Society. The key point in the draft submission, that the plan totally
ignores the use of the land for angling, is strongly supported.
In particular, my concern relates to angling on the Western Shore of Lake Jindabyne - currently undeveloped land.
- The idea of ‘eco lodges’ is broached but it is not clear whether this is limited to the existing centre at Waste Point. The map
indicates development on the Western Shore. My specific point is that the map on page 66 of the Snowy Mountain Special
Activation Precinct Plan describes use of Hatchery Bay Road to access a ecotourism resort and tourism accommodation
(presumably the family oriented holiday park). Not addressed is whether this access will be open to all who may wish to access the
water.
- There is a thin green line of “green infrastructure”. It is not clear what that might comprise. These shores are frequented by shore
based anglers and it is essential that this not be impeded through holiday parks seeing the shore as for their exclusive use. Also,
such vegetation or other ‘green infrastructure’ must not be inimical to anglers (especially fly anglers).
- I find it particularly telling that, while page 68 expresses that the future development will provide for continued recreational use of
the lake foreshore but the image is of a recreational mountain biker (without helmet) and no anglers within sight.

1

I agree to the above statement
Yes

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:32:39 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
William
Last name
Cadden
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Holswor hy, NSW 2173
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I don’t want his impacting the last part of “untouched” land in NSW and impacting the environment
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 3:51:21 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
William
Last name
Euston
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne, 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I am a local resident of many years. I am disappointed that this SAP is only concerned wi h developmental sites, & not the entire community aspect.
Only looking at "precincts" can/will make a mess of the town as a whole.(East Jindabyne And other close areas should be under consideration also).
The desire for a year round economy must be based on the resident community that can expand to cater for visitors. One area that doesn't seem to
factor in any reports is the lack of recrea ional areas for the general community, & therefore, visitors. The Heritage, Aboriginal & Biodiversity reports (&
previous reports to council of similar subjects) all point to the rich history and environmental spaces within and nearby to town. Mitchell Reserve with
it's scenic woodland ridgeline is a good example of a reasonably short walk, but with excellent views and fast vanishing treecover. Council promised a
formed, level footpath through here 20+ years ago, still waiting. The sportsgrounds need a lot of TLC & we are still waiting for the all weather
basketball/netball courts & Female change facilities. Even toilets open for day use?
Over the East Jindabyne side of the lake, what is known as the Mill Creek area is also of significance. It has everything. Heritage, Aboriginal &
environmental significance. It is a declared area of EEC such that a walkway with interpretive
signage, lookouts etc would be of great tourist interest. This would not conflict with MTB use, but possibly enhance this. The pathway could be taken
up to the highest point wi h one of the best views around and link to the new pa h to Kunama & hen on to East Jindabyne. This would achieve
council's promise to have a shared trail that "will provide mobility to a wider range of community members . . . . will be able to walk or ride safely
between villages" as opposed to narrow,& difficult two way MTB tracks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:58:22 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
William
Last name
Hamilton
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2590
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I believe the National Park should be left alone. People should be able to enjoy the natural beauty of he park and what it is has to offer not to ruin it
with infrastructure throughout. Once this infrastructure is built it can simply not be taken away if the decision is changed parts of the Kosciuszko
ecosystem are very fragile and will take years if ever recover from this. The goal should be to look after this place for generations to come not to make
money and jobs from its expense.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 3 August 2021 7:48 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 03/08/2021 - 07:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Winton
Last name
Gale
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I fully support the need for responsible development in the snowy mtn and kisciuszko national park. The area is beautiful and
needs to be available for more people to enjoy all year round. In order to achieve this planning needs to be made at a different
level than currently undertaken.
The natural beauty of the area can be maintained with the planning process proposed.
I love the flora and wildlife (including the brumbies) in the area and believe it can be maintained. I think one needs to bear in mind
that the area was a pastoral grazing area up until the 1940's or so and has a rich heritage in the Australian culture.
All aspects of the area should be enjoyed responsibly.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 1:45:12 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Doreen, 3754
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciusko NP and the snowy mountains are a pristine natural area and should be protected and preserved, not developed for financial gain. Too much
of the area is gated and neglected as is.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:51:08 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 07:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Avonside
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
We need more time to fully go through this whole process.
This should never have been proposed at this time during winter, during the covid pandemic. Too many people are affected by this to be rushed
through the approval process.
At this time, it shows you are just trying to rush through the process without proper time for citizens to really appreciate what the SAP has, which are
some really great ideas, but at the same time some pretty terrible ones or ideas that need a lot more consultation with residents.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:34:16 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Ngunnawal ACT 2913
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The 'lead agency' making decisions on development in the alpine areas of KNP should continue to be the Dept of Planning, Industry and Environment
(Minister Kean) not, as proposed, the Dept of Regional NSW (Minister Barilaro). As demonstrated by he ongoing mismanagement of the feral pest
brumbies in the KNP the involvement of Minister Barilaro in anything to do with effective management of the Park is to be avoided at all costs. This is a
National Park not a business precinct.
Development in national parks needs to directed by he 'nature conservation' purpose of the National Parks & Wildlife Act', not by the Draft Plan's
objective of growth in business opportunities. I support regional opportunities for business but this needs to be done in a manner that is consistent wi h
the Park's e hos and designated land use and not driven by business greed, political ruthlessness and desire for opportuni ies at the expense of the
natural values of the Park. Any development needs to be done outside of the Park and in sympathy with the regional sensitivities and values.
My family and I have had a long associa ion with the KNP as visitors both in summer and winter. We have grown to love the Alpine region for its
uniqueness and and ease of accessibility for those with the knowledge of how to travel and stay in such regions safely. I appreciate that regional
development is a good thing for better facilities for Park visitors and a wider appreciation of he values the Park entails. Such development needs to
enhance a Park's values not degrade or distract from them or cater to a privileged minority. KNP belongs to the people not the business sector.
Development needs to be centred on Jindabyne not he Park and any department that takes the lead in any development wi hin Park boundaries
needs he credentials and the expertise and reputation for caring for the KNP. This is not the Dept of Regional NSW under Minister Barilaro. That
would be a blatant travesty of the people's trust and an insult to the very being of KNP and why it was declared.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:46:14 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Mt tambourine
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Object
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:08:39 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2219
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member and Director of Hus-Ski Lodge. We have been a member of

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:33:36 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2620
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the government clearing national park land for a money making resort for the wealthy.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:50:00 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
While I agree and support growth of Jindabyne I have several issues with the current SAP plan.
Cultural heritage and environmental protection should be at the front and heart of this plan. ANY development within the NP should be done with the
greatest of care and consultation from elders and scientist - NOT JOHN BARILARO!!!!! Luxury walks, helicopters and fancy hot springs in the NP are
all terrible ideas based on dollars not ecology. Do NOT Support
In town I DO NOT believe Park rd should be connected to Barry way via the oval. This slow area is a safe place for kids and recreation. The oval
should remain as the gem it is.
Natural walking and MTB trails - Yes,
Lavish foreshores for motor sport - No
Civic amenities - yes
Luxury tourist resorts - No
Thank you for your time.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:51:47 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2429
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Object to the proposal. Stop closing/restricting the use of current infrastructure ie campground, trails, etc and proceed to spend billions on new
projects. The current management of nsw parks leaves much to be desired, so spend money to get hat right first.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:50:49 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Amaroo 2914
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don’t bloody do it!!!!!?
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:37:35 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Pakenham 3810
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It's a national Park, not an amusement park. Get fucked with this stupidity.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:59:54 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Cooma 2630
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I specifically oppose the objectives of the 'Alpine Precinct' part of he SAP. The 'opening up' of Kosciuszko National Park for increased tourism and
development is a complete abrogation of the primary purpose of national parks, which is the protec ion of nature.
Kosciuszko NP is already under increasing stress due to climate change, feral animals especially horses, fires (partly due to climate change), illegal
hun ing, and vandalism.
The huge increase in people, accomoda ion, roads, tracks and other infrastructure will seriously degrade the unique alpine characteristics of KNP.
KNP and the surrounding area is already a 'year round' tourism destina ion wi h a huge increase in mountain-biking especially in recent years.
Where does this development stop? Six lane highways? gondola's?
This SAP for the 'alpine precinct' will be a disaster for the natural values of KNP which is what it was established to protect.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 9:16:18 AM
ssamp.pdf

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 09:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Clontarf 2093
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
ssamp.pdf

Submission
Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to make a submission to he Special Activation Precinct Masterplan.
I object to the proposed developments within Kosciuszko National Park proposed by the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan
because he proposals within Kosciuszko National Park will negatively impact the environment for purposes of development, privatisation and
commercialisation. The master plan’s objectives of protecting environmentally sensitive areas and improving climate resilience have been mostly
disregarded. The purpose of national parks is to protect the environment, allow public access and maintain biodiversity. I disagree with the plan’s focus
on creating paid experiences by destroying he environment and reducing free public access to the park.
The master plan is inconsistent with the objec ives of he National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 of the conservation of nature and ecologically
sustainable development. It is also inconsistent with he current Kosciuszko Plan of Management, the park’s national heritage listing and historical
planning decisions that have protected he environment. The Kosciuszko Park Plan of Management requires the avoidance of the destruction of the
natural alpine landscape and habitats. It is impossible to offset he environmental impacts of the plan due to the fragile, unique and limited extent of the
alpine environment. The park is still recovering from damage caused by alpine grazing, feral horses, bushfires, former Snowy Hydro sites and mining.
Many of the proposed developments will destroy hreatened species and communities, which are within restricted ranges and occupy only a small part
of the park.
The master plan fails to consider the environmental, indirect, land lease and social costs of development. Some supporting infrastructure costs of
development were omitted. It lacks a proper cost benefit analysis for any of the government funded proposals and the proposed costs are very vague.
Most of the proposals are not commercially viable and do not warrant taxpayer subsidies. The public funding for the master plan would be better spent
on feral pest management, environmental rehabilitation, he rebuilding of historic huts and developments outside of the park. I request an independent
scientific review of he park’s ecological condition and environmental requirements before any of he plans are considered.
Porcupine Rocks viewing deck
The master plan intends to construct a “cantilevered viewing deck at Porcupine Rocks”. This will vandalise and ruin this area. The area contains
sensitive and threatened species including heath, snow gums and alpine sphagnum bogs. Construction will cause disturbances to alpine vegetation
and this structure is a major intrusion of the area. The site has indigenous cultural significance that will be impacted by the proposal. The current
walking tracks plan notes that this site is undisturbed and the current footpad is “reasonably sustainable.” The proposed deck will be affected by the
force of deep snow and require extensive maintenance.
The Porcupine track forms part of the catchment of Rocky Creek, which will be affected by increased human waste, litter and erosion. This is part of
Perisher’s water supply. This structure will conflict with the skiers and snowshoers usage in winter, which will be an artificial barrier, eyesore and a
hazard. Existing bushwalkers and skiers are attracted by Porcupine Rock’s undisturbed state and aesthetic values.
The viewing deck will attract an unsustainable number of visitors who will walk along he shortest route from Perisher Gap to Porcupine Rocks. This
route is not listed in the Kosciuszko National Park of Management. This informal track traverses a sensitive subalpine wet bog at Wheatley Gap and is
unsuitable for increased visitation. Trampled vegetation does not have an opportunity to recover outside of the walking season because it is covered in

snow. Parking at Perisher Gap is not formalised and the increased number of cars parked will be dangerous.
Helicopters
Allowing private helicopter access to Perisher, Charlotte Pass and Thredbo will cause environmental and amenity impacts throughout the park.
Helicopters will impact he Main Range, he Pilot, Jagungal and Western Fall Wilderness Areas. This is inconsistent with the Wilderness Act 1987
which mandates the avoidance of human interference, noise, and pollution. Helicopters will increase greenhouse gas emissions. The Snowy
Mountains is accessible from Canberra Airport, Jindabyne Aerodrome and Cooma Snowy Mountains Airport.
Summit Trail
Summit trail was closed to public vehicle access in 1983 due to safety, environmental and traffic reasons. Summit trail is a popular track with over
100,000 people per year accessing Mt Kosciuszko and he Main Range. Overcrowding of this area already occurs and commercial vehicles will create
a safety hazard. Mt Kosciuszko is easily accessible from Thredbo and the Kosciuszko Express Chairlift wi h a high quality track. Increased traffic will
cause erosion and additional road maintenance costs.
Constructing a viewing deck and shelter will be visually inconsistent with the character of the Summit trail and he Main Range. It is not necessary
because of the existing Seaman Hut and will create adverse environmental impacts. The statement hat walking to Mt Kosciuszko is a “very passive”
ac ivity is incorrect because throughout the year skiers, cyclists and bushwalkers access the area for exercise purposes.
Shuttle service
The shut le service should be developed mostly on the Alpine Way corridor which will create lower environmental and traffic impacts. Alpine Way is
less affected by snowfalls and connects better to existing infrastructure including the Skitube. Annual park pass users could receive access to a
discounted price for shuttle access and Ski Tube usage, which would encourage increased usage and lower traffic congestion. Accommodation and
housing should be developed outside of Kosciuszko Na ional Park that is serviced by affordable shuttle bus services.
Snowplay areas
The Pipers Gap Snowplay area is not suitable for snow play infrastructure because of environmental impacts and road safety concerns. The proposed
building is not integrated with exis ing infrastructure and public transport.

Thredbo
Thredbo Village is vulnerable to the impacts of bushfires and increased development will require he clearing of vegeta ion for safety reasons. The
Thredbo golf course area should remain free of buildings. Developments in these areas will require extensive vegeta ion clearing for a sufficient asset
protection zone. Developing recreational areas including the existing tennis courts and golf course will reduce tourism and the recrea ional values of
the Thredbo Village.
Thredbo Village is viewable from the Ramshead Range, Main Range and Paddy Rushs Bogong. Increased development will cause adverse visual
impacts especially a multi-deck car park. Managing the demand for roads and car parks through public transport and carpooling is more sustainable.
Perisher Village
The development of Perisher village should be on existing disturbed areas including the Perisher car park site. Development hrough the infill of
existing sites and greenfield development will cause vegetation clearing. Any additional parking at Piper’s Gap should be not involve clearing of
sensitive alpine vegetation and occur in disturbed areas only. The proposed shuttle service or increased use of the Skitube should be used as an
alternative for expanding car parks. Most of the accommodation in Perisher is vacant for 9 months of he year and will only service the snow season.
The resort is located in an area of high biodiversity value and should be protected from unnecessary development. Perisher is vulnerable to impacts of
bushfires and further development is not appropriate.
The large increase in bed numbers is unacceptable because the Perisher sewerage plant has already breached its Environmental Protection License
as it releases contaminated water into alpine streams. Unacceptable levels of nitrogen, ammonia, solids and phosphorus have been detected. The
proposed carrying capacity is derived from the structure plans for Perisher Valley which are been derived by structure plans wi hout considering the
needs of the environment. The Perisher Sewerage treatment site has limited space for expansion. The current number of bed numbers is more
appropriate and they are s ill sufficient beds available at Perisher. In the medium term the impacts of climate change and lower snow cover will make
these developments at Perisher unviable and unnecessary. Any new or relocated electricity transmission lines should be located underground only
consistent with the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management.

Guthega
The development of camping infrastructure will cause adverse environmental impacts and increased traffic. The current Guthega car park is already at
overcapacity in winter. The site should only allow unpowered tent based camping wi h a ban on vehicles and generators. This site would be visible
from the Main Range where development in Guthega would conflict with aesthe ic values. The exis ing Guthega Centre should only be used for visitor
services because it would minimise the environmental impacts and vegetation disturbances. The high bushfire risk and environmental values of the
area constrain the viability and appropriateness of further development.
Thredbo Ranger Station
Development of the site should only be through the refurbishment and adaptive use of the exis ing ranger station. The construc ion of buildings and
glamping pods will cause environmental impacts and are vulnerable to the impact of bushfires. The development will viewable from the Ramshead
Range which will create nega ive visual impacts. Providing a tent only campsite would have lower environmental impacts and is the preferred
development. Glamping based accommoda ion could be developed on rural land outside of the park with lower environmental impacts.
Kosciuszko Tourist Park
The development of this site should only occur in existing disturbed areas and avoid he clearing of vegeta ion. The area is surrounded by bushfire
prone vegeta ion and is not suitable for further development.
Waste Point

Developing the Waste Point area will create environmental impacts including vegetation clearing. The site is surrounded by bushfire prone vegeta ion
and is not suitable for further development. Development in he area will affect the water quality of the Snowy River catchment and Lake Jindabyne.
Island Bend
The development of a commercial private campground will conflict with the current free campground facilities by developing a privately leased holiday
park, which should be developed outside of the park. It will spoil a natural campground and the beautiful Snowy River. Flexible and free access to the
public should be preserved not for a private company. The developments at Island Bend will restrict access to the park for skiers, bushwalkers, cyclists
and rafters.
Island Bend is located within a high bushfire risk area and is surrounded by vegeta ion. The construction of cabins and buildings will require the
clearing of vegetation for a sufficient asset protection zone. The developments will increase traffic on Gu hega Road which is dangerous and partially
unsealed. The demand for car parking at Perisher and Gu hega will increase as a result of the development because it is not integrated with the
Skitube. The proposed accommodation and services will create adverse environmental impacts including water, waste collection and sewerage.
Iconic Snowy River Walk

The proposed Snowy River Iconic walk will cause extensive clearing of vegeta ion and negative environmental impacts. The walk would require the
development of camping sites due to the length of the proposed track. This track may increase erosion and pollution in the Snowy River catchment.
The new iconic walk should not be developed because the environmental costs outweigh the benefits of the walk.
Sponers Chalet
The Sponers Chalet area should remain the same to preserve the area’s amenity and natural values. Increased development will conflict with the
heritage values of the Sponers Chalet and Hotel Kosciuszko site. Increased development will conflict with the Kosciuszko Road and create a traffic
hazard.
Charlotte Pass
The Charlotte Pass village is surrounded by environmentally sensitive areas and is near the Main Range. Increased bed numbers and development in
the area is not appropriate because of environmental impacts on endangered species. The proposed developments will destroy high value biodiversity
areas and the heritage character of he Charlotte Pass village. The large increase in bed numbers is unacceptable because of the environmental
carrying capacity impacts. The catchment of the upper Snowy river is sensitive to increased human impacts, development and sewerage effluent.
Ski Rider Hotel
The current Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management recommends the closure of he Ski Rider Hotel to prevent ribbon development. I support
the removal of the hotel and rehabilitation of he area. It presents a dangerous traffic hazard and presents bushfire hazard. Staff should be
accommodated outside of the park in surrounding towns given he ease of access. Height increases to the building and the clearing of vegetation
should not occur.
Gondolas
Over long distances, gondolas are a very expensive transportation system that does not represent an efficient use of resources. The gondola will
require extensive vegetation clearing and is vulnerable to high winds.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan
Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to make a submission to the Special Activation
Precinct Masterplan.
I object to the proposed developments within Kosciuszko National Park proposed by the Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan because the proposals within Kosciuszko
National Park will negatively impact the environment for purposes of development, privatisation
and commercialisation. The master plan’s objectives of protecting environmentally sensitive areas
and improving climate resilience have been mostly disregarded. The purpose of national parks is
to protect the environment, allow public access and maintain biodiversity. I disagree with the
plan’s focus on creating paid experiences by destroying the environment and reducing free public
access to the park.
The master plan is inconsistent with the objectives of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 of
the conservation of nature and ecologically sustainable development. It is also inconsistent with
the current Kosciuszko Plan of Management, the park’s national heritage listing and historical
planning decisions that have protected the environment. The Kosciuszko Park Plan of
Management requires the avoidance of the destruction of the natural alpine landscape and
habitats. It is impossible to offset the environmental impacts of the plan due to the fragile, unique
and limited extent of the alpine environment. The park is still recovering from damage caused by
alpine grazing, feral horses, bushfires, former Snowy Hydro sites and mining. Many of the
proposed developments will destroy threatened species and communities, which are within
restricted ranges and occupy only a small part of the park.
The master plan fails to consider the environmental, indirect, land lease and social costs of
development. Some supporting infrastructure costs of development were omitted. It lacks a
proper cost benefit analysis for any of the government funded proposals and the proposed costs
are very vague. Most of the proposals are not commercially viable and do not warrant taxpayer
subsidies. The public funding for the master plan would be better spent on feral pest
management, environmental rehabilitation, the rebuilding of historic huts and developments
outside of the park. I request an independent scientific review of the park’s ecological condition
and environmental requirements before any of the plans are considered.
Porcupine Rocks viewing deck
The master plan intends to construct a “cantilevered viewing deck at Porcupine Rocks”. This will
vandalise and ruin this area. The area contains sensitive and threatened species including heath,
snow gums and alpine sphagnum bogs. Construction will cause disturbances to alpine vegetation
and this structure is a major intrusion of the area. The site has indigenous cultural significance that
will be impacted by the proposal. The current walking tracks plan notes that this site is
undisturbed and the current footpad is “reasonably sustainable.” The proposed deck will be
affected by the force of deep snow and require extensive maintenance.
The Porcupine track forms part of the catchment of Rocky Creek, which will be affected by
increased human waste, litter and erosion. This is part of Perisher’s water supply. This structure
will conflict with the skiers and snowshoers usage in winter, which will be an artificial barrier,
eyesore and a hazard. Existing bushwalkers and skiers are attracted by Porcupine Rock’s
undisturbed state and aesthetic values.
The viewing deck will attract an unsustainable number of visitors who will walk along the shortest
route from Perisher Gap to Porcupine Rocks. This route is not listed in the Kosciuszko National
Park of Management. This informal track traverses a sensitive subalpine wet bog at Wheatley Gap
and is unsuitable for increased visitation.1 Trampled vegetation does not have an opportunity to
recover outside of the walking season because it is covered in snow. Parking at Perisher Gap is
not formalised and the increased number of cars parked will be dangerous.
1

Walking Tracks Strategy Kosciuszko National Park 2018

Helicopters
Allowing private helicopter access to Perisher, Charlotte Pass and Thredbo will cause
environmental and amenity impacts throughout the park. Helicopters will impact the Main Range,
the Pilot, Jagungal and Western Fall Wilderness Areas. This is inconsistent with the Wilderness
Act 1987 which mandates the avoidance of human interference, noise, and pollution. Helicopters
will increase greenhouse gas emissions. The Snowy Mountains is accessible from Canberra
Airport, Jindabyne Aerodrome and Cooma Snowy Mountains Airport.
Summit Trail
Summit trail was closed to public vehicle access in 1983 due to safety, environmental and traffic
reasons. Summit trail is a popular track with over 100,000 people per year accessing Mt
Kosciuszko and the Main Range. Overcrowding of this area already occurs and commercial
vehicles will create a safety hazard. Mt Kosciuszko is easily accessible from Thredbo and the
Kosciuszko Express Chairlift with a high quality track. Increased traffic will cause erosion and
additional road maintenance costs.
Constructing a viewing deck and shelter will be visually inconsistent with the character of the
Summit trail and the Main Range. It is not necessary because of the existing Seaman Hut and will
create adverse environmental impacts. The statement that walking to Mt Kosciuszko is a “very
passive” activity is incorrect because throughout the year skiers, cyclists and bushwalkers access
the area for exercise purposes.
Shuttle service
The shuttle service should be developed mostly on the Alpine Way corridor which will create lower
environmental and traffic impacts. Alpine Way is less affected by snowfalls and connects better to
existing infrastructure including the Skitube. Annual park pass users could receive access to a
discounted price for shuttle access and Ski Tube usage, which would encourage increased usage
and lower traffic congestion. Accommodation and housing should be developed outside of
Kosciuszko National Park that is serviced by affordable shuttle bus services.
Snowplay areas
The Pipers Gap Snowplay area is not suitable for snow play infrastructure because of
environmental impacts and road safety concerns. The proposed building is not integrated with
existing infrastructure and public transport.
Thredbo
Thredbo Village is vulnerable to the impacts of bushfires and increased development will require
the clearing of vegetation for safety reasons. The Thredbo golf course area should remain free of
buildings. Developments in these areas will require extensive vegetation clearing for a sufficient
asset protection zone. Developing recreational areas including the existing tennis courts and golf
course will reduce tourism and the recreational values of the Thredbo Village.
Thredbo Village is viewable from the Ramshead Range, Main Range and Paddy Rushs Bogong.
Increased development will cause adverse visual impacts especially a multi-deck car park.
Managing the demand for roads and car parks through public transport and carpooling is more
sustainable.
Perisher Village
The development of Perisher village should be on existing disturbed areas including the Perisher
car park site. Development through the infill of existing sites and greenfield development will
cause vegetation clearing. Any additional parking at Piper’s Gap should be not involve clearing of

sensitive alpine vegetation and occur in disturbed areas only. The proposed shuttle service or
increased use of the Skitube should be used as an alternative for expanding car parks. Most of
the accommodation in Perisher is vacant for 9 months of the year and will only service the snow
season. The resort is located in an area of high biodiversity value and should be protected from
unnecessary development. Perisher is vulnerable to impacts of bushfires and further development
is not appropriate.
The large increase in bed numbers is unacceptable because the Perisher sewerage plant has
already breached its Environmental Protection License as it releases contaminated water into
alpine streams. Unacceptable levels of nitrogen, ammonia, solids and phosphorus have been
detected.2 The proposed carrying capacity is derived from the structure plans for Perisher Valley
which are been derived by structure plans without considering the needs of the environment. The
Perisher Sewerage treatment site has limited space for expansion. The current number of bed
numbers is more appropriate and they are still sufficient beds available at Perisher. In the medium
term the impacts of climate change and lower snow cover will make these developments at
Perisher unviable and unnecessary. Any new or relocated electricity transmission lines should be
located underground only consistent with the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management.
Guthega
The development of camping infrastructure will cause adverse environmental impacts and
increased traffic. The current Guthega car park is already at overcapacity in winter. The site
should only allow unpowered tent based camping with a ban on vehicles and generators. This
site would be visible from the Main Range where development in Guthega would conflict with
aesthetic values. The existing Guthega Centre should only be used for visitor services because it
would minimise the environmental impacts and vegetation disturbances. The high bushfire risk
and environmental values of the area constrain the viability and appropriateness of further
development.
Thredbo Ranger Station
Development of the site should only be through the refurbishment and adaptive use of the existing
ranger station. The construction of buildings and glamping pods will cause environmental impacts
and are vulnerable to the impact of bushfires. The development will viewable from the Ramshead
Range which will create negative visual impacts. Providing a tent only campsite would have lower
environmental impacts and is the preferred development. Glamping based accommodation could
be developed on rural land outside of the park with lower environmental impacts.
Kosciuszko Tourist Park
The development of this site should only occur in existing disturbed areas and avoid the clearing
of vegetation. The area is surrounded by bushfire prone vegetation and is not suitable for further
development.
Waste Point
Developing the Waste Point area will create environmental impacts including vegetation clearing.
The site is surrounded by bushfire prone vegetation and is not suitable for further development.
Development in the area will affect the water quality of the Snowy River catchment and Lake
Jindabyne.
Island Bend
The development of a commercial private campground will conflict with the current free
campground facilities by developing a privately leased holiday park, which should be developed
Is your Kosciuszko holiday damaging the environment? 2017 https://www.abc.net.au/news/
2017-01-08/is-your-kosciuszko--holiday-damaging-the-environment/8141094
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outside of the park. It will spoil a natural campground and the beautiful Snowy River. Flexible and
free access to the public should be preserved not for a private company. The developments at
Island Bend will restrict access to the park for skiers, bushwalkers, cyclists and rafters.
Island Bend is located within a high bushfire risk area and is surrounded by vegetation. The
construction of cabins and buildings will require the clearing of vegetation for a sufficient asset
protection zone. The developments will increase traffic on Guthega Road which is dangerous and
partially unsealed. The demand for car parking at Perisher and Guthega will increase as a result of
the development because it is not integrated with the Skitube. The proposed accommodation and
services will create adverse environmental impacts including water, waste collection and
sewerage.
Iconic Snowy River Walk
The proposed Snowy River Iconic walk will cause extensive clearing of vegetation and negative
environmental impacts. The walk would require the development of camping sites due to the
length of the proposed track. This track may increase erosion and pollution in the Snowy River
catchment. The new iconic walk should not be developed because the environmental costs
outweigh the benefits of the walk.
Sponers Chalet
The Sponers Chalet area should remain the same to preserve the area’s amenity and natural
values. Increased development will conflict with the heritage values of the Sponers Chalet and
Hotel Kosciuszko site. Increased development will conflict with the Kosciuszko Road and create a
traffic hazard.
Charlotte Pass
The Charlotte Pass village is surrounded by environmentally sensitive areas and is near the Main
Range. Increased bed numbers and development in the area is not appropriate because of
environmental impacts on endangered species. The proposed developments will destroy high
value biodiversity areas and the heritage character of the Charlotte Pass village. The large
increase in bed numbers is unacceptable because of the environmental carrying capacity
impacts. The catchment of the upper Snowy river is sensitive to increased human impacts,
development and sewerage effluent.
Ski Rider Hotel
The current Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management recommends the closure of the Ski
Rider Hotel to prevent ribbon development. I support the removal of the hotel and rehabilitation of
the area. It presents a dangerous traffic hazard and presents bushfire hazard. Staff should be
accommodated outside of the park in surrounding towns given the ease of access. Height
increases to the building and the clearing of vegetation should not occur.
Gondolas
Over long distances, gondolas are a very expensive transportation system that does not represent
an efficient use of resources. The gondola will require extensive vegetation clearing and is
vulnerable to high winds.
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Terrible idea, are we not about saving the environment not destroying it?
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Submission
The activation plan creates an imbalance between the role of National Parks to protect the natural environment, and the need to enhance visitation
and access to he park.
Planned development of areas OUTSIDE the park boundary is a POSITIVE, whilst much of the proposed development INSIDE the park boundaries a
NEGATIVE.
NSW National Parks and Wildlife do a magnificent job with limited finance and resources in the NSW Na ional Parks and Wildlife Act 1974, an ACT
that exists to safeguard hese dedicated areas from exploita ion by government and commercial interests.
The current proposal overrides this to the long term detriment of preserving this fragile environment.
As an avid bushwalker, former skier and member of a community lodge at Perisher, I have great admiration for the NPWS in balancing safeguarding of
the environment with accessibility for park visitors.
In respect to Perisher Valley, the proposed more intense development of the ski tube / carpark area will provide for greater winter time
accommodation, Perisher, by virtue of it's location, is unable to provide summer time recreation facilities of Thredbo or Jindabyne and the notion of a
year round active village is misplaced.
The Porcupine Rocks walk is a lovely pris ine walk culmina ing in the challenge of winding your way up to sit on the rocks and enjoy the view. There is
no need to decimate the natural environment by building structures there.
The proposal to artificially heat the Yarrangobilly thermal pool is frankly ridiculous, it's a natural thermal spring! If it's too cold for some, hen they
needn't swim there.
One of the joys of visiting the park is the SOUNDS OF SILENCE. The proposal to allow he rich in helicopters to intrude on the tranquility of nature
demonstrates a lack of appreciation of the value to visitors of communing with the natural environment.
The ski tube was originally planned as a twin tunnel, implementation of this would be a more appropriate means of increasing accessibility to he park.
For the above reasons, I cannot endorse the proposed snowy mountains special activa ion precinct masterplan and associated amendments to the
Kosciuszko National Park plan of management.
Tim Earnshaw
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Yes
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Submission
My submission relates primarily to Perisher Valley.
Perisher is a ghost town for 9 months of the year because, unlike Thredbo which has developed extensive mountain bike infrastructure to make it a
year-round resort, Perisher has either not invested in mountain biking and other spring-summer-autumn ac ivities, or it's attempts to do so have been
severely constrained or prohibited by National Parks.
Developing mountain bike trails that are integrated with Perisher and Blue Cow’s existing chairlift network will drive significant year-round visitation to
Perisher which will in turn drive growth in restaurants, accommodation and jobs. It will fill empty ski lodges and create vibrancy to the current dead
zone that is Perisher outside the ski season.
A series of well-planned mountain bike trails will be cheap and have minimal impact on the environment.
It doesn't make any sense to build a new Mountain Bike Park at Jindabyne, which will require millions of dollars for a gondola/chairlift, when there is an
existing chairlift network at Perisher which lies dormant outside the ski season.
Shifting the proposed Mountain Bike Park from Jindabyne to Perisher will give riders access to more elevation and terrain, better trails, more diversity
of trails, and better views, at a fraction of he cost.
Running the Perisher chairlifts outside the ski season will also service bush walkers and day trippers, as is the case in Thredbo.
In summary, the Government should remove the planning obstacles that have prevented Perisher from following Thredbo’s model of creating a yearround resort that can be enjoyed by a wider variety of people, not just skiers.
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You have taken half the park away. Stop destroying Australians land for your own wealth.
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It is an outrage to see such a environmentally destructive plan touted as being low impact on a wilderness area that is so sensitive to even basic
human interaction.
I agree to the above statement
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INTRODUCTION.
I am generally in favour of the SAP.
My main intent is to push support for the Proposed Heritage Centre

I am a fifth generation of my family to live in the Snowy Mountains. Born over 80 years ago I have
been a witness to and a participant in an era of great change and progress that has washed over the
area known as The Snowy Mountains. I am one of the
of the Mountain Community
that had formed around the
This was a
Community built on mutual trust and need. Long before any modern social services were available,
they rescued the injured, searched for the lost, fought the fires and buried the dead, all without any
Government assistance. That community and all that it stood for, was wiped out by the stroke of a
Ministers Pen a hundred years later.
I was young and able to adapt but I will never forget the impact on the older people who spent the
balance of their years trying to fit into a world that treated them as freaks accused of environmental
vandalism. These People of great pride who were occasionally paraded out to a bus load of
Inquisitive Tourist.
As the poet said “We must adapt to the tide of changing circumstances.” Nowhere did that tide flow
stronger or more persistent than in the Snowy Mountains. Including but not limited to, the forced
resumption of land to make way for the Snowy Scheme and the Great Lock Up of Kosciusko National
Park. Add to that the Destruction of the Historic Town of Kiandra, then the flooding of Adaminaby,
Jindabyne and Talbingo. Plus the insult of blowing up The Jindabyne Bridge as a final gesture that
stated “there is no going back.”
Once more we are poised on a threshold where we must again move forward, propelled by progress.

You’re task is to provide a map for our future.
The Future of Jindabyne, is a town with a unique history and great Community Spirit. Not some
generic Alpine Village.
To move forward with confidence, there is a need to occasionally look back and study the terrain
that has been travelled, to remember the mistakes that were made, the difficulties encountered and
the strategies employed to overcome them. The alternative is to blindly blunder forward. History
and experience should never be ignored.
To keep our history alive a small but enthusiastic group of locals have worked for nearly 30 years to
build a world class Heritage Centre in the Snowy Mountains. Not a static Museum but a
technologically modern interactive display with the ability to update technology and displays as they
develop. Housed in a World Class Building, that would be totally sustainable in energy and water and
would be a world leader in accessibility. This project would foster education, research and the arts
and would tell the great Snowy saga from The Dreamtime to the History of the National Park and
modern Alpine recreation.

It is not a question of “Can it be done?” its matter of saying “Let’s do it” in the spirit of those who
built the Snowy Scheme. Our Heritage Centre is the only proposal put forward that had a fully
costed Feasibility Study attached. Where all costings and projections were positive and all were
presented in the Format needed by NSW Treasury. I have briefly mentioned some of the sacrifices
made by our community to allow for the Snowy Scheme to be built. I haven’t mentioned the effort
and sacrifices made by local people to convince the Politicians to build it. The people of the Snowy
Mountains wanted the Scheme to be built and fought to get it. Their efforts and sacrifices made
possible an Industrial Wonder of the World that brought about a great atmosphere of National Pride
and then went on to become the cradle of Multi Nationalism in Australia.
$4.2 billion is small change when compared with the money that has flowed into Government
Coffers since the Snowy started. It is a Golden Goose that will still produce many eggs to the
Australian people through dividends and will play a major role in transitioning to a Renewable
Energy driven Economy.
WE do not come, cap in one hand and a begging bowl in the other. Rather we come delivering an
I.O.U on behalf of the people whose sacrifices made it possible and the people whose efforts built
the Scheme.
The Snowy Legacy Fund received $4.2 billion. This money is quarantined for the improvement of
industries in SAP areas. This Project is a piece of Infrastructure that is urgently needed to stabilise
the peaks and troughs of our seasonal tourism. It should tick all the boxes as spelt out in the Snowy
Legacy Fund Act. And pay tribute to the deserving at the same time. What we seek is only a pittance
compared to what to what is owed.
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Do not build anything. I do not support any construction plan for Kosciuszko. Leave the na ional park alone.
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2.

Stakeholders support the proposed increase in beds to 5,192 within the
as
they have been long called for in combination with the delivery of an enhanced village
centre and improved amenity in the

3.

Stakeholders support planning for climate change and a growing year-round
economy in the Snowy Mountains Region, however, believe that the plan has failed to
sufficiently identify opportunities for continued winter adaptation and investment, noting
ongoing developments in snowmaking and grooming technology.

4.

Stakeholders support Government’s attempts to identify solutions to the existing
unsafe and congested road access arrangements to the
Stakeholders seek
to emphasise the important role that increased accommodation within the
must
play in alleviating transport congestion and associated environmental impacts in providing
access to future demand to visit the

5.

Stakeholders seek commitments from Government to address historic shortfalls
in transport, common user infrastructure, and municipal infrastructure investment
through the SAP process. The plan takes steps in the right direction by acknowledging the
growing demand of snowplay audiences, the need to deliver car parking, and shortfalls in
public infrastructure investment at
but needs to commit to ongoing sustainable
levels of Government funding for common user infrastructure.

6.

Stakeholders submit that delivery of the plan to realise Government’s vision for
the Snowy Mountains and the
is entirely reliant on Government addressing the
governance barriers, especially for the
that have been appropriately identified by
the Master Plan and supporting documents.

7.

Stakeholders submit that a thoughtful and detailed review of the Alpine SEPP’s
contents is required to achieve the SAP’s goals for the
Direct engagement with
Stakeholders is required to create a functional planning system, with appropriate
environmental and risk controls built in.

8.

Stakeholders submit that the Alpine SEPP and related documents should form the
primary plan for land-use, and that Development Applications should never be contingent
on further land manager approval, for anything other than the grant of land tenure.

9.

Stakeholders submit that inconsistencies between the Plan of Management and
Master Plan emphasise the need to remove ambiguity from the development process at
by minimising duplication between the Alpine SEPP and PoM so that the PoM
delegates complete authority for planning the
to the SAP and SEPP.

Detailed Comments
1.

Master Plan

Stakeholders broadly support the vision proposed in the structure plan for the
including an emphasis on improved public realm, supporting mixed-use development where
appropriate, and not curtailing the delivery of car parking.
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The Master Plan relies on the creation of DCPs or equivalent documents to provide more detail to
the form and controls applicable to future
development. With respect to
villages, it will
be critical that the above issues are addressed in practical manners that will deliver the development
aims of the Master Plan in consultation with
Stakeholders for the
It will be critical that
there is clarity around who is responsible for delivery of DCPs with an apparent lack of ownership by
NPWS as landowner for planning matters in the past. This has led to the current state of planning
malaise in the
Village
Stakeholders support the vision to create a mixed-use core to support a vibrant
centre of the
Village area, as this largely constitutes a refinement of the existing
vision for the car park precinct.
The need to enhance the
Village area has been recognised and supported in
principle by key stakeholders, including government, for approximately two decades– but
has been the subject of malaise.
The SAP affords a unique opportunity to convert an ageing and unappealing village area into
a modern, visually attractive, vibrant and environmentally sensitive place.
A key issue to the SAP vision is provision for infill development. The statements on page 98
of the Master Plan document supporting infill development on existing lease areas will need
to be supported by appropriate mapping and amendments to the Alpine SEPP so that
expansion is permitted at least in all existing and proposed road-serviced areas of the
Village.
Given the existing separation of sites within the
Village area,
Stakeholders
believe that increased infill development including enlargement of existing premises and
new premises will not adversely impact the amenity or unique character of the area.
Permitting expansion also provides opportunities for operators to increase the energy
efficiency and environmental performance of their premises.
Stakeholders are of the view that required increased accommodation within and
public transport services to the
are appropriately reflected in the Master Plan, however
Stakeholders believe that intensification of day car parking within the eastern side
of the
Village Car Park in the form of a dual story carpark, as permitted by the SAP
in Thredbo, should also be permitted as part of the village development.
The statements regarding desired future character and sense of arrival are supported,
however it is important that the unique complexities of the alpine environment are
considered closely with respect to changes to the emergency services precinct, existing
NPWS building, and bus turn-around circle.
This design will need to consider the interface between oversnow, pedestrian, and
emergency services uses while addressing the poor presentation of this area, particularly in
winter. This could be improved using traffic calming measures and the creation of a
‘gateway’ precinct consisting of public facilities, transport interchange, and amenities to
support snowplay visitors and summer guests to the east of the existing
Village Car
Park.
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It is important that heritage and vegetation policies appropriately reflect the mapping that
has been provided. For example, it appears that the demolition of the existing NPWS
premises would be necessary to deliver the Structure Plan as presented, but it appears that
this building would have new heritage protections under the policy.
Smiggin Holes
The Master Plan appropriately acknowledges
as a family-friendly
that is
one of the best
in the Snowy Mountains, along with its favourable
microclimate. These statements support the ongoing operation and renewal of the
area, particularly in the context of evolving snowmaking technology and expansion of
Smiggin Holes as envisaged by the
Range
Ski Slope Master Plan (SSMP).
Stakeholders believe that a greater provision for infill development and expansion
of beds should be afforded in a manner consistent with the policy for
Village. That
is, all road-serviced sites should be permitted to be expanded, subject to appropriate
environmental controls.
The workshop relocation noted as an option to facilitate new facilities and expanded car
parking has previously been assessed to provide poor value-for-money and little benefit to
the operator. Significant benefit to
in terms of amenity and guest access would
need to be identified to justify these works.
Guthega
The vision for Guthega as an access point to the main range and secondary village in the
is appropriate, however the initial statements made in the structure plan section are
ambiguous as to whether expansion of existing premises should be permitted within their
lease areas.
Stakeholders submit that this should be permitted where safe to do so.
Given that the SAP does not have limitless funds to expend, and there are many
opportunities for Government to invest,
Stakeholders seek to emphasise that the
proposed public bus service may provide poor value for money relative to the future
demand such a service is likely to experience. This should be reviewed in the future in light
of experience gained with the other proposed services.
Sealing of this road to improve safety and convenience in winter and to suppress
dust in summer should be considered in the context of shared ownership and the substantial
cost likely associated with such works. These works may be justifiable as a separate
investment subject to increases in summer traffic associated with the Snowy Iconic Walking
Track and growing popularity of back country skiing.
Sealing of the upper and lower
context of sealing the

overnight carparks should also be considered in the

With respect to the Master Plan view for ski fields,
Stakeholders are encouraged to see that
further ski field expansion is not ruled out, subject to carrying capacity work. We support this
flexibility over the life of a forty-year plan which may see unforeseen changes in visitor preferences,
demand, and the climate.
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initially contemplated, despite climate trends. It is possible to deliver snowmaking in an
environmentally sustainable manner using existing Snowy Hydro storages, particularly in the
Furthermore, snowmaking assets and water resources can provide fire protection benefits and
provide increased economic certainty to skifield operators and associated businesses.
Stakeholders believe that greater recognition could be provided to the ongoing potential of
technological development and expansion in this area including Smiggin Holes, given little has been
proposed for
in Summer.
Stakeholders believe that it is essential that Government invests not only in summerundertakings conceptualised by NPWS, but that it funds and supports the capacity of alpine
stakeholders to adapt through meaningful projects to manage winter peak demand, ensure energy
and water security, and support the creation of a world-class tourism destination as it has called for
in policy statements for approximately 20-years.
Stakeholders believe that the SAP provides
a landmark opportunity for government to address the imbalance in current investments in highimpact summer activities with little substantiated economic benefit, such as the Kosciuszko Iconic
Walk by supporting the continued adaptation and environmental performance within the
through direct investment in improving resilience of winter to climate change by investment in
snowmaking infrastructure as Government has done in Victoria (see two-page summary of
government investment at Appendix A).
4.

Transport infrastructure and road congestion

Stakeholders agree that congestion and safety accessing the
is an increasingly critical
issue that has begun to impact the guest experience, and safety of the
The proposed
park’n’ride and associated bus service may improve the experience of residents within Jindabyne
and commuters to the
but will likely be subject to operational challenges and may exacerbate
congestion for car users on the Road.
Stakeholders are concerned that these measures are
unlikely to reduce aggregate demand for access via road and submit that the best way to reduce
congestion and its associated impacts is to meet demand for accommodation and increased car
parking within the
supplemented by mass transport in peak periods. This can be supported
by reducing the financial obstacles to delivering new beds within the
which may provide better
value for money than fully-fledged public transport solutions.
During recent winter seasons visitors to the
have been refused vehicular entry to the KNP due
to safety issues and lack of parking. This is a negative outcome from every perspective and must be
addressed as a priority. Consistent with the above statements, and our concern regarding the safety
of existing roadside car parking arrangements,
Stakeholders support the proposed
formalisation of approximately 850 car parks within the
and call for this to be delivered as a
priority of the Plan. Where there are opportunities to provide dual level car parking on disturbed
sites, this is likely to improve amenity by affording shelter and reducing the car-activity trip distance
at the destination.
5.

Public investment in the SAP’s vision

Stakeholders believe that it is appropriate to focus on providing a consistent, safe journey
to the
by investing in car parking, public transport, and common user infrastructure such as
improved village facilities. These encourage equitable public access to the Kosciuszko National Park
in winter and have the potential to ensure that growing snowplay audiences enjoy access to the Park
in peak periods.
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Further discussion regarding the landlord’s charging arrangements and historical payments for
municipal infrastructure are discussed below. However,
Stakeholders seek to emphasise
that government investment in environmental performance, catering to snow play markets, and
improving the safety and performance of the Kosciuszko Road would be good first steps to
addressing the historical underinvestment that has undermined the PRR’s ability to present as a
world-class tourism destination in terms of both environmental performance and guest experience.
Per the leveraged development explainer previously referenced,
Stakeholders seek to
emphasise the opportunities Government has to provide improved access to the
while providing
benefits to a diverse range of users. These investments could consist of a consolidated car parking,
snow play, community centre, and public transport facility, much akin to the Loch Car Park package
of works at Mount Hotham, or focus on municipal infrastructure, snowmaking, and water security as
a means of supporting resilience in the region.
6.

Governance arrangements within the

Range

The Discussion papers associated with the consultation appropriately raise issues with the pricing
policies, relationships, and inconsistencies in governance relationships of the
within the
National Park. The Alpine
in New South Wales are subject to uniquely high bed fees, and
lessees are impeded in their ability to develop by a rigid and uncommercial leasing policy that is not
consistent with best practice for commercial dealings with Crown Land.
Stakeholders have made numerous submissions to reviews engaging with the question of
governance within the
and seek to emphasise the importance of following-through on this issue.
This will require government to take leadership by reviewing policy and agency responsibilities in
four areas: leasing policy, pricing, planning and the landlord’s role in Development Application
processes. A review of leasing policy must at minimum review principles of first right of refusal,
reversion of improvements, and the requirement that tenants ‘bid’ for renewal rights. All these
elements undermine the ability of smaller operators and on-mountain stakeholders to achieve the
certainty required to finance the ongoing improvement of their premises from an environmental and
quality perspective.
As an example, the tenure arrangements for club leases are so insecure that clubs are unable to use
their lease as security to obtain bank finance to fund improvements, including fire protection and
environmental management measures. They must rely solely on members cash resources.
The existing pricing strategies that have been applied within the Alpine
lack transparency
and are arbitrary. In some instances, prices are too high such as IPART service fees being indexed at
CPI (+2.5% annually), and in other cases, such as Park Use Fees, there has only been one small fee
adjustment since the commissioning of IPART in 2004. The absence of a cohesive strategy in this
area has led to great frustration for on-mountain stakeholders and has arguably contributed to the
shortfalls in infrastructure acknowledged by the SAP Master Plan. In addition, the failure to index
prices likely undermines the ability for future mass transit systems to operate successfully and may
have been an impediment to private operators identifying an opportunity to operate such services
historically.
These issues are only some of the numerous problems with the existing governance outcomes that
result in them failing to deliver the best outcomes in terms of environmental performance,
development, or strategic planning.
Stakeholders remain committed to working with
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government to implement a structure for the
consistent with SAP objectives.
7.

that will address these issues in a manner

Proposed amendments to the Alpine SEPP

The discussion paper and supporting technical documents do not provide sufficient detail for
Stakeholders to determine whether the changes will result in improved planning outcomes
relative to decisions made under the existing Alpine SEPP. This is due to:












The changes being presented as a ‘discussion paper’ rather than proposed as-drafted provisions
means
Stakeholders do not yet fully understand the changes that are proposed.
The reliance upon future DCPs to set controls for ski fields and
villages, which have not yet
been drafted, and may not be the most appropriate instrument.
The inadequacies in scope or findings of some technical studies (i.e., geotechnical,
environmental, and cultural heritage studies) being foreseeable obstacles to streamlined
decision making processes the SAP intends to deliver.
Certain draft provisions proposed in the Planning Discussion Paper would require that all
proposals allowable under the Alpine SEPP be consistent with the KNP PoM. This is inconsistent
with the view that the Alpine SEPP and related documents constitute the principal planning
framework for the
and has unclear application in practice.
The discussion of DA processes under the existing Alpine SEPP and its inefficiencies misses
certain key elements, particularly relating to inter-agency referrals. These referral processes are
a far greater contributor to delays at
than existing public notification requirements, for
example. This is particularly relevant with respect to understanding how APZ requirements will
be managed between the landlord and RFS under a future planning framework, which is a
current key point of contention and driver of delay within the DA process.
The discussion of Exempt and Complying Development does not provide sufficient detail for
Stakeholders to determine whether they will allow most maintenance activities to be
performed under those provisions. This is in the context of the existing provisions generally
having been acknowledged to have narrower application in practice than was intended by the
drafters of the existing Alpine SEPP with respect to both skifield activities and the maintenance
and improvement of existing premises. Additionally, it seeks to highlight the absence of
guidance in relation to the proposed form of exempt and complying development provisions
with respect to minor works, particularly those impacting commercial premises. The uniquely
onerous requirements which apply to Alpine
are such that
Stakeholders are
required to create Statements of Environmental Effects for works as simple as the modification
of a range hood. These are required to include statements with respect to whether the minor
development is in the public interest, when any reasonable person would certainly conclude that
such an interest is negligible.
Stakeholders encourage the SAP Team to consider the
public, environmental, and risk management benefits that these requirements generate, and
submit that the provisions applicable within the Alpine SEPP should be broadly consistent with
the Statewide Exempt and Complying Development SEPP.
The above points reinforce that the existing planning system, which relies on multiple agency
referrals, is time consuming, confusing and expensive. This dysfunction has discouraged
investment in the
and has made it challenging to maintain aging infrastructure.
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8.

Duplication of roles between land manager and planning body

With respect to the intersection between the Landlord and D-PIE’s role in the Planning Process,
Stakeholders believe it is appropriate that all land use planning is contained within Master
Plan documents and the Alpine SEPP. The Landlord should bear obligations to provide leasing and
approval services consistent with the land uses approved in those policies. The duplication of these
land uses, and certain approval requirements, particularly relating to environmental monitoring and
performance within the PoM has created significant lead-times for applications, where conditions
may be inappropriately imposed or duplicated after having already been addressed through reports
and BDAR payments associated with an application. A single agency must be responsible for
determination of Development Applications, which should never be contingent on secondary
approval of the landlord, for anything other than the grant of land tenure. By delegating complete
planning and land use authority to the Alpine SEPP and removing duplication from the PoM,
planning outcomes will be improved whilst retaining appropriate environmental controls. It is
reasonable to assume that the SEPP and the PoM will be consistent, so the PoM need not be
referred to for every DA.
9.

Addressing inconsistencies and errors in the documents released for consultation

Stakeholders seek to understand the rationale for excluding lower-lying development areas,
ensure that integrated development referrals for issues such as bush fire will be dealt with as a part
of the SAP framework, and clarify the SAP’s position in relation to clearing less-sensitive, level two
vegetation. The current statements in relation to these issues are inconsistent with the outcomes
sought by the SAP Master Plan. Examples of this include the vegetation mapping and related policy
alluded to earlier in this submission, which could effectively preclude development on any of the
extensive level two vegetation areas identified in the report without further investigation.
Stakeholders are concerned by the appearance of inaccuracies throughout the Master Plan,
Plan of Management Amendment, and associated technical documents. While
Stakeholders
appreciate the direct engagement afforded by the SAP project team to address these errors,
particularly with respect to the Structure Plan, these issues emphasise the need to create a
functional Alpine SEPP and SAP and address the duplication of roles and responsibilities in the
planning process at the
It is already foreseeable that there may be disagreement over whether
the correct figure of 6,858 beds proposed in the Master Plan is indeed the actual figure, or if
Stakeholders should be constrained to that within the Plan of Management.
Stakeholders submit that the best way to address these inconsistencies is to absolutely
minimise the opportunities where they may arise through duplication, interdependencies on other
policies, or the findings of to-be-finalised reports that will be subject to the requirements of the
landlord.
Conclusions
Stakeholders appreciate the engagement that Government has undertaken in arriving at its
plans to-date and is encouraged by the high-level outcomes the SAP espouses. However, for the SAP
to deliver on these goals, follow-through in the areas of the Alpine SEPP, governance, leasing, DCP
responsibility and charging arrangements is required. As a component of this, it is critical that future
processes continue to address duplication between the KNP PoM and the SAP Master Plan, with
deference to the SAP as the principal planning instrument for the
Stakeholders
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trust that our comments regarding the Alpine SEPP and related technical studies highlight our
familiarity with the commercial, environmental, and planning realities uniquely applicable to the
We look forward to continuing to engage constructively with the SAP project team to ensure
that these documents, and the policies enacting them, are of a quality and degree of accuracy
befitting a forty-year strategic plan.

Yours sincerely,
S
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2624
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file

Submission
As a
resident in Perisher for over 17 years, I strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he
Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of
the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensi ive way hat provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko
National Park for all.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Executive Director
Key Sites and Regional Assessments
Dept of Planning, Industry and Environment
Locked Bag 5022
Parramatta NSW 2124
20 August 2021
Dear
Perisher Range Resorts Joint Submission to SM SAP Consultation
This submission has been prepared on behalf of:
Perisher Blue Pty Ltd (PBPL),
The Ski Lodges Organisation of Perisher, Smiggins and Guthega Inc (SLOPES), and
the Perisher Resorts Chamber of Commerce (jointly the Perisher Stakeholders)
who are the three major stakeholder groups within the Perisher Range Resorts (PRR or Resort),
being respectively the snow resort operator, along with the representative groups for 55,000
members and guests of 88 ski clubs, and the commercial hotel, lodge, retail and food and beverage
operators within the PRR. These groups collectively represent all major stakeholders within the PRR
who will be affected by the implementation of the SAP Master Plan and will be key partners with
Government in delivering the plan’s objectives. Collectively they own or manage most of the
facilities and recreational infrastructure which attract visitors to the Perisher range and the back
country, especially in winter but also in summer. Due to their long-standing investment and
presence in the Resort, these groups are uniquely placed to understand the complex challenges
applicable to the PRR that have impeded development in the past. The Perisher Stakeholders have
previously made joint submissions to related processes, including the review of governance
arrangements applicable to the PRR announced in 2016.
The Resort is the largest generator of winter visitors and economic activity in the alpine region
annually. The importance of the Resort to both the NSW economy and revenue to the NPWS cannot
be overstated. As the SAP acknowledges, substantial growth in the number of visitors to the KNP is
anticipated and needs to be planned for.
Overarching Comments:
These Perisher Stakeholders are aligned in their vision for the PRR and the key outcomes they wish
to see delivered through the Snowy Mountains SAP process, and have prepared the following
submission to emphasise the level of alignment between Perisher Stakeholders regarding the
following points:
1. Perisher Stakeholders support the vision of the SAP Master Plan to reinforce Perisher as a
leading destination for winter and year-round tourism in the Snowy Mountains Region, and
the plan’s recognition that Alpine Resorts will continue to play an essential role in providing
sustainable access to sport, recreation, and the unique environment at the PRR.
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2. Perisher Stakeholders support the proposed increase in beds to 5,192 within the PRR as
they have been long called for in combination with the delivery of an enhanced village
centre and improved amenity in the Resort.
3. Perisher Stakeholders support planning for climate change and a growing year-round
economy in the Snowy Mountains Region, however, believe that the plan has failed to
sufficiently identify opportunities for continued winter adaptation and investment, noting
ongoing developments in snowmaking and grooming technology.
4. Perisher Stakeholders support Government’s attempts to identify solutions to the existing
unsafe and congested road access arrangements to the Resort. Perisher Stakeholders seek
to emphasise the important role that increased accommodation within the Resorts must
play in alleviating transport congestion and associated environmental impacts in providing
access to future demand to visit the resorts.
5. Perisher Stakeholders seek commitments from Government to address historic shortfalls
in transport, common user infrastructure, and municipal infrastructure investment
through the SAP process. The plan takes steps in the right direction by acknowledging the
growing demand of snowplay audiences, the need to deliver car parking, and shortfalls in
public infrastructure investment at Perisher but needs to commit to ongoing sustainable
levels of Government funding for common user infrastructure.
6. Perisher Stakeholders submit that delivery of the plan to realise Government’s vision for
the Snowy Mountains and the resort is entirely reliant on Government addressing the
governance barriers, especially for the Resort, that have been appropriately identified by
the Master Plan and supporting documents.
7. Perisher Stakeholders submit that a thoughtful and detailed review of the Alpine SEPP’s
contents is required to achieve the SAP’s goals for the Resort. Direct engagement with
Perisher Stakeholders is required to create a functional planning system, with appropriate
environmental and risk controls built in.
8. Perisher Stakeholders submit that the Alpine SEPP and related documents should form the
primary plan for land-use, and that Development Applications should never be contingent
on further land manager approval, for anything other than the grant of land tenure.
9. Perisher Stakeholders submit that inconsistencies between the Plan of Management and
Master Plan emphasise the need to remove ambiguity from the development process at
Perisher by minimising duplication between the Alpine SEPP and PoM so that the PoM
delegates complete authority for planning the Resorts to the SAP and SEPP.
Detailed Comments
1.

Master Plan

Perisher Stakeholders broadly support the vision proposed in the structure plan for the PRR,
including an emphasis on improved public realm, supporting mixed-use development where
appropriate, and not curtailing the delivery of car parking.
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The Master Plan relies on the creation of DCPs or equivalent documents to provide more detail to
the form and controls applicable to future resort development. With respect to resort villages, it will
be critical that the above issues are addressed in practical manners that will deliver the development
aims of the Master Plan in consultation with Perisher Stakeholders for the PRR. It will be critical that
there is clarity around who is responsible for delivery of DCPs with an apparent lack of ownership by
NPWS as landowner for planning matters in the past. This has led to the current state of planning
malaise in the PRR.
Perisher Village
Perisher Stakeholders support the vision to create a mixed-use core to support a vibrant
centre of the Perisher Village area, as this largely constitutes a refinement of the existing
vision for the car park precinct.
The need to enhance the Perisher Village area has been recognised and supported in
principle by key stakeholders, including government, for approximately two decades– but
has been the subject of malaise.
The SAP affords a unique opportunity to convert an ageing and unappealing village area into
a modern, visually attractive, vibrant and environmentally sensitive place.
A key issue to the SAP vision is provision for infill development. The statements on page 98
of the Master Plan document supporting infill development on existing lease areas will need
to be supported by appropriate mapping and amendments to the Alpine SEPP so that
expansion is permitted at least in all existing and proposed road-serviced areas of the
Village.
Given the existing separation of sites within the Perisher Village area, Perisher Stakeholders
believe that increased infill development including enlargement of existing premises and
new premises will not adversely impact the amenity or unique character of the area.
Permitting expansion also provides opportunities for operators to increase the energy
efficiency and environmental performance of their premises.
Perisher Stakeholders are of the view that required increased accommodation within and
public transport services to the PRR are appropriately reflected in the Master Plan, however
Perisher Stakeholders believe that intensification of day car parking within the eastern side
of the Perisher Village Car Park in the form of a dual story carpark, as permitted by the SAP
in Thredbo, should also be permitted as part of the village development.
The statements regarding desired future character and sense of arrival are supported,
however it is important that the unique complexities of the alpine environment are
considered closely with respect to changes to the emergency services precinct, existing
NPWS building, and bus turn-around circle.
This design will need to consider the interface between oversnow, pedestrian, and
emergency services uses while addressing the poor presentation of this area, particularly in
winter. This could be improved using traffic calming measures and the creation of a
‘gateway’ precinct consisting of public facilities, transport interchange, and amenities to
support snowplay visitors and summer guests to the east of the existing Perisher Village Car
Park.
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It is important that heritage and vegetation policies appropriately reflect the mapping that
has been provided. For example, it appears that the demolition of the existing NPWS
premises would be necessary to deliver the Structure Plan as presented, but it appears that
this building would have new heritage protections under the policy.
Smiggin Holes
The Master Plan appropriately acknowledges Smiggin Holes as a family-friendly resort that is
one of the best beginner’s ski areas in the Snowy Mountains, along with its favourable
microclimate. These statements support the ongoing operation and renewal of the Smiggin
Holes area, particularly in the context of evolving snowmaking technology and expansion of
Smiggin Holes as envisaged by the Perisher Range Resorts Ski Slope Master Plan (SSMP).
Perisher Stakeholders believe that a greater provision for infill development and expansion
of beds should be afforded in a manner consistent with the policy for Perisher Village. That
is, all road-serviced sites should be permitted to be expanded, subject to appropriate
environmental controls.
The workshop relocation noted as an option to facilitate new facilities and expanded car
parking has previously been assessed to provide poor value-for-money and little benefit to
the operator. Significant benefit to Perisher in terms of amenity and guest access would
need to be identified to justify these works.
Guthega
The vision for Guthega as an access point to the main range and secondary village in the PRR
is appropriate, however the initial statements made in the structure plan section are
ambiguous as to whether expansion of existing premises should be permitted within their
lease areas. Perisher Stakeholders submit that this should be permitted where safe to do so.
Given that the SAP does not have limitless funds to expend, and there are many
opportunities for Government to invest, Perisher Stakeholders seek to emphasise that the
proposed public bus service may provide poor value for money relative to the future
demand such a service is likely to experience. This should be reviewed in the future in light
of experience gained with the other proposed services.
The possibility of the Guthega Road above the power station being sealed is mentioned in
the report. Sealing of this road to improve safety and convenience in winter and to suppress
dust in summer should be considered in the context of shared ownership and the substantial
cost likely associated with such works. These works may be justifiable as a separate
investment subject to increases in summer traffic associated with the Snowy Iconic Walking
Track and growing popularity of back country skiing.
Sealing of the upper and lower Guthega overnight carparks should also be considered in the
context of sealing the Guthega Road.
With respect to the Master Plan view for ski fields, Perisher Stakeholders are encouraged to see that
further ski field expansion is not ruled out, subject to carrying capacity work. We support this
flexibility over the life of a forty-year plan which may see unforeseen changes in visitor preferences,
demand, and the climate.
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initially contemplated, despite climate trends. It is possible to deliver snowmaking in an
environmentally sustainable manner using existing Snowy Hydro storages, particularly in the PRR.
Furthermore, snowmaking assets and water resources can provide fire protection benefits and
provide increased economic certainty to skifield operators and associated businesses. Perisher
Stakeholders believe that greater recognition could be provided to the ongoing potential of
technological development and expansion in this area including Smiggin Holes, given little has been
proposed for Perisher in Summer.
Perisher Stakeholders believe that it is essential that Government invests not only in summerundertakings conceptualised by NPWS, but that it funds and supports the capacity of alpine
stakeholders to adapt through meaningful projects to manage winter peak demand, ensure energy
and water security, and support the creation of a world-class tourism destination as it has called for
in policy statements for approximately 20-years. Perisher Stakeholders believe that the SAP provides
a landmark opportunity for government to address the imbalance in current investments in highimpact summer activities with little substantiated economic benefit, such as the Kosciuszko Iconic
Walk by supporting the continued adaptation and environmental performance within the Resort
through direct investment in improving resilience of winter to climate change by investment in
snowmaking infrastructure as Government has done in Victoria (see two-page summary of
government investment at Appendix A).
4.

Transport infrastructure and road congestion

Perisher Stakeholders agree that congestion and safety accessing the PRR is an increasingly critical
issue that has begun to impact the guest experience, and safety of the Resort. The proposed
park’n’ride and associated bus service may improve the experience of residents within Jindabyne
and commuters to the Resort but will likely be subject to operational challenges and may exacerbate
congestion for car users on the Road. Perisher Stakeholders are concerned that these measures are
unlikely to reduce aggregate demand for access via road and submit that the best way to reduce
congestion and its associated impacts is to meet demand for accommodation and increased car
parking within the Resort, supplemented by mass transport in peak periods. This can be supported
by reducing the financial obstacles to delivering new beds within the PRR, which may provide better
value for money than fully-fledged public transport solutions.
During recent winter seasons visitors to the Resort have been refused vehicular entry to the KNP due
to safety issues and lack of parking. This is a negative outcome from every perspective and must be
addressed as a priority. Consistent with the above statements, and our concern regarding the safety
of existing roadside car parking arrangements, Perisher Stakeholders support the proposed
formalisation of approximately 850 car parks within the Resort and call for this to be delivered as a
priority of the Plan. Where there are opportunities to provide dual level car parking on disturbed
sites, this is likely to improve amenity by affording shelter and reducing the car-activity trip distance
at the destination.
5.

Public investment in the SAP’s vision

Perisher Stakeholders believe that it is appropriate to focus on providing a consistent, safe journey
to the Resort by investing in car parking, public transport, and common user infrastructure such as
improved village facilities. These encourage equitable public access to the Kosciuszko National Park
in winter and have the potential to ensure that growing snowplay audiences enjoy access to the Park
in peak periods.

Page 6 of 10

Further discussion regarding the landlord’s charging arrangements and historical payments for
municipal infrastructure are discussed below. However, Perisher Stakeholders seek to emphasise
that government investment in environmental performance, catering to snow play markets, and
improving the safety and performance of the Kosciuszko Road would be good first steps to
addressing the historical underinvestment that has undermined the PRR’s ability to present as a
world-class tourism destination in terms of both environmental performance and guest experience.
Per the leveraged development explainer previously referenced, Perisher Stakeholders seek to
emphasise the opportunities Government has to provide improved access to the PRR while providing
benefits to a diverse range of users. These investments could consist of a consolidated car parking,
snow play, community centre, and public transport facility, much akin to the Loch Car Park package
of works at Mount Hotham, or focus on municipal infrastructure, snowmaking, and water security as
a means of supporting resilience in the region.
6.

Governance arrangements within the Perisher Range Resorts

The Discussion papers associated with the consultation appropriately raise issues with the pricing
policies, relationships, and inconsistencies in governance relationships of the resorts within the
National Park. The Alpine Resorts in New South Wales are subject to uniquely high bed fees, and
lessees are impeded in their ability to develop by a rigid and uncommercial leasing policy that is not
consistent with best practice for commercial dealings with Crown Land.
Perisher Stakeholders have made numerous submissions to reviews engaging with the question of
governance within the PRR and seek to emphasise the importance of following-through on this issue.
This will require government to take leadership by reviewing policy and agency responsibilities in
four areas: leasing policy, pricing, planning and the landlord’s role in Development Application
processes. A review of leasing policy must at minimum review principles of first right of refusal,
reversion of improvements, and the requirement that tenants ‘bid’ for renewal rights. All these
elements undermine the ability of smaller operators and on-mountain stakeholders to achieve the
certainty required to finance the ongoing improvement of their premises from an environmental and
quality perspective.
As an example, the tenure arrangements for club leases are so insecure that clubs are unable to use
their lease as security to obtain bank finance to fund improvements, including fire protection and
environmental management measures. They must rely solely on members cash resources.
The existing pricing strategies that have been applied within the Alpine Resorts lack transparency
and are arbitrary. In some instances, prices are too high such as IPART service fees being indexed at
CPI (+2.5% annually), and in other cases, such as Park Use Fees, there has only been one small fee
adjustment since the commissioning of IPART in 2004. The absence of a cohesive strategy in this
area has led to great frustration for on-mountain stakeholders and has arguably contributed to the
shortfalls in infrastructure acknowledged by the SAP Master Plan. In addition, the failure to index
prices likely undermines the ability for future mass transit systems to operate successfully and may
have been an impediment to private operators identifying an opportunity to operate such services
historically.
These issues are only some of the numerous problems with the existing governance outcomes that
result in them failing to deliver the best outcomes in terms of environmental performance,
development, or strategic planning. Perisher Stakeholders remain committed to working with
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government to implement a structure for the Resort that will address these issues in a manner
consistent with SAP objectives.
7.

Proposed amendments to the Alpine SEPP

The discussion paper and supporting technical documents do not provide sufficient detail for
Perisher Stakeholders to determine whether the changes will result in improved planning outcomes
relative to decisions made under the existing Alpine SEPP. This is due to:












The changes being presented as a ‘discussion paper’ rather than proposed as-drafted provisions
means Perisher Stakeholders do not yet fully understand the changes that are proposed.
The reliance upon future DCPs to set controls for ski fields and resort villages, which have not yet
been drafted, and may not be the most appropriate instrument.
The inadequacies in scope or findings of some technical studies (i.e., geotechnical,
environmental, and cultural heritage studies) being foreseeable obstacles to streamlined
decision making processes the SAP intends to deliver.
Certain draft provisions proposed in the Planning Discussion Paper would require that all
proposals allowable under the Alpine SEPP be consistent with the KNP PoM. This is inconsistent
with the view that the Alpine SEPP and related documents constitute the principal planning
framework for the Resorts and has unclear application in practice.
The discussion of DA processes under the existing Alpine SEPP and its inefficiencies misses
certain key elements, particularly relating to inter-agency referrals. These referral processes are
a far greater contributor to delays at PRR than existing public notification requirements, for
example. This is particularly relevant with respect to understanding how APZ requirements will
be managed between the landlord and RFS under a future planning framework, which is a
current key point of contention and driver of delay within the DA process.
The discussion of Exempt and Complying Development does not provide sufficient detail for
Perisher Stakeholders to determine whether they will allow most maintenance activities to be
performed under those provisions. This is in the context of the existing provisions generally
having been acknowledged to have narrower application in practice than was intended by the
drafters of the existing Alpine SEPP with respect to both skifield activities and the maintenance
and improvement of existing premises. Additionally, it seeks to highlight the absence of
guidance in relation to the proposed form of exempt and complying development provisions
with respect to minor works, particularly those impacting commercial premises. The uniquely
onerous requirements which apply to Alpine Resorts are such that Perisher Stakeholders are
required to create Statements of Environmental Effects for works as simple as the modification
of a range hood. These are required to include statements with respect to whether the minor
development is in the public interest, when any reasonable person would certainly conclude that
such an interest is negligible. Perisher Stakeholders encourage the SAP Team to consider the
public, environmental, and risk management benefits that these requirements generate, and
submit that the provisions applicable within the Alpine SEPP should be broadly consistent with
the Statewide Exempt and Complying Development SEPP.
The above points reinforce that the existing planning system, which relies on multiple agency
referrals, is time consuming, confusing and expensive. This dysfunction has discouraged
investment in the Resort and has made it challenging to maintain aging infrastructure.
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8.

Duplication of roles between land manager and planning body

With respect to the intersection between the Landlord and D-PIE’s role in the Planning Process,
Perisher Stakeholders believe it is appropriate that all land use planning is contained within Master
Plan documents and the Alpine SEPP. The Landlord should bear obligations to provide leasing and
approval services consistent with the land uses approved in those policies. The duplication of these
land uses, and certain approval requirements, particularly relating to environmental monitoring and
performance within the PoM has created significant lead-times for applications, where conditions
may be inappropriately imposed or duplicated after having already been addressed through reports
and BDAR payments associated with an application. A single agency must be responsible for
determination of Development Applications, which should never be contingent on secondary
approval of the landlord, for anything other than the grant of land tenure. By delegating complete
planning and land use authority to the Alpine SEPP and removing duplication from the PoM,
planning outcomes will be improved whilst retaining appropriate environmental controls. It is
reasonable to assume that the SEPP and the PoM will be consistent, so the PoM need not be
referred to for every DA.
9.

Addressing inconsistencies and errors in the documents released for consultation

Perisher Stakeholders seek to understand the rationale for excluding lower-lying development areas,
ensure that integrated development referrals for issues such as bush fire will be dealt with as a part
of the SAP framework, and clarify the SAP’s position in relation to clearing less-sensitive, level two
vegetation. The current statements in relation to these issues are inconsistent with the outcomes
sought by the SAP Master Plan. Examples of this include the vegetation mapping and related policy
alluded to earlier in this submission, which could effectively preclude development on any of the
extensive level two vegetation areas identified in the report without further investigation.
Perisher Stakeholders are concerned by the appearance of inaccuracies throughout the Master Plan,
Plan of Management Amendment, and associated technical documents. While Perisher Stakeholders
appreciate the direct engagement afforded by the SAP project team to address these errors,
particularly with respect to the Structure Plan, these issues emphasise the need to create a
functional Alpine SEPP and SAP and address the duplication of roles and responsibilities in the
planning process at the PRR. It is already foreseeable that there may be disagreement over whether
the correct figure of 6,858 beds proposed in the Master Plan is indeed the actual figure, or if
Perisher Stakeholders should be constrained to that within the Plan of Management.
Perisher Stakeholders submit that the best way to address these inconsistencies is to absolutely
minimise the opportunities where they may arise through duplication, interdependencies on other
policies, or the findings of to-be-finalised reports that will be subject to the requirements of the
landlord.
Conclusions
Perisher Stakeholders appreciate the engagement that Government has undertaken in arriving at its
plans to-date and is encouraged by the high-level outcomes the SAP espouses. However, for the SAP
to deliver on these goals, follow-through in the areas of the Alpine SEPP, governance, leasing, DCP
responsibility and charging arrangements is required. As a component of this, it is critical that future
processes continue to address duplication between the KNP PoM and the SAP Master Plan, with
deference to the SAP as the principal planning instrument for the Resorts. Perisher Stakeholders
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trust that our comments regarding the Alpine SEPP and related technical studies highlight our
familiarity with the commercial, environmental, and planning realities uniquely applicable to the
PRR. We look forward to continuing to engage constructively with the SAP project team to ensure
that these documents, and the policies enacting them, are of a quality and degree of accuracy
befitting a forty-year strategic plan.

Yours sincerely,
Perisher Stakeholders
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noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:27:50 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Way Way
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not support the Snowy Mountain SAP. This will ruin the pristine environment that is Kosciusko National Park. As a hiker and back country camper
I cannot believe that the government is going to sell out our National Park.
This appears to be a money grabber for the government and to attract only the wealthy. This SAP is not in he best interest of he fauna, flora or the
people of Australia who appreciate the park for what it currently is. This will ruin it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:27:50 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Way Way
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not support the Snowy Mountain SAP. This will ruin the pristine environment that is Kosciusko National Park. As a hiker and back country camper
I cannot believe that the government is going to sell out our National Park.
This appears to be a money grabber for the government and to attract only the wealthy. This SAP is not in he best interest of he fauna, flora or the
people of Australia who appreciate the park for what it currently is. This will ruin it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:13:02 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627 Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a homeowner on
I would like to object the 3-5 story apartments in the town centre, for many reasons. I puke be obstructing our
, too much congestion he town centre etc.
I love most other ideas, but this one I am objecting too. I believe that the current central school should be used as he primary school and the new
location just be high school.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:13:02 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627 Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a homeowner
, I would like to object the 3-5 story apartments in the town centre, for many reasons. I puke be obstructing our lake
views, too much congestion he town centre etc.
I love most other ideas, but this one I am objecting too. I believe that the current central school should be used as he primary school and the new
location just be high school.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:21:26 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
4030
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the planned redevelopment of public areas within the national park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:40:31 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne east. 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
There seems to be no time line for any of this work ....if that's he case I am concerned that the failing infrastructure will not be improved before all his
development happens
It is all about tourists and little concern for those of us that live here and have done so for 50 years
Already developments/ subdivisions have been allowed to totally destroyed the village of East Jindabyne .
Giving developers permission to divide 5 acres into 21 building blocks that provide no off street parking is so wrong
Just his weekend ,during lockdown!!!!!! there were 13 cars parked outside 3 houses !!!!!!

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:18:42 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Western Lake Jindabyne Sub Precinct
OBJECTION
This proposal completely disregards and overrides the incumbent Snowy River Local Environmental Plan 2013 (LEP) which includes this catalyst
precinct area, which is identified as “Lake Eucumbene and Lake Jindabyne” on he Scenic Protection Area Map, as well as an eastern approaches to
Kosciuszko National Park. The current LEP clearly and unequivocally states:
• Snowy River LEP Part 3 clause 3.3 specifically restricts development in the land included in this catalyst precinct; “Exempt or complying development
must not be carried out on any environmentally sensitive area”. This provision must be maintained in any future vision for the region.
• Snowy River LEP clause 7.6 states: “Development consent must not be granted to development on land to which this clause applies unless the
consent authority is satisfied that—
(3, a) the development will not have an unacceptable visual impact will not have an impact on the scenic quality of the area when viewed from the
relevant lake at its full supply level or from a public place, and (1, b) the sense of isolation that can be enjoyed in many areas on and adjacent to he
lakes.
• Snowy River LEP clause 7.7 provides; “Development consent must not be granted to development on land to which this clause applies unless the
consent authority is satisfied that the development complements the natural beauty of the surrounding area, and the development is compatible with
the surrounding natural environment and scenic landscape.”
• The existing land is zoned RU1 Primary Production which is being revoked and changed to SP3 to allow all manner of development that is not in line
with the expectations of the LEP planning or best interests of the community. The LEP Land Use table Zone RU1 objectives are; “To ensure that
development maintains and protects the scenic values and rural landscape characteristics of the zone through compatible, small-scale development”.
• This earmarked Western Lake Jindabyne area also includes Curiosity Rocks, one of only three Declared Aboriginal Places in he Snowy Monaro
LGA, gazetted under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974. This area is a sacred site hat should not be developed.
The Master Plan Appendix on page 112 Appendix B identified 689 tourist accommoda ion dwellings, along with 36 seasonal worker dwellings. The
Structure Plan Part 1 on page 111 states there will be 120 owner-occupied apartments/villas at Hatchery Bay. This takes the total number of dwellings
to 845, along with a four-star resort, sewage treatment plant, car parking, golf course, conference facilities, a holiday park accommodating cabins,
caravans and camping sites, an ecotourism resort, a hotel or serviced apartments, health and wellness facilities and more. It is difficult to define
exac ly what it intended as so much of the SAP documentation is contradictory and ambiguous.
The above paragraph defies every intention of the current LEP regarding unacceptable visual impact and a sense of isolation on Lake Jindabyne and
as an eastern approach to Kosciuszko National Park.
Approaching Lake Jindabyne from the north into East Jindabyne one of the iconic sights is the rural landscape and mountains across the lake. It
portrays he feeling of being in the mountains, away from he busy ci ies, and gives a sense of peace, escapism and isolation. This huge development
will completely destroy this sense of isolation.
I agree to the above statement

Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 6:46:54 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 18:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2064
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the proposal.
Tha Park is in an increasingly compromised state from the effects of climate change and he recent bushfires. It is not as resilient as the proposal
implies.
The open letter in the Sydney Morning Herald published 20/8/2021 and co signed by many experts in diverse fields of conservation and park
management makes a compelling case for rejec ing increasing accommodation within the park, caroark construction and regrading existing walking
trails.
For the sake of our dwindling biodiversity and natural ecosystems, please reject this proposal!

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:30:55 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:30
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Berrambool 2548
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
After living in Jindabyne for close to 40 years I value and approve of the plans to make it easier to enjoy he Lake and the Town without a major road
separating he two. The Southern Connector Road is a great step towards that.
Moving the school is a very very big change for our town. It is a good idea to have the educa ional and sporting facili ies together at Sport and Rec.
BUT It would be extremely important to have easy safe access from the town centre and lake fo the schools and sporting facilities. And I mean
pedestrian access.
Housing for people in all economic categories is important. As is tourist accommoda ion. Therefore I think the camping and inexpensive tourist
accommodation should be kept close to facilities of the town. And plenty of residential options should also be available for people in all income
brackets.
Medium density and multi level accommodation would be appropriate in the Grow h districts as well as some Catalist areas alongside single story
detatched and semi detatched residences.
The Kosciuszko National Park should continue to be managed under its own Plan of Management and should not have to amend that to fit in with
development plans for Jindabyne and other land that is not in the National Park. The protection of its natural values is crucial. It is a Na ional Park...not
a State Recreation Area. So where uses such as skiing are historic, they should stay but not be expanded. Where there is a village such as Thredbo
,again its important that it stays but does not need to be expanded.
There should be no more new developments. The proposal to increase bed numbers by four thousand would seriously compromise the status of the
park as a National Park. I would suggest that new bed licences could be granted to existing accommoda ion providers who have the space. For
example lodges, chalets and hotels that currently are licenced for a certain number of beds and bedrooms but do have a loft or study with extra beds,
could be granted extra beds licence. That way they would be operating within the law and would also be contributing with their rates.
Low key camping in the existing campgrounds..Diggings, Island Bend etc is an important park use for people, but the numbers need to be monitored
and perhaps a booking or quota system may have to be introduced.
Helicopter landings should not be part of any tourist plan, nor should vehicle access to Rawsons pass except for emergency.
In addi ion, I have the following specific concerns with the masterplan and discussion paper as they relate to Kosciuszko National Park:
* Carrying capacity – Further work needs to be invested in determining the carrying capacity of the alpine resorts and how it will be increased
sustainably over time. It’s well known to anyone in the region that infrastructure in the resorts is struggling. Transport corridors and carparking is
overwhelmed, runoff / water quality is well below AUS/NZ guideline values and the sewerage treatment plants in all resorts exceed EPA licensed
values multiple imes each year (yuck!).

If the masterplan and the PoM are going to provide for a 40% increase in bed numbers in the alpine resorts then they need to provide a clear plan for
improving infrastructure to meet the increased demand (and the existing demand for that matter – a plan to improve environmental outcomes in the
resorts would be a welcome change). Perhaps bed releases should be staged with associated robust monitoring and reporting to ensure resorts are
ready to cope with the impacts of additional accommodation as it is developed progressively. As an aside, consider piping Perisher sewerage through
the SkiTube tunnel for treatment at Bullocks Flat as was envisaged during construction of the tunnel.

* Biodiversity assessment – The biodiversity assessment that has informed the masterplan seems woeful. As a result, the masterplan nominates some

areas for development which are actually of high biodiversity value or threatened species habitat rather than directing it towards previously disturbed
areas of low biodiversity value. For example, areas surrounding the Thredbo Golf Course, and areas of Perisher containing heath and bog
communi ies. Better assessment needs to inform the masterplan, with the masterplan being varied accordingly. Perhaps sort out the car parking
situa ion in the resorts (with buses and multi-story options) and build on existing car parks instead.

* ‘Activated’ development applications – Striving for administrative efficiency is commendable but this appears to be an excuse to sideline NPWS from
the development assessment process on political grounds and wi h zero evidence hat heir involvement slows he process or stifles development.
NPWS is the environmental custodian of KNP and administers environmental law for the whole of the park (including the alpine resorts). It is the owner
of the land in the alpine resorts, it administers local government functions and laws. I am primarily concerned about poor environmental impact
assessment outcomes, but from a practical perspective, how is NPWS supposed to carry out its landlord and local government responsibilities if his
change to the Alpine SEPP is pursued? Any other local council gets a say about what development happens in its area, even if it isn’t the consent
authority!
So if administra ive efficiency is required, look at reviewing and addressing problems with the whole of the Alpine SEPP rather than ticking this cursory
‘activated DA’ box and leaving the whole SEPP in a mess. Look at exempt and complying development, introduce consistent development control
plans as proposed, but above all keep NPWS in the picture.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:24:17 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Alpine SEPP
A National Park is set aside for Conservation, Education and Recreation and all ac ivities within its boundaries must operate in a sustainable manner.
Our Alpine precincts are already at risk environments. 'Sky Islands’ full of endangered, unique and endemic flora and fauna.
Increasing ‘Carrying Capacity’ eg parking areas, and tourist bed numbers, in the Alpine precincts, without upgrading and expanding the Municipal
services is crea ing an unsustainable recreation/tourism industry. Winter tourism is already ‘at capacity’.
The SAP has put forth lots of development ideas, all of them aimed at pleasing a cashed up, city based, high end client. This is not what the majority of
local Jindabyne residents want. We want to see, long term, economically viable industries being created locally. A place where our children can be
proud to seek employment from. Creating more tourism opportunities only reduces the diversity of employment options in the area, crea ing a
workforce of low paid, transient staff, with nowhere to live, due to the high cost of housing in he cashed up tourist town.
If you want Aspen, move to Aspen.
Alpine precinct.
Increase bed numbers at all resorts.
Object.
The underlying issue constraining an increase in carrying capacity in the Alpine resorts is not based upon parking spaces or available development
sites, it is a matter of the sewerage treatment systems being unable to cope wi h the current daily visitation numbers in winter. The increase in waste
water from a 40% increase in occupancy will demand a huge upgrade and expansion of all waste water treatment plants at all resorts.

Alpine Precinct:
Biodiveristy
Object
Tier 1 and 2 vegetation categories should not come under the decision making process at all. Particularly in areas wi hin the Alpine resorts precincts.
They are classified as Tier 1 & 2 because they are areas of endangered ecological communi ies, they are habitat of Threatened Species and are
already under an enormous amount threat due to larger scale changes to the climate, current development and tourism. Areas which are already
described as disturbed should be he only areas which are considered for new development.
Alpine Precinct:
Thredbo Village East:
Object
The areas highlighted for future carpark development are located on low lying areas of land which are impacted by periodic flooding events. Research
has shown that increased Rain on Snow events will increase the likelihood of flooding to occur. This area has already been shown to be unsuitable for
a Parking lot.
Thredbo Village West:
Object
Thredbo Village west, in the vicinity the golf course is located on Tier 1 vegetation class, meaning it is an area of known Threatened species habitat

and Endangered Ecological communities (Montane Peat Bog).
This Golf course location is also one of Thredbo Villages main defences against bush fire approaching from the west. Its is the Village Asset Protection
Zone. Building here removes the buffer zone of cleared land, and places development in he path of oncoming dominant bushfire fronts.
Alpine Precinct:
Perisher:
Object
I am not sure if any of the SAP planners have spent time in a Perisher winter, but hanging outdoors in a Plaza will only be an option on a very small
percentage of the days/nights each year. (maybe 10%) The wea her is generally windy and very raw. Even during summer the evenings are cold and
often windy/foggy. Pedestrian access around he village is great, if snow is shovelled off the paths each day.
The expanded car park is encroaching into EEC Their 1 (endangered ecological community). This alpine bog and fen is dated at over 10’000 years. It
is home to a variety of threatened species (tier 2).
There have been other areas within he locality put forth as more suitable for car parking. These should be considered prior to damaging EEC
community.
Infill development in previously disturbed areas are a better option than extending a carpark into EEC and further reduce\ing threatened species
habitat.

Alpine Precinct:
Charlottes Pass.
Object
Charlottes Pass is surrounded by EECs, numerous Endangered and Threatened Species. It is an area of high environmental sensitivity and
development of this are should be minimal.
The current Sewerage treatment plant is running at over capacity, and has resulted in numerous serious environmental breaches. Again, the waste
water treatment plant does not allow for an increase in carrying capacity.
The current accomodation sees near to zero occupancy during summer months, and operates at 100% capacity for approx 4-6weeks during winter.
The need to increase the accordion offered at CP is unfounded.
Funding should be spent on upgrading he exis ing accomodation, particularly the heritage Kosciuszko Chalet Hotel, which is in desperate need of
restoration and repair.
Alpine Precinct:
Porcupine Rocks Viewing Deck
Object
The proposed viewing deck is unnecessary due to the natural rock platform provided by the granite outcrops of porcupine rocks. The vicinity to a local
Aboriginal cultural Heritage site, a sacred Monero-Ngarigo Peoples woman site, should also be taken into consideration. The natural outcrop is by far a
better experience than a manmade platform.
Alpine Precinct:
Helicopter transit
Object
Considering the drive from Thredbo to Perisher is only 45minutes, the need for helicopter transfers is a very unsustainable transport method. The flight
path would invariably traverse the areas of the perisher range that are frequented by hose visitors seeking a more natural experience, such as cross
country skiing), and a heli path buzzing overhead would have a huge detrimental effect on that experience.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:20:17 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 08:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file

Submission
Wave pools have proved to be a very profitable business all around the world. They create many jobs and attract many tourists from all over Australia
and around the world.
Switzerland has a very successful wave pool. https://alaiabay.ch/en/
It could also be attached to an aqua ic centre, big gymnasium , restaurants ,cafes car parks and of coarse accommodation. Refer to attached photo
and concept.
Also a bowling alley and mall across from wave pool. Leesville would be he prime loca ion again refer to photo attached.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:42:24 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2602
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I'm a long term user of KNP and have been bushwalking, climbing, fishing, skiing and mountain biking regularly in the park for 30 years. On average I
would spend 2 weeks a year up there. The most important role of KNP is to protect natural heritage. In the long term I believe his requires as many
people as possible to visit and develop an appreciation of the park. The best way of doing this is investing in small scale, low impact infrastructure like
hardened trails, toilets and mountain bike tracks. I think gimmick infrastructure like elevated viewing platforms at Porcupine Rocks and some of the
proposals for developing Yarrangobilly Caves will have a negative impact. Its a National Park not a hotel precinct. I don't think there should be a big
increase in accomoda ion in the park. The Snowy region would benefit more from people staying in Tumut, Adaminaby and Jindi. I think there is scope
for local small businesses to expand guiding and tours in KNP as long as it does not exclude o her visitors from enjoying this wonderful area. Please
focus on maximising people enjoying the park rather than just economic returns.
I know there is a lot of conflict about feral horses. My view is that there is far too many and a large amount of culling is required. Having said this I do
recognise how important horses are to local self identity and heritage. Maybe a compromise would be allowing more commercial and recreational trail
riding in certain areas of the park. Ei her way NPWS needs to spend way more money and place a higher priority on reducing the amount of horses,
deer, dogs, foxes, pigs, cats and wasps in KNP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:04:41 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Heading: Kosciuszko National Park - Resort Staff Housing
Sub Heading: Support wi h conditions
Reference: Master Plan Page 88 Alpine Precinct plus Kosciuszko Plan of Management Amendment
Comment:
I support the increase of beds in he Alpine Resorts but there should be substantial mandatory staff housing beds made available by the respective
resorts.
When you look at the number of seasonal staff employed by the resorts, hey should have sufficient staff beds in the alpine region to support at least
50% of their seasonal staff.
This would also take extra vehicles off the roads in the morning, and realistically, the staff would reinvest their pay packet back into he alpine
businesses including the resorts.
At present the resorts, who are the biggest employers don’t take enough responsibility for heir own seasonal staff in both the alpine and Jindabyne.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:23:24 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Heading: Thredbo Bed Numbers
Sub Heading: Support wi h clarification
Reference: Master Pan Page 90 Alpine Resorts Thredbo plus Kosciuszko Plan of Management Amendment
Comment:
I support the increase of beds in Thredbo to a certain limit.
But……..
• The number of actual beds need to be clarified as he licensed beds is an INACCURATE figure at the moment.
• If you look at the list of most of the smaller licenced apartments, they actually have more beds then they are licensed for.
• These extra beds are also promoted by accommodation re-sellers. Example, a 2 bedroom plus loft licenced for 2 beds, would probably have 6 beds.
This happens on numerous occasions on the apartment list if you care to reference to the numerous accommoda ion re-sellers.
Solution
Get the number correct first so we have no illegal beds, and then see what is left over and build to that capacity.
Who is in the wrong…? It is either the property owners, NPWS or Thredbo, or a combination of them all including a bad system.
Offer Reduced Bed Licence
Offer a once in a lifetime amnesty deal where owners can purchase their proper amount of extra licenses at a once off reduced bargain price. Thredbo
would then receive their annual ongoing bed licence/rates fee per bed.
If owners do not take up the offer, tell them there will be a penalty for each individual offence, meaning they would be paying more in fines per season
than what they would if they pay to have the correct bed licenses to suit their apartment.
Then move forward and work out what other proper ies can be built with the remaining bed numbers.
I disagree with reducing the golf course just to create more development.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:40:35 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Heading: Kosciuszko National Park Bed Increases
Sub Heading: Support wi h conditions
Reference: Master Plan Page 88 Alpine Precinct plus Kosciuszko Plan of Management Amendment
Comment:
I support the increase of beds in he Alpine Resorts
• Thredbo bed numbers need to be clarified as to exactly what is here now before proceeding with the new number. There are inaccurate bed
numbers in Thredbo at present.
• The Perisher bed numbers will only occur if you create any resemblance of a village
• Please make it a priority to finalise a Perisher Head Lease or Appoint an agency immediately.
• An immediate commitment should be announced to upgrade the sewage facilities which might go a long way to appeasing all the opposition who
have concerns for environment and over developing.
• A Perisher car parking solution should also be at the top of the list to fix before 2023 at the latest. That gives you some time to make it happen as I
doubt you could fix it for 2022.
• I support helicopter flights from the resorts within reason, we are a tourist area, let everyone see the mountains. You could cap flights if it is a real
issue.
• Assisted hiking to Kosciuszko by way of 4 wheel drive vehicle on Summit Road should have some caveats so it can’t be abused by any tour
operators if it is to go ahead.
• Parks are for the people, that was he slogan a few years ago.
• For any future development, lets get it all right 110% so there is no further backlash.
• If you were to survey the hundreds of thousands of people who visit for winter, here would be a major majority who support more beds in the alpine.
• The ones who have created all the angst about the SAP, most of them probably have not visited for years, they just like to protest about anything that
disturbs a blade of grass in any Na ional Park.
• I actually doubt many of these bed numbers will ever be taken up in their full capacity.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 9:14:09 PM

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 21:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
WOOLOOWARE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National Park, (KNP) has suffered, and con inues to suffer, more environmental damage than any national park in Australia. Including:
1. Historic clearing, grazing and mining;
2. The escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
3. Destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of he deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
4. Un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
5. Historic and continuing environmental impacts from he resorts;
6. Massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project; and
7. Unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use.
KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national parks in NSW and contains far more accommoda ion than any other national park in Australia, with
10,000 overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These
services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental
damage.
KNP needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan and POM.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 5:35:48 PM
snowy-mountains-sap-feedback.docx

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 17:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne, 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
snowy-mountains-sap-feedback.docx

Submission
Attached are my comments to the SAP draft plan. Please be advised that I would not like my name to be published, however I am happy for my
comments to be published.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy mountains SAP feedback
The purpose of Kosciuszko National Park (herein referred to as KNP) is to conserve and value the unique
Australian alpine region for all Australians. The SAP plan in its current form adds development pressures on
KNP that will exacerbate current problems, instead of finding solutions to reduce and mitigate the threats that
have scarred the landscape. It seems to me the SAP plan aims to transform KNP into a commercial enterprise
targeted to the rich elites.
We all know that KNP has been ravaged by bushfires, and heavily degraded by historic land clearing, grazing
practices, and mining. This is without counting the effects of many invasive weeds and feral animals, including
horses, deer, foxes, pigs, and goats, the large‐scale damage left by Snowy Hydro, or the impact its new iteration
(Snowy 2.0) will have.
It is impossible to return KNP to a pristine landscape, but something can be done to limit further damage and
restore what we can. Here I provide some comments on the SAP draft plan.
Concerns about in‐park activities
‐ Promoting high‐end tourism: this shouldn’t be a priority. Favouring high‐end tourism allows only a few
private owners to profit and increase disparities in the community. A priority should be ensuring existing
facilities are up to standard and are environmentally friendly (the aim should be 100% renewable power
where possible). High‐end resorts should be developed on private land.
‐ Yarrangobilly precinct: upgrades are needed, but the proposed SAP attempts to increase numbers and
create luxury areas that have an unknown environmental impact. Adding gas‐heated onsen huts is not
environmentally friendly. Future development should aim to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, not
increase them, and there should be a focus on minimising land clearing, not increasing it for more
accommodation. Australia already has one of the worst land clearing rates on the planet, and we should
avoid clearing land within a national park.
‐ Building new car parks within the park: if the aim is to be environmentally friendly, and promote
conservation and good habits, why encourage people to use their own vehicles within the park. We should
be reducing emissions and roadkill within the park, not increasing them. There are a few suggestions for
public transport routes in the SAP plan, but these need to be fleshed out better, with this aim in mind.
Involving existing local transport businesses alongside public transport could also be a solution that
supports the community and the environment.
‐ Increasing accommodation on the mountain: increasing capacity for accommodation on the mountain
should not be a goal, upgrading existing facilities should. Existing accommodation is built in very sensitive
ecological areas within the park, and the focus should be on making these as environmentally friendly as
possible. There is no discussion outlined in the plan about how visitor numbers will be managed to minimise
environmental impacts.
‐ Allowing 4WD on parks tracks: Private 4WDs should not be allowed on National Parks trails. They will cause
a lot of environmental damage, such as erosion, habitat destruction, and will significantly increase the cost
of track maintenance. There is no guarantee that drivers will stick to the existing paths, or drive in
appropriate conditions. Management trails are currently used by NPWS personnel, authorised people
carrying out maintenance work, and researchers, who collect invaluable data about the health of KNP.
While this is necessary work, it already carries an impact, and it should be limited where possible.
I have concerns about how NPWS will regulate access to trails and manage compliance considering the
limited resources they have available for such a large area to manage. It will be very easy for non‐compliant
people to drive off trail and cause irreversible damage. This is another proposed activity that will increase
emissions in the park when we have the opportunity to minimise them.

Concerns about Jindabyne town development plans
‐ Housing for residents: I am extremely concerned about housing equality for residents when wealthy buyers
from other areas (specifically Sydney) can outmatch locals in bids on properties. This is not fair on local
residents who have been saving for years for their own home, or who have been renting long‐term and are
forced out of their own property. This is not adequately addressed in the SAP plan. There needs to be a
robust framework presented which details how the issue will be addressed. Allowing too many non‐
residents to buy up the town will essentially wrest a lot of the wealth from the local community, while
increasing the wealth of non‐resident investors.
‐ Building standards: Many buildings being sold do not have appropriate insulation to cope with the
temperature extremes experienced in the region. This should be addressed in the SAP and there should be
incentives for people to build using eco‐friendly solutions and materials. This will improve the comfort and
liveability of existing and new housing and increase the efficiency of heating and cooling homes to reduce
costs and emissions.
Further to the above notes, there is another point I would like to make. For a snow town, besides poor housing
insulation, there are issues with existing infrastructure that need to be addressed. Electricity blackouts with
15 cm of snowfall (next to Australia’s largest hydro‐electricity scheme) are unacceptable. This would be the
time to consider burying power lines in Jindabyne town; there will already be a great amount of work required
for redevelopment, and it might save on maintenance and repair costs in the future.
Suggestions to improve the plan
1. More focus on conserving the environment, ecological restoration, and managing tourism flow.
“Environment” is a word that is used a lot in the SAP plan for the wrong reason. It is used to justify new
development instead of improving conservation and sustainability. Focus on:
a. Restoration of damaged sites
b. Control of feral animals and weeds
c. Promotion of sustainability inside and outside KNP, with a focus on sustainable farming practices
and valuing Aboriginal knowledge in management practices.
2. Include variables of significance in environmental impact assessments
a. Increasing the volume of residents and visitors in the region will have a great environmental impact
which needs to be assessed and addressed.
b. Provide impact assessments supported by data, in a simple and readable format (type of impact,
amount of impact) and refer to the original study for those who wish to read further. This is not
available in the documents that are accessible to the public and would be useful for example in the
interactive map provided. In its current form, information is not transparent, contains excessive
jargon, and is not approachable to readers.
3. Provide a greater focus on how you will ensure housing affordability
a. Provide a clear summary of how existing and long‐term residents will benefit from the new
development plans.
b. Provide information about how you will address housing sustainability. Regulate the purchasing of
properties by non‐resident investors so that local residents are not displaced unfairly (e.g. put a
cap on land acquired by non‐residents).
c. Provide incentives to build environmentally friendly and energy efficient housing.
4. Bury power lines in town
The money available for this plan provides an opportunity to increase the liveability and sustainability of the
region. Let’s ensure this money is invested well to benefit the unique natural environment and community of
the Snowy Mountains, rather than just a few private entities.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:25:01 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2906
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Object
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 2:06:44 PM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 14:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Engadine 2233
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I oppose this development due to the nature in which it detracts from the natural landscape and sets to destroy the current fragile ecosystem.
The purpose of National Parks is to protect our native environment and the fauna that reside there, to educate people of all ages and backgrounds on
the natural landscape that makes up our great land, and to provide retreat and recreation from the everyday world.
Instead, this proposal is set to change the natural environment, as well as restrict the accessibility to only the most elite members of society. Bringing
in large scale gas heaters to raise the temperatures of the natural springs is absurd - this could be achieved on a private property without attacking our
currently protected native landscape. This is without a doubt the most disrespectful use of our National Parks and should be stopped.
On a personal note, I hold an annual pass to NSW National Parks and take great enjoyment in retreating from the modern world into the beauty of
nature. I don't have money to go to fancy retreats on private land, but I am able to take respite walking through the Na ional Parks. If this level of
development was to occur in my local park, the Royal National Park, I would be devastated.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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To:
Cc:
Subject:
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Attachments:
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Submitted on Tue, 10/08/2021 - 15:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Clovelly 2031
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
submission-for-jindabyne-sap-v2.pdf

Submission
See Attached.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

10th August 2021

Submission for Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Like many in Australia I have had a long love affair
with the Snowy Mountains. Living in Jindabyne for my first snow season
I
fell in love with the area and met many of my life long friends in this town. I
continued doing winter seasons for many years. A dream of mine was birthed back
then and continues in the forefront of my mind today, it’s as if its my life’s work to
create what has been in my mind all this time. I have personally been working
towards this for a long time before the The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct was initiated. However, I feel as if the SAP and Master Plan may be the
way to create this and provide what I know will be a perfect development, inline with
all the criteria for the initiative and ticking all the boxes for locals and tourists.
I am in Support for the SAP. Definitely Yes.
This submission is to request that the planning framework, land use and zoning
identifies in the Master Plan for the Catalyst & Alpine Precincts the use of water:
Access to water, and a water allocation for the use and re-use of water from inflow
rivers or Lake Jindabyne. Particularly the Western Lake Jindabyne Sub-Precinct
SP3. Maybe also the Alpine areas depending on site suitability.
The Master Plan suggests that developments should enable and promote tourism
attractions such as; A golf course, Conference facilities, and Health & wellness
facilities. Our request is that you ensure that a Bathhouse/Onsen and Spa style
experience is included as part of the Health & Wellness sector in the Master Plan.
As outlined above I have been looking into and researching the way to provide this
type of experience with minimal impact in this area for decades. I have a wonderful
vision and I look forward to presenting a proposal at the next stage.
I have made this submission very basic, purely to request that natural water is able
to be accessed and used and re-used as part of a development application. Please
contact me for further discussion.
I would very much appreciate being contacted and kept in the loop with
developments.
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noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
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Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 14:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Orange NSW 2800
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am a year-round user of KNP and strongly object to he plan on environmental, social, cultural and economic grounds. Threats to the pristine and
unique nature of the Park are already manifesting themselves - climate change, visitor volumes, energy, waste and water management are but a few
examples - and this planned grow h would undoubtedly 'destroy the goose that lays the golden egg'. KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs
better protection, not fur her damage through he inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan and POM. Further, it needs to remain under
the auspices of the Environment Minister rather han the Deputy Premier. This dash for cash is bo h opportunitis ic and ill-informed and needs to be
halted immediately.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file

Submission
Please see attached comments.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Roads








Connector Rd (bypass) won’t fix the traffic congestion in Jindabyne. The town is a destination &
the traffic is coming here & stay within the town/surrounds.
The closing of streets for pedestrian only access is not solving the traffic congestion, its only
adding to the problem.
What about the elderly/disabled/limited mobility people? Will there be electric
scooters/carts/mobility scooters for these residents?
Planting grass/trees along Kosciuszko Road & Connector Road looks attractive but is it really
practical? How will theses plants be watered, weeded, trimmed & generally cared for? Will it
become the responsibility of the Snowy Monaro Regional Council? This council can not even
manage/maintain the assets they currently have!
Native vegetation needs to be planted due to the fact it is hard to grow plants here. Natives will
survive, require less water & are endemic to the landscape.
How will these two access roads (Kosciuszko Road & Connector Road) cope with even higher
volumes of traffic?

Car parking



Car parking has not been addressed in the plan.
There should be new car parks for the ski resorts. The need to invest in other less destructive
solutions to solve the transport issue. The ski resorts need to become responsible & fund shuttle
service to their resorts. The tax payer is not here to prop up privately operated/owned
companies.

Infrastructure




There should no expansion of the ski resorts boundaries as they cannot look after what they
already have. They are not responsible.
Everyone needs to work together to preserve the environment as that is one of the biggest
drawcards to the Snowy Mountains.
Best environmental practices need to be adhered to by all agencies.

5‐6 Storey buildings




This size building will block views, access, shade other building, create wind tunnels & be
unsightly.
Want to make sure that the town fits into the landscape.
Open/green spaces need to be large to compensate for the smaller block sizes & the high
volume of people living in high rise apartments.

NPWS




Don’t destroy our national park by changing the legislation to make development easy within
the national park. This legislation exists to protect this area for all to enjoy.
Visitors come here to experience the ski resorts within the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) but
visitors also come to explore KNP outside the ski resorts.
Need to protect the native flora & fauna.
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
3910
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It is important for camp grounds to be accessible and low cost so everyone nomatter there finatial wealth.
People need assess to create conection and love for nature
This park needs to be protected and kept the way it is Commercialisation of the campground would spoil a beautiful, natural campground on the
Snowy River.
The campground should be managed by NPWS, maintaining control in the interests of the public to ensure the trees stay full and safe. If this land is
leased or private enterprise, the land will be exploited.
It is essen ial that flexible, free, public access to the river is maintained for whitewater paddlers.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the proposals due to the following reasons:
- Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park, not ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’- this precious ecosystem won’t
continue to bounce back, nor is it doing so now. Further development will be detrimental.
- National Parks are first and foremost for conservation and low-impact recreation, and these purposes shouldn’t be ignored in favour of the
commercial interests of expanding tourism and making it year-round instead of seasonal
- The proposals to massively increase beds within the park and the infrastructure that will go along with it (sewage treatment and car parks, for
example), haven’t properly considered the environmental impact that would have
- The privatisation of recreation in the park is grossly unsustainable, things like private 4WD access and helicopter access within the park prioritise
‘high end’ visitors
- Plans to build bathhouses at Yarrangobilly and raise the water temperature are harmful and concerning, given the historical significance of the site.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:41:47 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Leave he lake and idea of West Jindabyne alone … continue to develop for residential between Alpine way, the back of Barry way and towards East
Jindabyne but don’t touch he west so we still have country to look at and natural lake and beaches on the west. Upgrade town - we need another
supermarket or similar especially in the busy winter season. Need expansion of commercial/ properties like Leesville so we can attract more industry,
trades and wholesale stores. Love the bypass idea and moving the school- uni- tafe out onto more land.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:22:58 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Elanora Heights
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Jindabyne is he adventure capital of Australia, however the infrastructure and accommodation is falling behind this tag.
Thredbo works as a 12 month destination for adventure and a small amount of access wider of the resort on both sides would really help place it as a
exceptional 12 mon h resort.
Perisher is so different almost like a big brother that has lost its way. It has no village atmosphere, lack of parking to accommodate its size, and a head
lease that is attached to a govt department NSW National parks, that should be managing the 97% of the park that isn't Thredbo, Perisher or
Charlottes pass. They could be part of a committee that manages the resorts that is made up from representives of NSW National Parks, NSW Govt,
Local Business, Local community and as a combined group make decisions based on their experiences for he resort areas.
Could perisher be joined to charlottes pass wi h a couple of ski lifts?
Jindabyne Lake is beautiful and more effort should be made to create a big look out above East Jindabyne, as everyone that visits Jindabyne, talks
about the experience they have when he come around the corner and the Lake appears for the first time when driving from Berridale. The Lake
access to a boardwalk with cafes and restaurants even small amount of shop top accommodation over looking he lake, if snowy hydro could be hat
kind to allow the Jindabyne caravan park to be turned into a world class facility. Boats could access this in summer and encourage a great summer
experience to support the small and medium businesses in the area.
Could a wet bridge or a beautiful span bridge be built for East Jindabyne and Tyrolean village to access Jindabyne by bike.
This is a big call however could one of the closer islands be cleared and even be landscape wi h seats and bbqs for boats to go to and use through he
summer.
Could the hardware store or School building gym if they are get ing moved get remodeled into indoor skateboard, scooter, snowboard and ski wheeled
ramps, trampoline area to be used year round.
More restaurants need a sunset view of he lake, siesta villa has probably one of the best outlooks and hat is sad as we need more restaurants with
better views of the lake and the mountain setting.
How can you get Queensland and South Australian people to fly to Jindabyne?
Horizons can't manage all this traffic, we need a purpose built resort that has drying rooms washing machines and adventure style design
accommodation, learning from some of the best destinations around the world.
We need more Aboriginal names, signs and information around the area to help acknowledge where this land has developed from.
If we can be allowed to Get Perisher and Charlotte pass running year round with lake access with the correct infrastructure that flows and draws you
down to the water and the views beyond it.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:40:08 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2611
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please leave Yarrangobilly alone. What you are proposing is elitist. And terrible to the environment.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 3:07:27 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wagga Wagga
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Koscisuzko National Park is a unique ecosystem in the Australian context, and is special to many people, myself included, because of it. The
environment is uniquely sensitive, and uniquely challenged by the hreats of climate change, with vegetation succession and weather changes likely to
exacerbate this fur her. It is also uniquely placed as he homeland of winter sports in Australia, a valuable activity that also requires careful
management. Finally, it has significant economic value, not just from tourism and skiing, but also due to the water storage and hydroelectic systems it
contains.
Kosciuszko National Park is characterised by the nexus between Industry (eg tourism, resources, water, electricity) and the environment. Although it
lies in the regions, the management of this ecosystem needs to be done with a clear understanding and vision of the demands of planning, industry
and environment. Its significance and value transcends the regions; the issues it faces go well beyond the regions (I say this as a regional resident
with a strong understanding of the issues we face in regions). The notion of making the Dept of Regional NSW he 'lead agency' for KNP is short
sighted, and fundamentally undermines the notion that some places and industries within the regions are important for the whole nation. As a regional
resident, I am eternally frustrated by the city-dominated politics of our nation; We are continually overlooked on many fronts. Moving the management
of Kosciuszko into the regional portfolio fur her compounds this issue and undermines the value and voices of regional Australia. Where issues that
are relevant on a nationwide scale are located in regional Australia, such as the management of Kosciuszko National Park, their management must
reflect his; the regional voices are important, as a part of the mix. Placing this firmly within the portfolio of planning, industry and environment gives
prominence and value to his issue that is situated in a regional setting but significant to all.
The fundamental challenge of managing an environment such as Kosciuszko National Park is the need to balance competing perspectives and values.
The unique heritage, economic and environmental value of Kosciuszko National Park presents a particular management challenge. I fundamentally
believe hat he sole purpose for government is to promote the national interest - the tension then lies between short term economic value and long
term environmental value. As the overseers of this fragile ecosystem, the government has an inherent and fundamental responsibility to ensure the
National Park continues to exist in a healthy state for future generations. Our grandchildren and great grandchildren have the right to encounter the
wonder of the Australian Alps; they will be living in a time different to our own, and will unlikely forgive moves to exploit ecosystems for short term
economic gain when they are dealing with he consequences of this exploita ion. Thus, it is critical that the guiding principal of management is long
term nature conservation rather than short term, short sighted business opportunities.
Thank you for your consideration,

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:53:05 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2570
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
LEAVE KOSCIUSZKO ALONE!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:58:38 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2121
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is a beautiful land that shouldn’t be destroyed
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 7:05:38 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 19:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Hampstead Gardens 5086
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
NO to the proposed Plan.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 4:09:34 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 15:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file

Submission
file uploaded
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Level 4, 76 Morgan St
WAGGA WAGGA
NSW, 2650

Thankyou for the opportunity to contribute to the Draft Masterplan for the Jindabyne Special
Activation Precinct. I would like to highlight a couple of items of importance to me as a resident of
Jindabyne.
Firstly, I support and endorse the development of the Adventure Park. This will be the catalyst for
the growth of the town into a year round world class tourism destination. I agree it needs to be well
built, have Mountain Bike riding at its heart, but cater to variety of outdoor pursuits and interests
similar to Queenstown in New Zealand.
Secondly, I want there to be an integrated set of walking and bike riding paths to connect town to
the other areas. A map showing all trails including in the town itself, and a priority and timing on
each would be very useful. Specifically, I seek a connection from town along the Barry Way up to and
including the Bungarra Mountain Bike. I, my family, and my visitors use the Bungarra facility and it’s
a tremendous asset for the town. This needs to be planned and built as a priority to make better use
of what we already have available.
Also, this bike path should integrate with the Adventure Park to give an alternative bike access to the
proposed Adventure Park.
Thirdly, I have been advised by Bungarra Alpine Centre that it intends to establish a Mountain Bike
Training Academy. I totally support this, and it should be shown in the masterplan. Having qualified
guides available to operate in the existing and future bike businesses, and indeed to professionally
train our children can only be a good thing for the community. Bungarra operating such a facility
would compliment the work it already does in assisting to train the many hundreds of young
residents of Jindabyne, and in fact may provide a great outdoors local career for some of the young
people who grow up here. Obviously, access by road over Bungarra Lane as a public road, and a new
bike trail from town would compliment this major step up proposed by Bungarra.
Can I please ask you to include these in the final report. Timing for each is critical to avoid the
Masterplan turning into a “binder on the shelf”.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 7:09:47 PM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 19:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Cook 2614
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object to the proposal to privatise Island Bend as an exclusive paid camping site privately run within the Kosciusko National Park. This
excellent campsite should remain free and accessible to all instead of an elite few. We the people are the custodians of the national parks, not private
enterprise. Having camped here many times when travelling through to undertake numerous outdoor activities in he national park, I strongly object to
its commercialisation and request that it remain free for all to use.
Thankyou.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 3:40:25 PM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 15:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
TACOMA
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
KNP is under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP cannot sustain any further assaults. It needs better
protection, not fur her damage through he inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan and POM.
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awai ing a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are gazetted for the
protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recrea ional and commercial activities may be appropriate in
national parks, but only where they are consistent wi h the core conservation objectives of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal,
national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so many environmental issues, let’s not
add over development of KNP hose failures.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:46:19 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Roseville 2069
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission

I
strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of
interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:12:54 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Greensborough 3088
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Unnatural and unnecessary to ruin this beautiful landscape. It is already a feature without any developments on it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:42:30 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Parking
Reference - various master plan + study documents
Retail Parking - at present parking on the streets within Jindabyne township plus parking for businesses + staff working within CBD are at full capacity.
There is barely enough parking now for patrons, staff of retail shops + offices.
Do not remove parking unless you can provide a suitable alternative with increased capacity.
It should be mandatory that any new residential or tourist accommodation built with Jindabyne township be fully self sufficient with heir own parking.
Jindabyne streets cannot cope with any infill development where more cars will be parked on the streets. It's a nightmare now!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:47:57 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Thredbo 2625
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Subject: Submission Suppor ing the SM SAP Master Plan and PoM Amendments.

To: Manager, NPWS Planning Evaluation and Assessment; Executive Director, DPIE Key Sites and Regional Assessments

CC: Hon. Deputy Premier John Barilaro, Hon. Mat hew Kean, Minister for Energy and Environment

We appreciate your work to date releasing the Snowy Mountains Special Activa ions Precinct Plan and related Plan of Management Amendments for
exhibition.

was excited to see the SAP’s plans to improve access to the Alpine Resorts, which will ensure
that they remain premier destinations for Alpine Tourism over he life of he SAP. Alpine Resorts were created within the National Park to ensure that
ac ivities are concentrated in appropriate places and managed in an environmentally sustainable way that is compatible with the goals of the Park.

I believe that the draft SAP and PoM amendments reinforce these objectives. The only way that we can protect our park and environment is to share
its attributes with Australian and international visitors, and the plan will ensure that this can happen in a sustainable way with acceptable impacts on
the community of Jindabyne and the National Park. Ensuring that these areas, which form less than 1% of he National Park are well supported to
meet demand will improve the experience of visitors, boost the reputation of the region, and ensure that the broader park can con inue to be protected.

Implementing he SAP Master Plan and engaging with the Alpine Resorts will ensure that they can sustainably meet the demands of visitors by putting
accommodation where people want to stay, addressing road conges ion, and investing in climate-change adaptation. All these actions will support he
future of the Snowy Mountains Region throughout the life of the SAP and assist in the recovery of a region that has been challenged by bushfire and
two-years of COVID-19 related closures.

For the reasons above, I urge you to continue to develop the SAP Master Plan and support the Snowy Mountains through its implementation.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 7 August 2021 10:03:52 AM

Submitted on Sat, 07/08/2021 - 10:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
SOUTH DURRAS
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
A natural & pristine habitat is priceless, god given landscape. Just add a commercial enterprise & what are we left wi h? Do 4 wheel drive vehicles
replace "brumbies"? Little by little parts of our land & unique places are CANCEROUSLY swallowed whole. How GREEDY do some become?
I say NO, NO & NO to this idea of development or change.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:50:57 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Brisbane
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The park does need a make over but it should not be marked towards “high end customers”
Don’t take away camping
Don’t let helicopters come up and spoil the serenity
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:00:57 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
4573
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Protect Kosciusko! It doesn't need development in remote areas. Keep this place special. There's already plenty of accommodation options in the ski
townships/zones...develp these to be year round options.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 2:05:18 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 14:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the proposed plan to commercialise and develop Island Bend.
Island Bend is a beautiful natural campground much loved my myself and many o her locals I know, just as it is.
It is an important access point for white water kayakers and canoeists.
In my opinion it is being very well managed by NPWS who have managed to strike a balance between the uses and needs of tourists, locals whilst
protecting this important native ecosystem.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:38:12 PM
sap-submission---east-jindabyne-sub-precinct.docx

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne, 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
sap-submission---east-jindabyne-sub-precinct.docx

Submission
Submission relates to: Jindabyne Grow h Precinct – East Jindabyne Sub-Precinct
Sub Heading: Reserved Support for “East Jindabyne - Alterna ive Plan”
Comment:
It is noted that the Draft Master Plan now includes the East Jindabyne – Alterna ive Plan and this has highlighted and included many of the suggested
made by JERCs in the consultative meetings. A summary of our suggestions and proposed changes are included in my submission below.
1. Objective: Create a year-round residential village-like zone with high quality amenities and which is specifically designed to serve the needs of
permanent residents.
2. Why? To cater for the stable population of business owners that are needed for the SAP process to deliver the planned growth outcomes. This
entails:
a. Large, single-dwelling blocks
b. Incorporating lifestyle features
c. Disconnecting work life from leisure time
d. Family-centred village design
e. To build and maintain a stable and cohesive community, including both old and young.
3. How to achieve it?
a. Larger lots, lower density,
b. Height limits
c. Protection of lake views
d. Maximise lake access
e. Contiguous green space
f. Road (Jerrara Drive and highway) infrastructure to support
g. Set aside area and housing for senior long-term residents in their twilight years
4. Benefits to the investors and the community
a. High-value real estate for developers to maximise profit
b. Stable and happy community that sustains he town’s growth
c. Distinct niche in residential market for permanent residents
Proposed changes to current proposed plan (Plan A or B)
Layout
o Replace rabbit warren street layout, fragmented green space and building interrupted views of mountains and lake with a broad ridge-top parkland
that is contiguous with lakeside park
o Ring road on the edge of he development
o Restrict new residences to the flanks of the ridge to north and south but not at the front
Road access
o Intersection with highway will need major upgrade
o Internal link road through to Rainbow Drive needed to cater for extra traffic and fire safety
Mixture of housing types

o Single dwelling, family homes on larger lots in Area 4A
o Townhouses in higher areas (4B), on smaller lots and perhaps under Strata title, e.g. to allow larger setbacks and shared green spaces, parking etc.
o Set aside an area near foreshore and park with lake views and close to hub facili ies as an over 70’s retirement housing.
Sports field with community centre in lakeside park
Strong DCP with requirements for height limits, scenic protection, setbacks, off-road parking, low impact lighting, building codes, etc

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:41:50 PM
sap-submission---western-precinct.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne, 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
sap-submission---western-precinct.pdf

Submission
SAP Submission - Western Precinct.pdf
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:51:04 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Denistone 2114
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission

I have major reservations about opening
up KNP and Perisher to greater numbers of visitors. The infrastructure to manage such things as sewage treatment, roads, parking, garbage are
barely able to cope at the present time let alone opening up to thousands more per day. Climate change is making pressures on the park more
frequent and constant: fires, drought, snowgum dieback, feral horse, pig and deer damage. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative
could be more sensitive to these pressures of maintaining the natural environment while providing for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko
National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:57:40 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2620
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to developing he snowy mountains area, Kosciusko national park, we need to maintain and protect it for future generations to enjoy and use,
already too much of the area has be closed off from public use, please reconsider this plan
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:25:31 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2570
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am shocked by the narcissistic, self centred, short sighted, opportunistic gall of his proposal. It seems that attitudes and agendas are now clearly on
display in the daylight so all can see and judge.
This Na ional Park is not yours to sell. As are all Na ional Parks.
It was and is to be treasured and loved and cared for and enjoyed by all as a place to go to for nurture and peace for all generations.
It is not, nor should it ever be an additional plaything for the rich and entitled. Everyone is welcome but on the same terms and without special
privileges for a few that damage the environment.
Every rock, every tree, every bush, every wild flower, every flowing creek is precious and deserve our commitment to care for every part of his very
special and beautiful place.
Nei her you nor anyone have the mandate to do what you plan.
It is vile as are the people who propose this.
I can only share my strong feelings and I have a vote.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 6 August 2021 5:35:40 PM

Submitted on Fri, 06/08/2021 - 17:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2287
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file

Submission
Dear Sir/madam
The alpine area of australia is unqiue and needs protecting from too much human impact. Thus I disagree with his proposal for development

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 3:44:43 PM

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 15:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Dee Why 2099
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This draft master plan is an absolute disaster. The pressures of development on the pristine and finely balanced ecosystems will be irreversible and an
unmitigated disaster. The Snowy Mountains should be protected for its environmental values not turned into a money making tourist centre. These
regions are becoming more and more precious as population increases and it is up to this generation to protect it for all future generations. The right to
enjoy these unspoilt natural environments must be maintained for everyone into the future, not just for money making entrepreneurs and the wealthy,
for a short term benefit. Look at Byron Bay for goodness sake - Loved to Dea h. Don't let this happen again, preserve he wilderness.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 28 July 2021 10:46:37 PM

Submitted on Wed, 28/07/2021 - 22:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First
Roberta
Last name
Worsley
I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I wish to acknowledge the commitment to the large green spaces as indicated on he maps at number 14.
This maintains views and lake access for he current homes surrounding he lake foreshore along Kunama Drive.
This cannot be compromised.
It provides for continued and essential recreational use.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 12:58:19 PM

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 12:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2515
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
There is already too development in Kosciuzsko NP. This is a pristine wilderness not a resort for he elite. There is already enough stress on the eco
system from feral animals, invasive weeds.
Please do not fly commercial helicopters into the park and do not expand the capacity of accommoda ion.
Pleases remove the protection of feral animals. they do not belong here.
Do not reopen the road to he summit. That will spoil the trek for far more people then it could possibly benefit.
It's just beyond belief hat at this moment in history anything is being considered apart from preserving this unique environment.
I guess this is just greed for a few at the expensive of us all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:50:16 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3088
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:59:37 PM
kosciuszko-national-park-submission.docx

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bermagui. 2546
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
kosciuszko-national-park-submission.docx

Submission
Please see attachment.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

KOSCIUSZKO NATIONAL PARK SUBMISSION

I have been visiting Kosciuszko National Park for nearly sixty years. I am dismayed at the proposal to further develop the
National Park and change the State Government department which manages it.
Surely it is our responsibility to pass any State asset onto future generations in as good or better condition than when
we received it. The proposals being canvassed certainly do not ensure that outcome. The short sighted nature of them
displays no empathy by the proposer of the unique, fragile and wilderness qualities of Kosciuszko National Park. It
seems to be development at any cost with the long term ramifications not even considered.

To increase bed numbers in Kosciuszko National Park by the number proposed shows it’s
now all about money and development and no longer about what is in the best interests of Kosciuszko National Park
and those who visit it for both recreation and spirit rejuvenation.
The proposal to relocate the management of Kosciuszko National Park away from the Department of Environment to
Regional Affairs will ensure the same catastrophic outcome for Kosciuszko National Park will occur as when the feral
horse issue management was moved. Promises, back flips, misinformation, undue influence from vested commercial
interests have all been served while the best outcome for Kosciuszko National Park is sadly neglected. It is a National
Park, it is neither a theme park nor a paddock. Why can’t it be responsibly managed so that future generations will
continue to appreciate it as a jewel in the NSW National Park system?

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 28 July 2021 4:50:04 PM

Submitted on Wed, 28/07/2021 - 16:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Paterson NSW 2421
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I would like to express my general support for the alterna ive plan for East Jindabyne. The proposal does an excellent job of addressing preservation of
the environment and providing for useful public space. However it provides only limited space for residential development which I fear will once again
only be for exclusive residential housing. I have yet to see a proposal which adequately provides for enough residential housing in the area which
doesn't just cater for wealthy tourists, but also a permanent residential population who work in the region.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Thursday, 22 July 2021 6:33:39 PM

Submitted on Thu, 22/07/2021 - 18:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Paterson
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Overall I feel the draft master plan does a reasonably thorough job of addressing most of the environmental planning and development issues which
have left his region lagging well behind other areas in Australia and overseas for decades. However it still seems that the issue of providing adequate
housing for permanent residents is far from acceptable. The proposed future development of the region is going to require a larger year round,
permanent workforce to build, run and maintain Jindabyne, Thredbo, Perisher etc, yet there still seems to be little in the way of planning for future
residential housing in Jindabyne, which is currently under huge pressure.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:03:47 PM
sap-submission- topics.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
sap-submission- topics.pdf

Submission
Catalyst Precinct
Jindabyne Town Center & Foreshore
We are a country town, not a “Alpine Village” or a city. We would like to retain the open spaces and the lake and mountain vistas. Development &
planning should be focused on the newly released Snowy Hydro land.
We do not want mul i story buildings, we need to maintain a country town feel.
My main concern is the ability of he SAP to override the current LEP and the associated protec ions that it carries. The LEP should be reviewed,
however giving the SAP the power to change the land zoning to rush projects through is not the answer.
I do not see the problem with the connectivity to the lake. People can already access the lake. Pedestrian access could be improved with a couple of
under/ overpasses across the Kosciuszko road. As it is, everyone can enjoy the vistas of the lake. I think you may forget that the lake is an operational
lake managed by Snowy Hydro. They are bound by complicated legislation and the lake levels fluctuate within a season. The foreshore should remain
untouched and open for everyone to enjoy not to be commercialised.
Do not build along Kosciuszko road in front of the original town centre, or Nuggets Crossing. I don't understand where you think people will park.
Mitre 10 should never have been approved to be built in town.
School site
This site should either remain as the primary school or be retained as civic & community buildings. When the demountable buildings are removed
there will be open spaces for he community to enjoy.
The site should not be developed as residential & tourist accommodation in apartment style dwellings. Why cram more buildings into an already
congested part of town with the unrealistic ideology that people will “park and walk”! Definitely object to multi story buildings. This will completely block
out any views currently enjoyed by may long term residents.
What does mixed use development actually mean?
This would be an ideal spot for aged care facilities if not used as a primary school. The surplus land at the church sites identified are not large enough
for future grow h.
Jindabyne Foreshore

The lake foreshore is primarily owned by Snowy Hydro. It is an operational lake and the lake levels rise and fall. Development of the foreshore should
only be for beautification not commercial interests. It is the space that people enjoy.
The caravan park location is perfect for tourists in summer and winter. Many families have made the park a holiday destination for generations. It is
unfair to cater only for the high end tourist dollar. The town should not become an elitist town. The park caters for people from all walks of life and
should remain as such.
Multi story buildings should not be built on he lake blocking the view of many.
Have you ever seen jindabyne when the lake level is low with a gale force wind?
The Clay Pit area or Pooh Bay are popular swimming, boating recreation areas. Money would be better invested here rather than the proposed site.
The current LEP part 7.6 has the lake foreshore as a scenic protection area. This special protection should remain in future LEP’s as it is the beauty of
the lake that attracts many people to the area.
Changing the Kosciuszko road to a single lane road is not an improvement. It is more important to beautify the foreshore rather than the road.
Infill development
I hope the medium scale Tourist accommodation on McLure Circuit is not on the lake side of the road.
What does “ low rise attached dwellings and walk up apartments” mean for Park Rd? I am not in favour of apartments at the school site.
What does “mixed use development” mean for Thredbo Terrace?
Southern Connector Road
Why is this only a two-lane road?
The western approach seems hat it would not address the existing traffic flow issues. Maybe an extension (split road) connecting the Alpine Way may
alleviate some of he issues.
Mountain Bike Adventure Park
Wow, this is a large area of land for a Mountain Bike & Adventure Park. Is this proposed park a commercial venture? Will the people of Jindabyne be
able to afford using it?
It is allocating a large portion of land that may be suitable for pockets of residential accommodation.
I agree that the Alpine Heritage Centre would be suited to this area. Maybe even a dedicated section for aged care.
Western Lake Jindabyne
This area is currently the view everyone enjoys when they round the bend above East Jindabyne on the approach to Jindabyne. To develop this area
would detract from what attracts people to he area.
The rural vista should be retained and land zoning should not be amended by he SAP.

Jindabyne Growth Precinct
Town Center Grow h
Please do not further develop this area. It already has a diversity of dwelling types and sizes for both residential & tourist uses.
It is a country town, why add to the already congested streets? Long term residents do not want to be hemmed in by mul i story apartments.
The Jindabyne West area should be the focus of future housing needs.
What does the shared path mean for Park road?
Please don’t try and change the feel of he town by adding high rise buildings and extensive lake foreshore development. That is unwelcomed by the
majority of the community.
Invest in and improve town infrastructure as a first priority.
Jindabyne West
This is the area that should be focused on for all accommodation needs - residential, staff & tourists.
When developing, retain open spaces and don't build on top of one ano her -retain a country town feel not postage stamp sized blocks. Plan for wider
streets.
Development in this area will alleviate some of he overcrowding issues in the main part of town.
Could also be a poten ial site for an aged care facility.
Overall I am very disappointed that the whole plan is focused on building multi story buildings throughout he town and squeezing everything on top of
one another. We want Jindabyne to retain the country town feel, not a city in the country.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Catalyst Precinct
Jindabyne Town Center & Foreshore
1. We are a country town, not a “Alpine Village” or a city. We would like to retain the open
spaces and the lake and mountain vistas. Development & planning should be focused
on the newly released Snowy Hydro land.
2. We do not want multi story buildings, we need to maintain a country town feel.
3. My main concern is the ability of the SAP to override the current LEP and the associated
protections that it carries. The LEP should be reviewed, however giving the SAP the
power to change the land zoning to rush projects through is not the answer.
4. I do not see the problem with the connectivity to the lake. People can already access the
lake. Pedestrian access could be improved with a couple of under/ overpasses across
the Kosciuszko road. As it is, everyone can enjoy the vistas of the lake. I think you may
forget that the lake is an operational lake managed by Snowy Hydro. They are bound by
complicated legislation and the lake levels fluctuate within a season. The foreshore
should remain untouched and open for everyone to enjoy not to be commercialised.
5. Do not build along Kosciuszko road in front of the original town centre, or Nuggets
Crossing. I don't understand where you think people will park.
6. Mitre 10 should never have been approved to be built in town.
School site
1. This site should either remain as the primary school or be retained as civic & community
buildings. When the demountable buildings are removed there will be open spaces for
the community to enjoy.
2. The site should not be developed as residential & tourist accommodation in apartment
style dwellings. Why cram more buildings into an already congested part of town with the
unrealistic ideology that people will “park and walk”! Definitely object to multi story
buildings. This will completely block out any views currently enjoyed by may long term
residents.
3. What does mixed use development actually mean?
4. This would be an ideal spot for aged care facilities if not used as a primary school. The
surplus land at the church sites identified are not large enough for future growth.

Jindabyne Foreshore
1. The lake foreshore is primarily owned by Snowy Hydro. It is an operational lake and the
lake levels rise and fall. Development of the foreshore should only be for beautification
not commercial interests. It is the space that people enjoy.
2. The caravan park location is perfect for tourists in summer and winter. Many families
have made the park a holiday destination for generations. It is unfair to cater only for the
high end tourist dollar. The town should not become an elitist town. The park caters for
people from all walks of life and should remain as such.
3. Multi story buildings should not be built on the lake blocking the view of many.
4. Have you ever seen jindabyne when the lake level is low with a gale force wind?
5. The Clay Pit area or Pooh Bay are popular swimming, boating recreation areas. Money
would be better invested here rather than the proposed site.
6. The current LEP part 7.6 has the lake foreshore as a scenic protection area. This
special protection should remain in future LEP’s as it is the beauty of the lake that
attracts many people to the area.
7. Changing the Kosciuszko road to a single lane road is not an improvement. It is more
important to beautify the foreshore rather than the road.
Infill development
1. I hope the medium scale Tourist accommodation on McLure Circuit is not on the lake
side of the road.
2. What does “ low rise attached dwellings and walk up apartments” mean for Park Rd? I
am not in favour of apartments at the school site.
3. What does “mixed use development” mean for Thredbo Terrace?
Southern Connector Road
1. Why is this only a two-lane road?
2. The western approach seems that it would not address the existing traffic flow issues.
Maybe an extension (split road) connecting the Alpine Way may alleviate some of the
issues.
Mountain Bike Adventure Park

1. Wow, this is a large area of land for a Mountain Bike & Adventure Park. Is this proposed
park a commercial venture? Will the people of Jindabyne be able to afford using it?
2. It is allocating a large portion of land that may be suitable for pockets of residential
accommodation.
3. I agree that the Alpine Heritage Centre would be suited to this area. Maybe even a
dedicated section for aged care.
Western Lake Jindabyne
1. This area is currently the view everyone enjoys when they round the bend above East
Jindabyne on the approach to Jindabyne. To develop this area would detract from what
attracts people to the area.
2. The rural vista should be retained and land zoning should not be amended by the SAP.

Jindabyne Growth Precinct
Town Center Growth
1. Please do not further develop this area. It already has a diversity of dwelling types and
sizes for both residential & tourist uses.
2. It is a country town, why add to the already congested streets? Long term residents do
not want to be hemmed in by multi story apartments.
3. The Jindabyne West area should be the focus of future housing needs.
4. What does the shared path mean for Park road?
5. Please don’t try and change the feel of the town by adding high rise buildings and
extensive lake foreshore development. That is unwelcomed by the majority of the
community.
6. Invest in and improve town infrastructure as a first priority.
Jindabyne West
1. This is the area that should be focused on for all accommodation needs - residential,
staff & tourists.
2. When developing, retain open spaces and don't build on top of one another -retain a
country town feel not postage stamp sized blocks. Plan for wider streets.

3. Development in this area will alleviate some of the overcrowding issues in the main part
of town.
4. Could also be a potential site for an aged care facility.
Overall I am very disappointed that the whole plan is focused on building multi story buildings
throughout the town and squeezing everything on top of one another. We want Jindabyne to
retain the country town feel, not a city in the country.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:33:51 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Blaxland 2774
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission

I strongly endorse
the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct
initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way
that provides for improved use and enjoyment of he Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:06:50 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission
I would like to express my concern of the rushed, ambitious and arrogant nature of this SAP, especially given hat it was decided to encompass the
Kosciuszko National Park and proposes significant changes to the current KNP PoM and planning responsibilities and approval processes.
Whilst I have given considered thought and provided constructive submissions in relation to all of the individual areas within the SAP, I hold serious
concern that an incessant push by commercial and political interests who seek to gain increased visita ion to an already busy national park will be
dicta ing developments within the park with scant attention to nature conservation, landscape, and heritage values for which the park was dedicated.
There are numerous areas within his SAP that talk about infrastructure upgrades and community services, which need to occur in this area. This
should not be used as a carrot to entice fast tracked development of he community for the pure pursuit of tourism dollars and increased state revenue.
While we all understand that tourism is a major contributor to the areas economy, I feel that this SAP seeks to make Jindabyne and the Snowy
Mountains a one trick pony based purely on this tourism economy.
Not only is hat viewpoint incredibly short sighted, it's also fraught wi h concern that when we suffer hrough similar circumstances like the 2019/2020
Bushfires and the recent 2 winters of travel restrictions, we are left with a local economy that stagnates and has a nasty flow on effect to our
community.
Fur hermore, I encourage you to see past the dollar signs and remind everyone in the State Government and he planning department hat we are
custodians of this precious land. It is not merely a unique playground to be made comfortable for the well heeled tourists.
The rugged wilderness of this park needs to be preserved.
This mountain range is the birthplace of 3 of Australias most important rivers, is one of the only places on our dry continent where it snows regularly
until hat too is impacted by climate change and is a UNESCO-MAB Biosphere Reserve and part of he National Heritage Listed Australian Alps
National Parks and Reserves that requires our fervent protec ion well past our lifetime.
I would dread to think that you would rush through development pathways without giving serious considera ion to the impact on an already impacted
national park.

I certainly hope that you take the communities submissions seriously and make the appropriate changes to the Master Plan draft as well as
recommenda ions to secure the environmental protec ions and security of one of Australia's most unique places for the next 40 years.
Please don't allow Kosciuszko National Park to be loved to death"
Funding
The government should identify precisely how much of the $4.2 billion Snowy Hydro Fund is being used to fund the SAP. Otherwise, there can be no
way for the community to know if it's get ing value for money.
Public Interest
The SAP should not give public assets to private interests without realising a public benefit.
(See Western Lake Jindy and camping and glamping comments below).
Environment

It is inadequate for the SAP to omit consideration for environmental threats to the national park. Considering he SAP's interest in he environmental
attractions of the snowies as the basis for increased summer and winter tourism, is vital that the SAP actively works to protect and improve water
quality and sewerage effluent, reduce dependence on private vehicle use and road salting, increase utilisa ion of public/ mass transport options,
reduce litter, reduce snowgum dieback and regenerate snowgum forests, and control feral animals.
Planning
It is highly inappropriate for areas in the Alpine Precinct to have "streamlined" planning processes hat reduce environmental scrutiny and waive public
exhibition requirements. "Ac ivated Development Applications" should not be implemented.
Given the need for more affordable housing, the SAP should apply Inclusionary Zoning to create a fund for at least 10% affordable housing in the
Jindabyne area.
If the SAP does make any increase to beds in the Alpine Precinct, this should also apply Inclusionary Zoning to support the provision of at least 10%
non-profit ski club accommodation.
SEPP 65 (and the Apartment Design Guide) should be included in the Alpine SEPP to ensure a minimum standard of apartment amenity in alpine
areas.
Jindabyne
Splitting the Sports and Educa ion Precinct away from Jindabyne wi h the new Southern Connector Road is a very regressive idea, and will be to the
long-lasting detriment of Jindabyne. Despite he SAP's objec ive to create "a pedestrian focussed green street network", his planning arrangement will
reinforce car-dominance for most sports and education-related trips. A pedestrian bridge proposed across the new road won't be sufficient to sufficient
to encourage children to walk to the new school, for example.
Any private or car parking redevelopment of the old school site would be a massive shame. This site should be retained for community use.
Western Lake Jindabyne Sub-Precinct
It is very good that the SAP proposes that the Lake Jindabyne foreshore is to be rezoned for open space as Public Recreation RE1.
However, he land in the Western Lake Jindabyne Sub-Precinct should not be rezoned SP3 Tourist unless the foreshore strip is publicly dedicated as
Public Recreation RE1 land. Any new development should enable the foreshore of the lake to be secured in public ownership. A reference to "green
infrastructure" for this land is not sufficient.
SAP Draft Master Plan Appendix p9 Edited.png

Alpine Precinct
The proposals to increase the bed limits in the national park are highly speculative and incompa ible with he environmental qualities of the park. The
SAP has failed to mention the significant development potential available for Perisher and Thredbo within the current bed limits, and has not justified
any necessity to expand these caps. Given he current and ongoing limitations to environmental impacts such as sewage treatment, it is more
appropriate for any additional development to be located outside the national park, and for public transport to be promoted as the primary means to
increase visitation to the resorts.
The Perisher Ranges need an independent and democratic Resort Management Board to take the municipal opera ions from NPWS, and to provide a
forum for the collective enlivening of Perisher Valley amongst Perisher and all the local businesses and accommodation providers.
There should be no additional car parking in he Alpine Precinct. Building additional car parking would come at massive cost and unacceptable
environmental impact, would only be used in the winter peak, and would be to the detriment of the area in all other times.

Perisher Valley
The focus should be consolidating Perisher accommodation within the existing bed limits and that any new accommoda ion and increased bed
numbers are focused around Jindabyne outside of the National Park associated wi h improved public mass transport systems. The SAP completely
ignores the Bullocks Flat/skitube as an important transport hub hat has potential to be developed within its current footprint to maximise parking with
potential multi-storey carparks and improvements to ski tube operations to negate any requirement for car parking at Perisher Valley itself. The
proposed development in Perisher Valley needs a built form modelling study to determine what scale and massing is being proposed. It is
unreasonable to propose to significantly increase bed numbers without this vital detail, especially since the current Perisher Range Resorts Master
Plan 2001 is aligned with the current bed limit - so how much bigger is he new village centre now proposed to be following the SAP's interven ion?
The Structure Plan for Perisher is of very poor quality, and needs to be completely revised, with engagement with local stakeholders. For example,
there's been no attempt to connect the village centre with the existing village areas or the Nordic Centre, or to reconcile the disconnect between the
existing lease areas (as shown in yellow in the plan below) with what land can realis ically be developed. An isolated island of intensive development in
the middle of a wide open valley will not make a thriving village centre.
Perisher Valley requires a catalyst investment to initiate summer activity.

Activities - Hiking
The Iconic Walk is a good proposal, but requires a missing link from Guthega to Perisher Valley to be developed to enable more loop walk options (as
shown in red, below). This link can utilise many existing trails, but requires a new track from Guthega to Back Perisher via the Pleasant View Run, and
ano her around the top of Back Perisher via the Perisher Home Traverse. (The existing summer road is not of sufficient quality for hiking to be mapped
as part of the Iconic Walk).
1629574456684.png
The Snowy Valley Walk is also a very good proposal, but requires a new track linking from Jindabyne to the Snowy River to avoid having walkers on
the increasingly busy mountain bike track.

Transport
There is a large disparity between what the SAP says and what it does on transport. The nature of he proposals means hat he SAP won't make any
improvements to the current car-dominated environment and heavily congested roads.
Principle #8 aims for "sustainable mass transport", but he strategic indicators prioritise road and car parking developments and funding. Meanwhile,
the plans for buses are extremely weak, passive, and vaguely left to future resolution "Establish an operations and management framework for future
transport providers, specifically, future park and ride, water taxi, and mountain bike park shuttle services." The SAP transport plans are incompatible
with Transport for NSW's "Vision and Validate" approach (TfNSW Future Transport 2056 p18) and need to be reprioritised to align directly with the
SAP's priniciples.
Following a Vision and Validate approach, the SAP's aspiration for year-round activation means that a regular public bus service needs to operate all
year round between Jindabyne and the resorts (supplemented by additional services in peak periods). Although this would involve significant
government funding, it would become a backbone for summer and winter travel, including for hiking, mountain biking, and skiing.
Buses from Sydney and Canberra need to be promoted and / or subsidised to enable more people to holiday in the snowy region without cars.
Transport planning provisions in the SAP need to be considered holistically. They need to include all factors in travel choice, including park entry fees,
skitube ickets, fuel and car costs, car parking fees for in-resort car spaces, public transport ticket prices, convenience, environmental sustainability,
and road clearing costs. In line with the Principles of the SAP, the most efficient and sustainable modes need to be the cheapest and easiest options.

Locating he park-and-ride area on the outskirts of Jindabyne won't be an attractive option for many unless it is substantially cheaper and easier than
driving. Buses should pick up in multiple locations in town so that more car trips can be avoided.
Camping and Glamping
There needs to be an expansion of low cost user pays camping areas on disturbed sites in the national park to accommodate he growth in visitation in
a minimal impact way, for example at Island Bend and the Thredbo River Ranger Station.
Glamping should only be enabled where the proponent provides a public benefit - the only example I'm aware of for a potential glamping site is one
that remediates the asbestos contaminated area at Island Bend. Camping in all other areas should be low cost with basic facilities as in other NSW
National Parks
Objections to the SAP proposals:
Helicopter commuting in the national park is a disgraceful proposal hat is incompa ible with the park environment and the sustainability aspirations of
the SAP, and absolutely must not be allowed.
Commercial vehicle access onto the Summit Trail is incompatible with park amenity, and should also not be allowed.
The Porcupine Rocks viewing platform proposal is an unsuitable development for this remote and highly visible and culturally significant location , and
will add nothing to the quality of the view.
The onsen proposal is incompatible with the character of Yarrangobilly and the sustainability aspirations of the SAP.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am currently and have been a
residential property owner within Jindabyne township for 15 years
Myself and my partner and young family moved back here for the lifestyle hat Jindabyne and it’s surrounding area offered including
access to he internationally environmentally significant and unique Kosciuszko Na ional Park which must be regarded as the primary asset and draw
card of the region. It therefore should be afforded the primary objective of protection rather than commercial and tourism exploitation as is proposed
within this SAP to try and remove environmental planning approvals checks and balances currently afforded wi hin the current Kosciusko National Park
Plan of Management and Alpine SEPP. I object to the proposals within the current Snowy Mountains SAP that would see increased and fur her
development within he National Park focussed around providing further beds and accommodation within the resort and other sensitive areas of the
National Park. Current infrastructure such as human waste, sewerage, waste management, domestic water supply, parking struggle to meet proper
environmental standards of protection to the surrounding areas of National Park and its sensitive environment. It is herefore counterproductive to
recommend further high density resort and accommodation developments or any expansion of resort infrastructure. These developments should be
focused outside of the National Park where they will provide financial benefit to adjoining communities such as Jindabyne, Berridale, Cooma,
Adaminaby or Tumut and Khancoban. Whilst transportation between Jindabyne and he resort areas and key visitation nodes of Kosciuszko National
Park should be resolved, they should be geared towards the provision of efficient and affordable public transport network rather han expanding
facilities for private vehicles. The SAP has neglected to include the Bullocks Flat (Skitube) area as a key transport node and hub which could be
upgraded to maximise private vehicle parking with possible mul i-level parking hat can reduce he need for expansion of parking areas in both the
Perisher and Thredbo areas as proposed within the SAP which are environmentally sensi ive and exposed to snow and adverse weather. Linked with
an efficient and attractive public transport network (bus / skitube) This would also reduces the traffic load on both Kosciuszko Rd and the Alpine Way
which are already at or exceed their capacity. The focus should be to reduce private vehicle use within the Na ional Park not expand it. Such public
transport schemes as Park and Ride fleet of energy efficient electric buses have been employed in other world class National Parks such as Yosemite
NP in the US, Cradle Mountain NP in Tasmania for example.
I agree to the above statement
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am making this submission to the NSW Government Snowy Mountains SAP process as a local permanent full-time resident of Jindabyne township
I have lived here with my young family for the last 15 years and also lived here independently for 5 years in the late
1980’s. Therefore I feel somewhat qualified and obligated to make comment on this planning process which will effect myself, my family and the entire
local and broader community as well as he future of the adjoining Kosciuszko National Park which is a unique state, National and International
environmental and inter generational asset. I refer the planning team to he exis ing Kosciuszko NP Plan of Management (2006) which clearly
establishes the unique and internationally significant environmental and cultural values of the KNP which must be protected at all costs rather than
exploited for business interests . No hing has changed since his thorough and detailed planning document was written in 2006 as to the importance of
the areas critical environmental, conservation and cultural values. In fact if anything he threats to hese values have only been amplified through the
issues of climate change, increased tourism and recreational and increased visitation pressures that require active management rather than increased
expansion and private business exploitation as proposed within the SAP. The SAP and associated proposed changes to the KNP PoM completely
ignores these issues in favour of pro development and private businesses exploitation of public lands and removing planning oversight and approvals
from the NSW NPWS and from he Environment Ministry to be placed in the pro development portfolio of Regional NSW. This is a very disturbing
precedent being set for the future appropriate care, management and protection of our National Parks and conservation reserves and is not in the
overall public interest or benefit.
Firs ly, I must object and express my disappointment to the overall SAP planning and public consultation processes which has been rushed, secretive,
and poorly run in regard to appropriate transparency and community consultation, particularly during a time of COVID pandemic, peak winter ski
season and at best can only be described as underhanded in essentially an attempt at removing and subverting the normal planning and
environmental checks and balances via the LEP and SEPP’s and Kosciuszko NP Plan of Management in favour of a pro development agenda and
private exploitation of what are public assets. One can only be cynical that this whole exercise has been to fast track development with lit le regard to
adverse environmental and social outcomes of such development. The SAP process subverts long established planning principals including that local
residents have the opportunity to provide comment and objection to proposed developments via their local councils and that National Parks are meant
to protect the environmental and cultural heritage values of an area from over and inappropriate development and commercial exploitation. It clearly is
not he agenda of the Snowy Mountains SAP to get the best environmental and social and welfare outcomes and future management for the both the
Kosciuszko National Park, the township of Jindabyne and the local or broader community.
Many people within he local community are rightly cynical that this is a planning exercise by certain government factions to benefit private developers
and big business interests rather than the local community and at the demise of public and environmental assets. Whilst there are positive aspects of
the proposed SAP such as proposed improvements to infrastructure such as roads, public transport, improved traffic flow, footpaths, community
facilities such as public education facilities, lake foreshore public parklands and access etc., many in the community are rightly concerned whether
these community and social outcomes will in fact eventuate or whether it will just be the private development focus outcomes such as increased
building height, development densi ies etc hat will be achieved with consequent stress on already overtaxed public infrastructure. As a priority the
SAP needs to ensure and guarantee improvements to the towns public infrastructure such as water, sewerage, waste management, parking, traffic
flow, public recreational space and ensure such improvement precedes any increase in development and residential and tourist numbers.
I object to and oppose the proposal to raise building and development height limits to 6 storeys. There should be a maximum 3 storey height limit to
retain the current country town ambience of Jindabyne. Issues of inappropriate unit development, overshadowing and shading, interruption to existing
resident viewscapes would develop from such high density, high rise developments as proposed within the SAP. Consequent parking and traffic flow
issues wi hin such high density development are obvious.
Whilst I support the concept of the proposed southern connector bypass road to remove traffic congestion from the town centre and provide better
pedestrian links between the town centre and the lake foreshore area, it is counterproductive to reduce the current traffic and movement capacity of

the exis ing Kosciuszko Rd between the dam wall and the Barry Way as proposed within the SAP. People will still need to come and drive into the
town centre to residences, accomodation, shopping, business etc, so to reduce the Kosciuszko Rd would just compound traffic congestion problems.
As an alternative I propose as an addition to the proposed southern connector bypass that a series of pedestrian underpasses and overpasses across
the exis ing Kosciuszko Rd to provide a pedestrian friendly link between the town centre and proposed lake foreshore precincts. This also should be
developed in conjunction with a series of large park and ride carparks on the edge of the town which can be used as public transport hub links to bo h
the KNP , resorts and within town itself.
The development of tourist and recrea ional facilities on the outskirts of Jindabyne township and western lake foreshore such as a mountain bike park
or cultural heritage centre , eco accomodation is supported in preference to expansion of such developments within Kosciusko NP. This will support
business in the township and local community increasing its year round viability and future rather than just favouring he current resort businesses that
are occupying and profiting off public conserva ion lands.
Priority needs to be given to acknowledgment and incorporation of the local Aboriginal Community, Ngarigo Traditional Owners and indigenous values,
history and cultural associations wi h the area. This should be he main and dominant heme of any heritage centre and incorporated into any public
spaces within he community.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:55:25 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
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Mosman 2088
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I've been going to the Snowy Mountains for 51 years for holidays each of those years. I am in the posi ion wi h a 6 friends to semi-retire to
the region in the next 10 years and we are looking for a place to build 6 townhouses on the lake surrounds so we can walk or ride a bike gently into
town. More land needs to be released or zoned to allow these types of semi-aged residential retiree housing.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Housing and Development Building Heights (Snowy Mountains SAP Structure Plan, Pt 1, p58 ) Objection to building heights along the foreshore with
the proposed redevelopment of the NRMA caravan park and on Mclure Circuit. We strongly object to he 2-6 storey buildings permitted and request
consideration be given to minimise the potential impact on existing resident’s current views, privacy and tranquility. Jindabyne foreshore is appealing
due to the under developed nature of the area. Over developing the foreshore should be limited with a caveat and controlled to lower he profile of any
new buildings. Thank you.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Object
Submission
Infill Development (Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan, p54.) Part 1 - Medium scale tourist accommodation on Mclure Circuit and future access road
to connect Kosciuszko Road in the NRMA caravan park proposed redevelopment. Objection to the position of this proposed new road as depicted in
illustration/figure (SM Draft Master Plan Appendix, p40 - Figure A10) and (SM SAP Structure Plan - Part 1, p63). These drawings show an access road
to the new development that replaces he NRMA caravan park. We strongly object to having an access road in close proximity to existing dwellings off
Mclure Circuit, so close to the rear of several permanent residents’ houses. Consideration must be given to moving the access road further along
Kosciuszko Road to the centre of he proposed redevelopment of the NRMA site. Thank you.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Southern Connector Road (Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan, p56,57) The proposal to build the Southern Connector to divert/reduce some traffic
travelling along Kosciuszko Road to enable a more pedestrian friendly/safe town is ideal. We support this proposal. As demonstrated in many regional
NSW towns, the Berry Bypass, for example, has created a safer destination for families, instead of the escalating, constant traffic jam, noise and
pollu ion. Diverting heavy haulage loads and the many delivery trucks to the mountain resorts and industrial estate, along with regular through traffic
will bring Jindabyne back to create a less congested, better, safer town centre. Ensuring any current local residents who may be affected by this
proposal be considered. Thank you.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Landscape Character (Snowy Mountains Draft Master Plan - Appendix, p98.) Foreshore and Town Landscaping. We support the concept of local
species/native plantings in keeping with he natural environment. Consideration must be given to ensuring the lakeside/foreshore plan ings reflect the
surrounding native species, rather than the current European plantings and in doing so create a more natural looking lakeside. The reuse of
stormwater to maintain the plantings and area beautification is ideal. Consideration to limit the lake/foreshore redevelopment and potential overdevelopment in order to create a lake and foreshore that reflects the stunning natural beauty of he surrounds must be addressed. Thank you.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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East Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission
Support
increased pedestrian / cycle access and a reinvigoration of the foreshore for public use.
Year-round event space at the Claypits. This area is highly utilised already and due for a great infrastructure and amenities update.
Streets designed for people – Kalkite St, Snowy River Ave and he lower part of Thredbo Tce, I support to make far more pedestrian friendly.
Aged Care Facility – This is mentioned briefly in the SAP but needs to be actuated
Community Facilities that also cater to tourists for poor weather days eg: Library, upgrade of the cinema, arts spaces, heritage centres, gym, climbing
wall.
Redevelopment of the existing school site to incorporate a range of the community services and civic buildings.Health Services upgrade to more
suitable locations eg: Current school site.
Support the beautifica ion/ upgrade of many of he current buildings in town to have a more alpine feel. EG: Town Centre, Razorback Plaza, Lakeview
Plaza
Support the growth for a second, more accessible supermarket.

Neutral –
Beach at Rydges. While a nice idea, it’s not well thought out, especially given the working nature of Lake Jindabyne as a functional dam. Limited
usage in late summer. It also has a major storm water outlet nearby and is not a great place to swim. There has been a jetty/pontoon here in the past
and it spent much of it’s time unused and high/dry on the mud. This would be better served at the far more utilised area at the Claypits.
Dislike (Object)
Kosciuszko Road should remain as a 4-lane road, with the outer lanes utilised as clearways for event parking. If there is concern about pedestrian
crossing, then add traffic lights or over/underpasses. By putting this down to a 2-lane road it has the potential on busy days to grind the traffic in town
to a halt, which already currently happens.
I am not happy hat he NRMA Holiday Park is being moved out in favour of an expensive “signature” development. This just unfortunately reeks of
wanting to cater predominantly to the well heeled and to move the well established and busy tourist park currently in town to a location further away
from the town centre where these people will then need to drive to access retail / food / services.
I do not support development of any accommoda ion that exceeds 3 storeys and impact exis ing town lake views. There is plans for overdevelopment
of the lake foreshore. This needs to remain as a public space.

Additional comment
The focus of this part of the SAP appears to be almost en irely on economic factors and tourism rather than making our town more functional for he
community.
This town does have a need for community and social infrastructure. These things are mentioned, but do not make a highlighted appearance.
Better health services, 24 hr 7 day a week medical care is needed.
Public transportation for residents to access work, schools and shops not just to get tourists to the ski resorts.
Encouragement for business and all future accommoda ion be built to high eco standards, with integra ion of green energy solutions and green
spaces. This is fitting with the vision of the alpine area and should be something hat we take pride in.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
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.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 09:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I take the time to write and note that as a parent of a child at SMGS I would like to put forward my full support for he land next to SMGS to be given to
the School in order for the School to develop and provide green space, playing courts and a sports oval for students to use, learn and enjoy.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We should leave the area as it is; no infrastructure required
I agree to the above statement
Yes

For the reasons above, I urge you to continue to develop the SAP Master Plan and support the Snowy Mountains through its implementation.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Kyneton
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Stop, please just stop. This greed and obscene negligence of he national parks in which you're supposed to be protected and improving bis
disgraceful. The plans for the further developed and privatised na ional Park is disgraceful. Please do not go forth wi h this and get your act together.
Sick and tired of this corrup ion and greed from those who are too power hungry and lack any form of empathy to the people in which they serve.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 2:47:09 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 14:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2287
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
dont ruin ano her national park
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:38:45 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Mudgee 2850
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I believe that the objective of the national Park should be to protect the environment on which the park is located. This will be best achieved by
ensuring as much as possible of the park is maintained by national parks. As well as his, the park should aim to educate people on the culture, history
and naturally significance of this land.
Fur her the park should be accessible to all, this means that free campgrounds and access to the park should be maintained.
Commericalisation of the park threatens hese fundamental responsibilities of the park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:20:33 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Aberfoyle Park
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am concerned that the main focus seems to be development and economic gain at the cost of protecting the environment of the national park.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:36:49 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Kalkite, 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I support the strategic approach to the development of Jindabyne. Ad-hoc, poorly planned development doesn't work for anyone. Generally the areas
identified for future land release and development make sense.
I do have objections about increasing density in the town of Jindabyne without significant development of parking. In any peak period, including for the
16 weeks of winter, many residential roads in the town of Jindy are effectively made into single lane roads because there is no off street parking and
each block can have up to 4 or 5 cars associated with it. The SAP talks about Park and Ride plans to limit cars going up into the NP but I don't believe
it focuses enough on parking within the town itself.
It identifies that perhaps the old school site could be used for parking but also it could be used for more accommodation. There is a desperate need for
a strategic approach to parking in Jindabyne and for this consideration to also be built into the development of all future land releases. The disaster
that is Twynam St and surrounds in terms of road side parking should be avoided at all costs in future.
What I see in the SAP plan is increasing the amenity of Jindabyne without the practical support of where these people who are in the town going to
park. Multiple proposed development sites are areas that are currently used for parking and o her than the school site there is no considera ion for
increased parking.
The Department of Transport has commenced he trial shuttle bus service, but it has a major flaw in he uptake (COVID notwithstanding) in that there
is no designated day long parking in Jindabyne. So where are people supposed to park for the next few years until these planned Park and Ride
service are developed? I know of DA’s getting approved by Council for new commercial tourism accommodation developments that do not have
enough car parks for all rooms and staff, forcing those cars into the streets, further exacerbating the problem.
I support an Aged Care facility in town but do you propose that one of the churches have to move to make hat happen?
I am opposed to the Jindabyne Air Strip being developed and allowing commercial flights.
I am opposed to heli transfers opera ing wi hin the NP, this should be not allowed.
In regards to the Alpine Developments – I have made submissions to he KNP POM Amendments. So in relation to the SAP, I am opposed to
developing the Island Bend site to have flushing toilets, hot showers, hard roofed accommodation, power, sewage, camp kitchen and a commercially
run campsite. The beauty in this site is in it’s simplicity.
I am opposed to a development of an eco-tourism site/campsite at Guthega. This is a fragile alpine environment that has already had its fair share of
development, we should be looking to limit the additional disturbance of this area and utilise the accommodation facilities already in this loca ion.
I agree that some hing needs to be done to fix up the disaster that is Charlotte Pass turning circle in Summer. Rather han encroaching on this
incredibly vulnerable alpine eco-system by formalising parking on the side of the road and increasing parking in Charlotte Pass village, can we not
close the area to parking and have summer users, park at Perisher car park? It’s well established and utilise he park and Ride system here so that
cars are essentially off the road for the sec ion. Cans can s ill drive up and drop off or pick up people, but parking is not allowed. This happens at
Cradle Mountain NP, you get a shut le from the Visitors Centre to the track head. Can we keep working on re-training people that cars are not
everything and avoid losing more land for cars, and utilise a piece of infrastructure that already exists.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:57:37 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2550
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
HOWEVER, THERE IS ONE THING CANVASSED IN THE PROPOSAL WHICH I WOULD LIKE TO OBJECT TO IN THE STRONGEST POSSIBLE
TERMS. THE SUGGESTION THAT THE SKI RESORTS BE LINKED BY HELICOPTER FROM JINDABYNE. I STRONGLY, STRONGLY OPPOSE
THIS SUGGESTION. HELICOPTERS IMPINGE (NOISE, VISUALLY, PRIVACY) ON THOUSANDS OF PEOPLE AS AS THEY FLY OVERHEAD FOR
THE BENEFIT OF A HANDFUL (IF THAT) THAT ARE RIDING IN THEM. THEY DO NOT BELONG IN RECREATIONAL AREAS GENERALLY, AND
IN PARTICULAR NATIONAL PARKS.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 12:23:36 PM

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 12:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sans Souci, 2219
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral
Submission
I would like to say that broadly I support the SAP, wi h some major excep ions.

Firs ly, the Yarrongobilly Caves development is a horrendous idea. The concept of ruining a natural spring in order to create a gas-powered onsen is
abhorrent. Nature is to be enjoyed, not to be destroyed to create a second-rate imitation of an overseas attrac ion. This development should not and
must not go ahead.
Secondly, the proposed increase in the bed limits in Perisher and Thredbo is quite high. While the bed limit should be increased, the increase
proposed is a very dramatic change. A better solution is to increase accommodation elsewhere and provide transport, such as a gondola to Thredbo.
Thirdly, I vehemen ly oppose the concept of allowing helicopter transport into and through the park. Emissions aside, helicopters flying around in the
park are loud, and detract from the experience for other people, as well as for the native fauna. Allowing helicopter transport in he park is a very
inconsiderate policy for anyone other than he rich, and serves to benefit only the rich while simultaneously increasing disturbance and detracting from
the experiences of other patrons in the park.
More han anything else, I hope that development undertaken is sustainable. I hope that if nothing else, the Yarrongobilly Caves development is shut
down, because it is quite simply wrong. While most of the SAP seems to be good, the Yarrongobilly Caves development is a major flaw and a major
misstep.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 8 August 2021 11:33:12 PM

Submitted on Sun, 08/08/2021 - 23:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sans Souci
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I support this proposal. I believe Thredbo and Jindabyne should be promoted as much as possible. The bed limit in Thredbo and Perisher should be
raised in order to lower traffic on the Alpine Way.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 24 August 2021 12:01:01 AM

Submitted on Tue, 24/08/2021 - 00:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file

Submission
I needed more time
I agree to the above statement
Yes

I am a born and bred local

I find that the SAP Master Plan is focusing mainly on tourism opportunities and not required
infrastructure and permanent community member needs.
Jindabyne is a beautiful town and one that I have loved growing up in. I understand that they town is
growing – who wouldn’t want to live here and raise their children here, the sporting opportunities
are endless.
I want OUR town to have its rural feel to remain intact, we don’t need to be the next Whistler or
Queenstown, we are unique and we need to stay that way. We have a beautiful Alpine Village
nearby in Thredbo.
I want OUR town to have the beautiful lake foreshore free of high rises, if we must have them build
them out the back in the Jindabyne West area.
I want careful consideration to be taken when development applications are placed to ensure the
Precinct has its current ‘feel’ remain. I hope the streets will be wide enough for cars to pass safely
and emergency service vehicles and garbage trucks to be able to operate safely.
I want an aged care facility to have a high priority placed, I want the new primary and secondary
school to have sufficient play space and room to grow without overcrowding – we live in a rural
area, OUR kids don’t need to be squashed in to a small space.
I wanted more time to write about these things!

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 14 August 2021 2:19:16 PM

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 14:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Draft Master Plan includes provisions for a new bus route through JJ Connors Sports field to link Park Road and Reedy Cutting Lane.
This bus route is proposed as part of a future bus shuttle system that would link into a proposed Park and Ride Facility on the Barry Way and proposed
Southern Connector Road.
The idea being hat frequent buses would circulate town and drop/pick up passengers around town and also go out to he Park and Ride Facility where
the resort buses would operate as well as regional buses.
Even more concerning is that the Transport Study that was prepared in support of the draft Master Plan indicates that following on from a bus route,
the route could be open as a public road.
Allowing buses and then poten ially public vehicles to operate through the Sports field (dissec ing the two fields) would generate the following issues
for users:

* Allowing buses to drive through the middle of the town’s main sporting facility is unacceptable in regards to safety and amenity for users of the sports
field, which include but is not limited to:
* Cricket, Rugby, Rugby League, Soccer, Touch Football, Physical Training, Rodeo, Community Garden, School use, Passive recreation (i.e. walking,
playing, etc) and the like.
* The access road between the oval and soccer/training field is a 40km/hr high pedestrian activity zone. Many sports are undertaken simultaneously on
both fields where players (mostly kids) constantly cross over between (i.e. touch footballs on both fields, Summer soccer on both fields, football codes
train and warm up on one field and then play on main field, cricket nets on one side of the road with the cricket oval on the o her side). Allowing buses
to drive through a pedestrian ac ivity zone is unsafe and contrary to the communities aspirations for the use and enjoyment of this facility.
* The difference in time for a bus to travel on Park Rd between Kalkite St via Kosciuszko Road then the Barry Way (to the intersection of Reedy
Cutting Lane) is 30 seconds longer than by travelling from the same point on Park Rd (at Kalkite St) hrough the middle of the sports facility through to
Reedy Cutting Lane and onto the Barry Way. Our Communities (inc players and kids) safety is not worth jeopardising for a 30 second longer bus trip.
* The internal road and footpath that connects Candlebark Cct, Caldwell Pl, Kirwan Pl and Reedy Cut ing Ln (inc Gippsland St) is a main pedestrian
and cycle horoughfare through town. This key active transport corridor is recognised in the SAP Master Plan, however it will be completely
undermined and made unsafe by allowing buses to access this corridor.
* As outlined in the WSP Transport Study, he opening of this sec ion of road for buses will provide further opportunity to open this corridor up as a
public road for all vehicles. This would then become a main road corridor through the middle of the towns sports field and active transport corridor.
* Bus and passenger safety would be jeopardised by having to navigate a pedestrian activity zone with any potential incident likely to cause significant
harm or dea h.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 8:20:27 PM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 20:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2136
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The fauna and flora species needs to be safe guarded and protected, there has been some much environmental damage wi h the bush fires that
destroyed so much of our eco systems - this shouldn’t proceed without a hrough and consciousness review to he impact of this precious land.
I strongly oppose the snowy mountain SAP
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 10:40:37 PM

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 22:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
It is critical hat transport is a major element of the SAP in order for he other SAP elements to work. Road between Canberra and Jindabyne needs
substantial upgrading, with dual carriageway needed for much of he way between Canberra and Cooma to make it safer. Also needed are very
regular timetabled bus services that link resorts to and from Jindabyne (particularly in winter) to reduce traffic on the roads both for environmental
benefit as well as making the roads safer - driving in alpine conditions can be challenging particularly for those unfamiliar, and creates added risk.
All new development and buildings need to be quality to ensure Jindabyne is in keeping wi h its unique and beautiful location and isn't cheapened for
quantity rather than quality. There should also be more planting of European trees to take advantage of the climate and create spectacular autumn
colour such as seen in Bright, Victoria, beautifying the town and attracting tourists.
Sewer, waste and water infrastructure has to be substan ially upgraded.
Increased and diverse shopping fascilities are needed to supply increased popula ion and tourists. Diverse commercial ownership opportunities need
to be available - curren ly monopoly of ownership of central Jindabyne restricts opportunities.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:45:45 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2042
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I oppose NSW Government’s proposals for an expansion of commercial activities in Kosciuszko Na ional Park (KNP). The proposal of increased
accommodation and facilities are in highly fire prone areas, and don’t follow appropriate sustainability principles.
The environment of KNP is fragile, particularly due to increasing climate change risks. The proposals would damage the park rather than provide
suitable protections.
The proposals overturn more than forty years of careful planning and management in KNP. The balance between the protection of the environment
and recreational activi ies would be discarded by the proposals which treats KNP as little more than a commercial commodity.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:06:01 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Over development
While the over development of Jindabyne might be the vision of the SAP Master Plan it does not mean hat his is what all of our community wants. As
someone who has lived in the area all of my life, it saddens me that the commercial dollar will strip our area of what we actually love about living here.
Over development and chasing the tourist dollar does not necessarily equate to a happy and united community. Before moving forward to generate
more change, we need to fix the problems that already exist such as poor access roads into he area, lack of parking, lack of affordable housing, high
proportion of holiday and air bnb houses, no aged care facilities, no footpaths etc before embarking on adding more to the area without addressing the
real current issues at hand.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:47:53 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Jindabyne Housing and Development
Objection to Proposed Height
I refer to page 62 in the Structure Plan Part 1 Document
I note from the diagrams in the plan here are plans for high rise buildings exceeding he current heights of buildings in Jindabyne. The view of the lake
and surrounding landscape should not be impeded by any level of development. Consideration must be made for the reasons why locals enjoy
Jindabyne - the lake, the views and the low impact buildings. In addition, high rise building will create problems during winter with ice buildup due to
excessive shading in the surrounding areas. Jindabyne is not Aspen and many, including myself who have lived in the area all of these lives, do not
want Jindabyne to turn anymore into a developers' delight.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 3:00:45 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: No forward planning on bringing extra tourists to the area
Sub heading: Access roads leading into Jindabyne
There is much written in the plan in regards to increasing visitor numbers but no mention of how this will be done outside the boundaries of the
Jindabyne township. During he winter season, the traffic on the Monaro Highway from Canberra through to Jindabyne is excessive. yet no
considerations have been made in relation to increasing the capacity of these arterial roads in coping with increased traffic. Indeed, the connector road
will not come into effect until after the dam wall, a narrow single lane in both directions access road in and out of Jindabyne. Many in the area are
aware hat if an accident occurs on this road down from Tyrolean village access point to the dam wall and beyond, there is no access to or from
Jindabyne apart from a considerable drive via Dalgety and Berridale. In addi ion, the road from Jindabyne to Canberra via Berridale and Cooma has
very limited double lane sections with the majority of the road being single carriageway. Until this issue is addressed, I do not see how it is possible to
even consider getting more tourists to Jindabyne and the mountains wi hout ensuring safer access via road.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 3:23:57 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Porcupine Rocks Viewing Platform
The Snowy Mountains SAP Master Plan has stated a can ilevered, elevated viewing deck will be constructed at this site. Porcupine Rocks looks over a
significant sacred site for Indigenous women and is a place of cultural significance to Indigenous people. Due to the nature of the rock structure at
Porcupine Rocks and limited visitor numbers due to accessibility, the proposed viewing deck is surely not jus ifiable, especially in light of he areas
significant cultural value.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 3:28:17 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Increased bed numbers wi hin Kosiuszko National Park

The proposed increase in tourist bed numbers within and out of the resort areas is concerning in light of the delicate ecosystems within these bed
increases. The environmental impact of increasing bed numbers will be significant. For Thredbo to increase beds by 1624 and Perisher by 1434 large
areas of previously undeveloped land will need to be disturbed. In addition, 100 beds at Island Bend, 100 beds at the Thredbo Ranger Station and 325
beds at Creel Bay - all locations where here are currently no beds - demonstrates the little regard in which the environment is being held in the
proposition of hese changes. It appears from the proposed changes that commercial gain far outweighs the benefits of a natural environment in he
eyes of the NSW government. Areas within Kosciuszko National Park need to be preserved and managed as part of their national heritage
significance.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:24:28 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Leased campground at Island Bend
Island Bend currently provides a basic camping experience and is a source of accommodation for many wanting to experience the alpine environment
without he hefty price tag associated with Jindabyne and he resorts. By developing Island Bend to become a leased campground, the basic and
cheap camping experience will be lost. Increased commercialised camping within KNP will force those who cannot afford paid camping to head into
other areas of he Park to experience the environment without the overhead cost. This could lead to issues such as camping in the water catchment
areas, waste disposal, littering and damage to other areas of the Park. I believe Island Bend should not become a leased campground and should
provide basic camping facilities for those who cannot afford any other option.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:26:10 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Commercial Helicopter Flights to ski resorts
The inclusion of commercial helicopter flights to Charlotte’s Pass, Perisher and Thredbo is an abhorrent addition to the proposed changes to KNP.
Many of the proposed changes appear to be targeted towards elitist markets - for those who can afford to experience the mountains, rather than the
general public regardless of heir social economic status. The appeal of the mountain environment is the quiet. Listening to the natural environment
rather than the rotors of a helicopter is what appeals to many people visiting the alpine areas. The inclusion of commercial helicopter flights will remove
the tranquility and peacefulness of the mountains and should never be a consideration in KNP.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:28:09 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Campgrounds at Creel Bay/Waste Point

Waste Point is the loca ion of the NPWS depot, as well as the location of staff and limited visitor accommoda ion. The proposal of a campground at
Creel Bay seems illogical. Creel Bay and Waste Point are accessed via one narrow road that winds through dense bushland. The majority of he traffic
on this road is NPWS staff accessing the NPWS depot, seven days a week. The road can be busy especially during fire season when fire fighting units
are leaving and returning to the depot at all hours of he day and night. It appears little consideration has been made for any improvements in the road,
such as widening to two lanes, to accommodate the increased traffic of campers. Once again, he SAP Master Plan provides glossy suggestions
without considering he functional implications such as road access.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:29:12 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Snowy Valley Walk

The proposed Snowy Valley Walk with the inclusion of Bogong Moth Harvest Sites does not take into account the sacred elements of hese sites to the
Indigenous people. All proposed changes which impact on sacred sites should be considered in consultation with the Indigenous community.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:33:04 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Apply appropriate rezoning within opportunity areas to accommodate high-quality and flexible visitor accommodation in Jindabyne and he
lake foreshore
Permanent residents in Jindabyne struggle to find permanent accommoda ion due to the high proportion of visitor accommodation. Jindabyne doesn't
need excessive amounts of tourist accommodation. We need accommoda ion to cater for our community - people who live here year round and call
the Snowy Mountains their home. The SAP Master Plan places a considerable emphasis on tourists, without considering the needs of residents.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:38:49 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Southern Connector Road
While I support the development of the Southern Connector Road, I do question why it is being built as a single carriageway. Past experience has
shown us hat single carriageway roads leading to the ski resorts through the town boundaries has lead to gridlocked traffic. if the road through town
drops to single carriageway, the Southern Connector road will need to be dual carriageway, especially with the increase in tourists to the area. In
addition, any roads leading to Jindabyne and the Souther Connector Road will also need to be dual carriageway to cope wi h the increase in traffic.
This includes the Monaro Highway and Kosciuszko Road from Canberra to Jindabyne.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:44:20 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Lake Jindabyne Foreshore Park
C'mon! If you are splashing all this cash in Jindabyne, at least give us a full basketball court, rather than a half...
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:48:31 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Town Square and Streets for he People
While the concept is lovely, I am curious to where people will be able to park. Parking is already at a premium in Jindabyne, especially during Winter.
Have considerations been made for increasing parking, especially wi h the proposed Park and Ride format to get visitors to the resorts? Lack of
parking and congested streets are a real issue and need to be addressed before encouraging more tourists to the area.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:56:59 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rocky Plain 2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Western Lake Jindabyne
There is a considerable focus on tourism in the Western Lake Jindabyne plan. Once again, the considerations of permanent residents who don't want
to live in an over-populated, urban environment are not being heard. Why destroy excellent farmland wi h the development of more urban population?
Shouldn't there be some limitations on development?
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:24:23 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2117
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 10:57:28 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 10:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wollongong
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission

In that time, particularly over the last 7 years I have noticed a deterioration of
the natural environment in the park. This has been primarily caused by the growing infestation of wild horses and deer that are now ruining our rivers.
The notion of putting Barilaro in charge is like put ing Dracula in charge of the blood bank!
Both the horses and the deer need to be substan ially culled. Sadly the only way top do this is by shoo ing them. Rehoming is not sufficient to deal with
the infestation. In the end unless something is done you might as well turn to into farmland.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:48:47 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Valen ine
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Submission for Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Hello,
I would like to voice my concerns about the increase in development in one of our most iconic national parks. I feel it is not within he spirit of the
philosophy of NSW National Parks to be compromising our special alpine areas when they are under threat for many areas.
and keen nature lover, I am well aware of the role that national parks play, to inspire the next generation of Australians to
become aware of our parks and to understand and treasure the wonderful native ecosystems found wi hin our country.
I understand hat here is a balance that NSW National Parks have to operate under, between opening access to national parks and maintaining the
natural ecosystems of the park from the impacts of over use.
One reason for my concerns is the advocacy of the proposal by John Barilaro. This is the same man who almost broke the government over his
resistance to reasonable tree clearing laws and the same man who showed cruel indifference to the plight of native species such as he koala whilst
putting in place laws to stop NSW Na ional Parks from culling or removing brumbies from the high country. Whilst I have admired brumbies in the high
country, our representatives should be advocating for the species that can exist nowhere else, such as he Broad toothed rat and others found only in
the Alpine areas. For the same people who wish to keep brumbies doing enormous damage to rivers, creeks and fragile tussock grasses with their
hard hooves to propose development in the Snowy Mountains National Park concerns me greatly about heir motives.
I am gratified that the plan has strategies to reduce car use and has also has climate change impacts as part of its methodology but I hope that the
Snowys do not become a cash cow for certain private enti ies. The large expansion of the Sawpit Creek area concerns me as there is only mention of
eco cabins being installed in the enlargement of its footprint. The Sawpit Creek campground has been a place where people who cannot afford more
expensive accommodation can stay in their tents, accessing an area often only available to richer residents. Including low impact camp sites is
essential.
As such the helicopter transport has problems. I recently took a helicopter ride near Carnarvon Gorge. We had an amazing flight but we were not
allowed to go near the gorge itself. I was happy wi h this as the gorge is a place of quiet and natural sounds. When the wind drops in the mountains,
the quiet is very special, and a very important factor that regular helicopter traffic would severely compromise. As such, having helicopters transit from
Jindabyne to the ski villages would leave a large noise corridor over much of the mountain range.
I would very much welcome more resources put into our national parks. I do not want to see the management of the Snowy Mountains National Park
veer towards more economic opportunities at the expense of the irreplaceable natural factors.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:24:47 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
7315
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The national park should stay the way it is. Keep it open and accessible for everyone
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:45:41 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 04:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
4350
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Get you hands off it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Thursday, 12 August 2021 12:59:14 PM

Submitted on Thu, 12/08/2021 - 12:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sydney
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I support the NPWS in heir criticism of the Snowy Mountain SAP. The scheme is too much development for an otherwise fragile area. It has already
been exploited by government legislation with regards management of wild brumbies etc. There are species of animals which are becoming extinct.
The snow level is also declining doe to Climate change. There would be more traffic caused by more tourists, Already there are long traffic queues
bumper to bumper every Winter pollu ing the environment. This scheme is only for greedy developers and tourist operators who wish to make a lot of
money out of a pristine but changing area. I agree that the amenities in Jindabyne should be updated but limit the population and expansion of this
lovely resort town. Therefore leave the Park the way it is. It has been managed successfully by the NPWS for many years who always monitors and
looks after this world class heritage area.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:17:59 PM
sap-submission-21.8.21doc1.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
sap-submission-21 8.21doc1.pdf

Submission
Hello,
Thank you for the opportunity to submit our thoughts on the SAP.
Please find our submission attached.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:08:05 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 06:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2010
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The area already has more than sufficient development. During a ski season he resorts are already crowded, and the potential changes to normal that
may be felt from the COVID pandemic have not been considered.
Fur her development will see;
- The loss of further rare natural national park (unlike any o her in the country)
- Take away from the uniqueness that places like Thredbo have now, and
- create increased demand on the existing infrastructure, higher risk of infrastructure collapse
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:08:05 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 06:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Peter
Last name
Dadd
I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email
peterdadd@gmail.com
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2010
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The area already has more than sufficient development. During a ski season the resorts are already crowded, and the potential changes to normal that
may be felt from the COVID pandemic have not been considered.
Further development will see;
- The loss of further rare natural national park (unlike any other in the country)
- Take away from the uniqueness that places like Thredbo have now, and
- create increased demand on the existing infrastructure, higher risk of infrastructure collapse
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:07:37 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
St Ives 2075
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission

I strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES,
Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to
enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and
enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:36:26 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
1. The roads and parking that exist are not sufficient for increased residents or tourists. In winter you can barely drive down some streets due to the
parked cars. There are streets that have no line marking ie Rainbow Drive, no footpaths and no street lights. Many roads have po holes that go
unrepaired for years. These need to be maintained before new ones are built.
2. Property development on he Western side of the lake will be unsigh ly and ruin the country feel of the town.
3. I am concerned that the infrastructure and medical facilities will be inadequate for the increase in the tourist population.
4. There is insufficient affordable housing for the towns needs, not to mention the seasonal staff.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 7:46:02 AM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 07:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Murrumbucca NSW 2630
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am a long term visitor and now resident of the Snowy's.
1. I like several thousand others have enjoyed he tradition that currently exists of visiting the Yarrangobilliy Caves area. Visiting and enjoying the area
has always been respectful and with the minimum of disruption based on the existing infrastructure. Building more infrastructure, such as Onsen style
bath houses is not in keeping with current tradi ions and will provide a negative impact onto the environment for ancillary services such as parking,
sewerage and additional heating requirements. This area should remain as pristine and untouched as it currently is. The area cannot be disturbed and
commercialised fur her.
I therefore would like my objection to the suggested changes for Yarrangobilliy Caves to be noted.
2. I am a keen visitor to he remote wilderness part of the Snowy Mountains. Part of the attraction is the absence of noise and being at one with nature.
Commercialisation of the area through helicopter or vehicular transport to the region will have a massive impact on the general amenity of the area.
I therefore would like my objection to the suggested changes for access to the more remote areas by road and air to be noted.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:30:48 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I support the project but 1. Leave primary school in current location and build new secondary school. Primary schools are best located within walking distance of home.
2. Leave NPWS in existing building & location
3. Dept of Environment should manage all KNP incl resorts not Dept of Regional Dev. KNP POM should be separate process to his plan
4. Extra beds should be outside KNP not in resorts
5. Ensure aged care is included
6 provide a bushfire emergency ‘safe place’ . During2020 fires we were told to evacuate to Canberra. This was too dangerous with fires located on
way.
7. Ensure new developments are environmentally sustainable eg energy efficient, renewable energy, no more sewerage output into rivers and
waterways, solar passive buildings, more trees planted, etc
8. Provide adventure playground for kids/ teenagers

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:26:56 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
The SAP opportunity is once in a life time opportunity and as such needs to accept the burden to solve an number of problems ignored over decades
of poor council management and neglect poor policy decisions by various State governments agencies.
Jindabyne, before being a short stop towards the mountains was a displaced community. The town was moved from its base on the mighty snowy river
and its valley flooded with a new town planned and built for a small population by SMA (not local or state government). Once the resorts were allowed
to build their business the town became an accommodation and service hub. Along comes the tourist to experience the wonder of he Australian Alps.
Along way a community was formed and did their bit to sustain a sense of cohesion. Yet at every turn it was ignored by all levels of government.
At the end of last century it was time for a high school and when the education department said no, the town folk decided to build one themselves.
Snowy Mountains Grammar School is born. The town now boast the largest central school in NSW (900 students) and award winner private school
(325 students). Their combined numbers now as large as he Cooma cohort. Same goes for Child Care. It had none and now there are two with a third
about to open.
Along its journey from a small river village to a life style town the price of land now rivals a metropolis. With land prices now similar to Western Sydney.
Its newly formed amalgamated council has a density of 1 person per square km has zero chance to make up for poor planning over the last 40 years.
Looking forward to the next 40 years Jindabyne seats proudly in its role as premier tourist destination suppor ing a mul i-billion dollar national park and
a $775m regional tourist industry.
Jindabyne remain a small town at heart accommodation a thirst of investor property (32% of properties remain empty for more than 6 months of the
year). Dual lock up are abound and the streets are narrow. Urban planning rules are created a mishmash of living spaces in this premier location. 80%
of the town if wi hout footpath and 60% without lighting.
The accommodation types are dated and homogeneous in colourbond and lacklustre design.
1. The town needs non-vehicular access to all parts of town allowing for bikes, prams and wheel chairs.
The town has a unique requirement for a blend of Residential homes, social housing, low cost temp housing (for essential workers to arrive into town
and set themselves up) and for large scale seasonal staff hat will still be coming here for the next 20 years (this can be repurposed).
The proposed solution to allow for more land will not address the issue as its value being too high for social/lower cost housing and staff housing.
2. Thus this submission supports the NZ idea of Special Housing Areas that are created through incen ives and zoning.
3. As a community the only element is still eludes it is aged care and while not a mixed use infrastructure project, the necessity remains and good
sizeable land needs to be accommodated.
4. Council needs to be given more resources to managing the increasing impact of 1.3m visitors
5. A marketing/promotion process needs to be established to ensure visitation targets are met.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:47:14 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Ocean Shores 2483
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I Object to the draft master plan
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:46:00 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2765
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This serves only to further destroy the area and he sensitive ecosystem and further lock out the public from what is supposed to be public land.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:30:51 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2028
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not agree with the proposal and believe the area should not be developed
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:44:13 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Earlwood, 2206
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I disagree with the proposed changes on the strongest terms. It is outrageous hat he government has such a careless at itude towards the
preserva ion of he environment. Kosciuszko Na ional Park must be preserved because it offers one of only a few opportunities to experience nature.
The proposed changes threaten the conserva ion efforts occurring in the National Park. They represent a worrying disregard for the long-term future of
Australia in favour of economic gain. It is infuriating that there is such a lack of respect for the natural environment of Australia.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:22:20 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Moonbah 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am not objec ing the reloca ing of the primary and high schools being moved to the Sport and Recreation area I support the idea in principle but I am
concerned with the area that has been designated for the Primary school. The current primary school has a lack of suitable playing areas due to all the
buildings but I believe the new school location is not much better wi h the playground area for the students on a slope which is not suitable for kids to
play ball games etc in the their PE or play times.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:56:22 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Moonbah 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to any tourism infrastructure such as accomoda ion, resorts, pontoons, carparks being built in the Western Lake Jindabyne area. This area it
should be for public recreation. The construc ion of resort, eco tourism cabins etc will change and ruin the beautifiul natural view that runs from he
lake to the mountains which is a benefit for the community and is part of what makes ths a beau iful place. It does not need to be ruined in the name of
progress to make us an international tourist destination. As a resident of this area I do not want Jindabyne to be compared to Queenstown or Aspen
those places are over commercialised and built up areas detract from what makes people want to come here in the summer.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:02:16 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Moonbah 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I support the introduction of shuttles services from Jindabyne to the resorts but I also think there needs to be a regular daily bus service that pick up
residental people from he Moonbah right through to East Jindabyne on a continual daily basis if you want people to use less cars. People that live in
the outer areas of Jindabyne have to use here car to drop kids into town etc so having a bus run would be ideal. Also to offer bus services to Berridale
and Cooma would help the local community.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:25:18 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
South West Rocks 2431
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To whom it may concern,
I strongly object to the proposed Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan.
Kosciuszko National Park is already being visibly impacted by increasing levels of visitation. Visitation is increasing at an unsustainable rate that is
severely damaging environmental and recreational values. A plan must be urgently put in place for sustainable rather than exponential visita ion to the
area.
We need stronger protections for Kosciuszko National Park and our Australian Alpine ecosystems that make up less than 0.15% of our continent. Our
alpine ecosystems are still recovering from unprecedented bushfires and are facing significant threat from the impacts of climate change. Many flora
and fauna species are already endangered.
Wilderness recreation experiences are becoming increasingly limited and rare in Australia as our national parks are opened up to 'glamping' and high
volume visitation. There are extensive opportuni ies for luxury and high visitation tourism development outside of NSW national parks. Keep national
parks for their legislated purposes. Protect the precious environmental assets of NSW and protect wilderness recreation opportunities so hat future
generations can enjoy wild places too.
The opening up of our National Park and alpine ecosystems to further visitation and development will put these precious and vulnerable ecosystems in
great danger. I urge you to redraft the Masterplan to limit visitation and ensure the environmental and wilderness values are conserved for present and
future generations.
A national park is not an urban development site. To open such a large portion of national park to clearing, development and increased visitation is a
significant threat to hese precious and vulnerable ecosystems.
National parks exist for conserva ion purposes and low-impact recreation. The significantly increased levels of visitation and facilities that would need
to be built to support thousands of extra beds in the park, including sewage treatment, have not been adequately assessed for environmental impacts.
These facilities have only been justified for economic reasons, which is in direct opposition to the legislated conservation purposes and management
principles of national parks under he National Parks and Wildlife Act.
Please protect our mountains and Kosciuszko National Park and save a unique environment for generations of Australians to enjoy.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:48:37 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra 2602
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Do not support SAP for KNP or other areas in NSW.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:32:38 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 06:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Kootingal
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave he national parks alone. We don't need more foreign ownership in whats left of our natural environment
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:19:04 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2073
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to further commercial development or activity in the Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 4:21:00 PM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 16:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Paterson
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This cannot be allowed to go ahead. It is the commercialisation of Australia's only alpine landscapes, and they will be totally destroyed along with
many endangered plants and animals.
It is a great place to go because it has been relatively free from these sorts of developments. The area is still recovering from bushfires and is
extremely fragile. It is wrong on so many levels for so many reasons.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:12:40 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3500
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the NSW government destroying National Parks with hotels for the wealthy.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:15:02 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I’m a fourth generation Snowy Monaro ci izen
are certain areas of the plan where I strongly disagree wi h proposed ideas.

I am aware of the need for progress however, there

My first objection is the idea of any changes to he current JJ Connors Oval in the SAP Snowy Mountains Master Plan. On pages 43 and 73 a bus
route is proposed and you need to look very carefully to find this dotted line! This would be a disaster and an open invitation to join up Park Road and
Reedy’s Cutting Lane in the future as a main route. No notice of any changes to JJ Connors Oval was mentioned at any of the community
consultations.
On page 60, mention is made of community sporting facilities in the Sports and Educa ion Precinct. This would appear to be a duplication of existing
facilities. It would signal future intentions to develop he JJ Connors Oval against the long term wishes of the local community. This Oval is a unique
icon of the Jindabyne community and its proud sporting history. If the Government is true to its inten ion to create the SAP with community involvement
then the Masterplan needs to reflect the Oval staying in its present location.
My other objection is to medium scale tourist or residential accommodation in the Town Centre Growth as shown on page 73 unless a height
restriction of maximum 4 levels was mandatory for all developments.
Otherwise I applaud the Plan’s vision for the Snowy Mountains.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:17:14 PM
objection-to-the-snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct-draft-master-plan 1.docx

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Epping 2121
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
objection-to-the-snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct-draft-master-plan 1.docx

Submission
Objections set out in the attached file
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Objection to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master
Plan – June 2021

The draft Master Plan states “Special Activation Precincts are a new way of planning
and delivering projects in certain areas of regional NSW to attract and grow
businesses, provide more employment opportunities and stimulate the regional
economy”.
The draft Master Plan for this Precinct divides the area into three sub precincts:
-

The Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct;
The Jindabyne Growth Precinct;
The Alpine Precinct.

The purpose of the special activation precincts, as quoted above, may well be
appropriate for the two Jindabyne sub precincts. However, it is not appropriate for
the Alpine precinct.
The objections set out in this submission relate to the Alpine Precinct proposals. I
have no comments on the proposals for the Jindabyne precincts.
The draft Master Plan claims that “the Snowy Mountains is the rooftop of Australia
where an unspoiled alpine landscape meets a dramatic climate that is unfound
elsewhere on the continent”.
It is true to say that it is a special landscape, very rare in Australia. It is not true to
say it is unspoiled – it has been subject to multiple impacts over the last couple of
centuries, such as grazing, mining, hydro electric and water supply schemes, resort
development, feral horses etc, plus the ongoing effects of anthropogenic climate
change. These have and continue to pose serious threats to this area.
As such, it is critically important that plans for this area focus on protection and
enhancement of this environment first, and minimising threats, before deciding what
opportunities should be pursued.
The Alpine Precinct proposals do not do this. Rather, they simply outline
opportunities for development, with minor references to minimising environmental
impacts. The emphasis on development meeting demand is inappropriate in this
location. As a national park, the focus should be on conservation and low impact
recreation. Additionally, demand should be considered in the context of the real cost
of supply, factoring in the cost of externalities (such as environmental damage).
Specific concerns include:
Increased accommodation/resort development
The only justification appears to be that there is a demand. This appears to be winter
demand. For example, the draft Master Plan considers that there should be an
improvement in the bed to skier ratio at Perisher.

There is little consideration of the direct impacts of construction (such as clearing),
the appropriateness of yet more substantial development in a rare alpine
environment, that it is in a national park, and the impacts of support infrastructure
such as sewage treatment systems and power supply.
While some of these issues could be addressed at a detailed assessment stage, that
is too late for this type of environment. At a strategic level, most of the development
identified in the draft Master Plan’s vision is inappropriate.
It is somewhat ironic that a core aim of the draft Master Plan appears to be to
broaden the economy away from its winter focus, yet many of the proposals
concentrate on winter. It is also ironic that with ongoing climate change much of this
accommodation may well become irrelevant as snowfalls diminish. Why are we
proposing to cause so much damage for such short-term benefits? The draft Master
Plan itself anticipates “a future decline in snow-based recreation due to climate
change”.
The aim to develop a commercial centre at Perisher is particularly inappropriate.
Perisher is certainly poorly laid out now and some improved design and connections
might be desirable, but a commercial centre such as that proposed should have no
place in a national park.
Helicopter use
The draft Master Plan claims “Helicopter transit has strong growth potential with
opportunities to provide unique experiences and fast transit for customers in the
alpine environment”.
It is unlikely that such transport will benefit more than a small minority of people. Yet
it is likely to have significant noise impacts, disturbing many people’s enjoyment of
the national park. The draft Master Plan does not even consider the possibility of
such impacts, and how helicopter use is completely out of place for passenger
transport in this environment (as distinct from emergencies, environmental
enhancement works etc).
Additional ski slopes
It is noted that no additional ski terrain is proposed at this stage. However, the draft
Master Plan goes on to state “should winter activities continue to increase over the
next five to ten years there may be enough commercial benefit in considering the
expansion of skiable terrain in proximity to Thredbo or Perisher Valley”.
Yet again, the draft Master Plan’s main consideration seems to be demand, not
environmental suitability. Clearing yet more land in Australia’s very limited and fragile
alpine environment does not make much sense, especially when such slopes may
be made redundant by a lack of snow in the relatively near future.
Other comments
There are some positive ideas in the draft Master Plan proposals which are worth
considering further. These include the proposal to improve summer parking at
Charlottes Pass and the proposal to trial a shuttle bus to reduce car use. However,

many of the proposals to improve winter car parking at the resorts could undermine
the shuttle bus proposal.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:33:23 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Willoughby/Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not support the connec ion of Park Road to Ready Cutting Street as marked on Figure 21, making this a major transport route into the town centre.
Currently the sports grounds are a central green area for residents to enjoy. Children and dogs can exercise safely and peacefully without the noise
and dangers of through traffic. This environment will be adversely affected by the proposed road changes.
I also believe the proposed tourism development at Western Lake Jindabyne will significantly detract from the natural beauty of the area, both as
experienced through the Hatchery cycle/walking trail, and as viewed from the southern and eastern sides of the lake. I do not support his development
initiative.
The attrac iveness of Jindabyne is its wide open spaces and raw natural beauty. On reading the Plan I feel the objectives are not in keeping with
preserving his amenity for residents or visitors. The premise of the Snowy Mountains Activation Plan seems to be that all development is good, and I
do not share hat vision.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:24:22 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jimboomba, 4280
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
You people keep taking beautiful land that are for Australians for your own profit. We as Australian’s are being locked out of our own country for your
own profit. No one trust you anymore. Do better for this country not your greedy pockets!!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 8:24:39 PM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 20:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Eleebana 2282
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This plan will undermine what makes the Kosciuszko National Park special. It's unique environment is of vital importance and is already under major
strain by he recent bush fires, increasingly variable snow seasons and the ever increasing threat of climate change.
To effectively bulldoze 4000 hectares of our greatest national park would ba a major national and international embarrassment and it would be done in
service to no one.
On a personal level I have enjoyed many holidays in and around the Kosciuszko national park in all seasons and it is a place of immense beauty and
peace. This plan would ruin what I have had the privilege to enjoy for future generations.
Put simply, any short term gains would be vas ly overshadowed by enormous medium and long term losses both environmentally and economically
and the blame will be squarely placed on the Deputy Premier's head.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 6:53:10 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 18:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
tahmoor
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a visitor to he Snowy mountain national park over my entrer
life span I would strongly object to any changes to the National park and the
ability for it to be managed as the parks and wildlife service see fit.
My two sisters and brother are all living and raising heir families in the region and we all strongly oppose this "special activation precinct plan" and any
plan that will destroy what is curren ly available for all to enjoy.
The idea of a Japanese style gas powered onsen is symply ludicrous.
I would be more than upset if any of this was given approval and will be voting for ano her party if this gets off the ground.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 10:57:47 AM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 10:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Cooma 2630
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The proposal over-rides local wishes and any environmental protections for the sole purpose of enriching developers friendly to the current
government.
The national parks of Australia exist for all Australians, not he rich few.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:16:42 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Hazelbrook
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I think the beautiful Snowy Mountains should not be totally overrun with even more development. This special area still allows users to get into nature
and gain solitude. This is under threat. The towns are big enough to give options to everybody and by making them bigger nature lovers and nature will
suffer. This sensitive area needs protection for future generations not just commercial gain for a few.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:15:43 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3215
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Absolutely disgusted that the government would want to touch one of our last untamed and most beau iful parts of the world! Leave it alone, let people
who are capable and committed to looking after this part of the world in and stop trying to make a profit off this by destroying it!!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:22:42 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2000
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am in agreement wi h those who object as this development will contribute to serious degradation of the natural environment for only a small period
during the year, for hose who are financially able to partake ie yet another example of the lucky few ruining the natural environment for their own
personal gain. This should not go ahead, especially given the risk of environmental collapse hat we could experience in he next 10 years if we do not
aggressively reverse our clearing of natural environments.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:53:51 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We moved here because we love the rural (emphasised) alpine area & lake Jindabyne. The tranquility, peace, slower paced life, a place we are proud
& happy to call home. If we wanted high rise buildings, over passes and extensive foreshore development we would have stayed in
. And I
know this is the same for the majority of locals.
Jindabyne is not a large town (the way we like it) and it already struggles with the influx of tourists during winter & recen ly also in summer. What the
SAP has outlined will not ease that struggle, it will just make it worse.
Unfortunately ( and embarrassingly) humans do a lot of damage to this world, and by going ahead with he SAP & not LISTENING to the community
who live here, all that will eventuate is more damage to an already fragile area & it certainly wont be a place that locals will love to call home anymore
The SAP draft Master Plan overrides the LEP to avoid having to comply with existing provisions of the LEP in catalyst precincts and reduce the
community expectations for development in these areas.
The SAP states that the LEP will no longer apply, and new controls introduced, along with a separate approval process outside of council
management. These new controls water down the existing LEP provision and reduce the requirements on developers to abide by the planning
environmental obligations of the LEP for these areas.
This changing of zoning and approval process appears to be purely to suit developers and facilitate development that would otherwise be
unacceptable to council or the community under the exis ing planning provisions.
I sincerely hope that whoever reads the submsisions actually takes the time to LISTEN to the locals, and then you may realize that the plans which are
proposed are not needed, wanted or welcome here.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:51:09 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Jindabyne Township
Two Words - Over Development
We understand that Jindabyne is a tourist town & that growth is inevitable, but what the SAP is showing is way over he top & by going ahead with
what you are proposing it will ruin the feel of he town, a RURAL COUNTRY ALPINE TOWN. And it is the RURAL ALPINE COUNTRY TOWN that
visitors love & come for.
Jindabyne is a community first, THEN a tourist town.
If you must/want to do any hing, improve he EXISTING town infrastructure first before building any more.
The SAP needs a lot of work & adjustments
- Building heights too high - suggest a maximum of 2 stories (NOTE: The original Go Jindabyne discussions made it very clear that he community did
NOT want high rise buildings, yet you are putting it in the SAP??)
- Number of buildings too many - I go back to RURAL alpine town
- Lake foreshore development too much - landscaping fine, but don’t start put ing buildings there, it will totally ruin the area. Boardwalks are not
needed, hey are expensive, unnecessary & don’t fit in with the RURAL COUNTRY ALPINE TOWN & Banjo Patterson Park needs to take into account
the solders memorial. The Lake foreshore needs to remain a public space, and not be destroyed by development
- Old Town Centre do not put any development in front of it - The Old Town Centre is an icon, manby people (locals & tourists) enjoy visiting the café's
& restaurants as it has incredible views across Kosci road onto the lake. By developing in front of it, it will destroy the history of the town & impact local
business greatly.
- New residential subdivisions - Rules need to be set so it doesn’t turn into a dogs breakfast like what is happening in East Jindabyne at the moment.
Crackenback is a great example as to how they have set it out, a little hidden pocket that does not ruin the scenery as you drive up he Alpine Way,
and has rules & regulations as to what can be built & how (architecturally)
The SAP seems to totally disregard the needs and wants of the community, and is put together for he needs / wants of the investors & developers.
We don’t need another shopping precinct, or tourist shops or coffee shops, so why put it in? Its certainly not for the community that actually LIVE here
but more so the people that are seeing a money grab & who have no regard whatsoever for the community that live here OR the fragile environment
we are in

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:52:47 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Western Lake Sub-Precint
Going ahead with this will again totally ruin the Rural Landscapes and views across he lake. I refer back to why tourists actually come here & it is
because hey want to get away from the busy overcrowded cities & enjoy the space, peace, isola ion.
Develop this area & you have totally lost that.
From my understanding local residents were given no indication that any development was going ahead & only found out when they saw work starting
on the property. How is this even possible?

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:03:57 PM
kosciuszko-masterplan-8-2021.pdf

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Turramurra, 2074
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
kosciuszko-masterplan-8-2021 pdf

Submission
Please see attached file or objection
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission to KNP SAP Masterplan

Where is the detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the proposed
developments? These issues must be fully assessed in a revised POM.
To give the Deputy Premier the planning control of an item of national heritage and
international importance, instead of the appropriate body (NPWS), is unwise, given
the changeable nature of politicl processes.
3. Increasing visitor numbers by 60% only in the winter, is stupid.
Most accommodation is unused in the non-ski season. Therefore this enlargement is
for snow-season only. Most of us realise that the planet is warming, that snow cover
will decrease, and we will have a “stranded asset”, after having trashed the Park.
Estimates for the end of the snow sporting era will come in one to two decades.
Where is the assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in
overnight beds? Sewage, parking, protection of rare habitats, ecosystems and
species?
4. Regrettable destruction of the features they come to see
Quiet amenity? Not with helicopters and four-wheel drives on the Summit Track.
The karst system at Yarrangobilly Caves of National, and International significance?
That too, will be damaged with too many visitors.
Japanese Onsen? Well they couldn’t manage that
Neither mineral nor hot! The natural springs would not exist as they are now.
Heritage? Onsens are Japanese - the Japanese do it better!
5. The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the
High Ambition Coalition for Nature and People. The alliance intends to halt the loss
of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NSW is currently barely 9% of the state. To reach
even close to that target, we must not countenance land clearing and infrastructure
development within our conservation jewels.
The Masterplan and POM need to be rewritten to enhance the protection of
Kosciuszko National Park, not endanger its conservation values.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:26:22 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2126
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I absolutely do not agree at all with the idea to limit and privatise part of this country that should be free to be enjoyed by everyone, not just the wealthy
and those looking to profit. Disgraceful.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:48:25 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
EPPING
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is ridiculous and should not go ahead
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:55:20 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
7310
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the plans listed above.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:01:15 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Mudgee
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:49:35 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3034
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave he park as a park your ruining the only places untouched left on his con inent
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 7:42:15 AM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 07:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Strathnairn
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am really disturbed by his proposal. It includes significant destruction to the natural environment for benefit of the very few.
This is just bad development and is not sustainable in the long term. I am also considerably concerned that the local area and people are just over
looked again and again.
4WD should not be allowed on walking tracks or in the park.
Artificially heating the pools is just so wrong on many levels, its hard to understand why this is even being suggested. This is not supporting the local
environment, but managing it toward destruc ion.
Stop clearing the bushland for accommodation.
There are other ways and we should be looking are deeper ecology solutions that are beyond this shallow investment in he mountains.
I propose that this proposal is absolutely rejected.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 9 August 2021 6:59:07 PM

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 18:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2650
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I would like to see he Talbingo MTB trails to be included in the Snowy Mountains Activation Precinct. I feel they are a very important part of opening
up the mountains for a range of sports that would use the trails. It also helps create more appreciation of the beautiful alpine regions.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 14 August 2021 2:19:54 PM

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 14:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2603
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Please limit helicopter access/flights - it's noisy and obtrusive for hose using the park. Building a gondola is also unnecessary.
More year round camping sites Island Bend and a better booking system is needed. Public camping sites near or in Jindabyne would also be
beneficial.
I also support a public bus service between the resorts, from Jindabyne in winter.
More affordable off mountain accommodation options (camping and hard top) in Jindabyne would lessen further damage to the alpine environment
and promote business opportunities in Jindy - coupled wi h better mass transport op ions in winter would be a win win for the park and the town.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 6:55:03 AM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 06:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
My family has been visiting this region for over 60 years for a range of outdoor activi ies and recreation. This proposal is no hing more than a cash
grab and serves to destroy an area that deserves conservation and respect. I wholeheartedly object to this proposal
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 6:28:34 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 18:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Highton, 3216
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am extremely concerned by NSW Government’s Special Activation Plan for Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). This draft plan intends to encourage
further development in the Park inviting greater access for vehicles and aircraft. It also takes direct control of the KNP Plan of Management away from
the NSW Environment Minister and gives it to gives the Deputy Premier.
National Parks are there to preserve wilderness for all Australians to enjoy, but this plan will damage the delicate alpine environment by encouraging
development where there should not be any. This proposal must be defeated, it is an affront to the very purpose of National Parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 9 August 2021 9:29:23 AM

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 09:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sydney
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I will keep this brief, but ask for sense and balance to be used in the plan, not short sighted commercialism.
Increasing opportunities to use the park year round use is a good idea. As has been seen with the growth of mountain biking, this makes great use of
existing infrastructure that would otherwise sit idle for three seasons of the year. I'm sure that the cross country trails could be expanded and some
more money put to maintaining the back country huts. Other activities like walking and fishing will no doubt boom as well as the mountains become
more popular.
As for winter specifically, encouraging beginners and hose after 'snow play' activi ies to Mt Selwyn is a good idea. This will spread the load of people
around different roads and infrastructure, and perhaps bring more tourism business to Adamninaby not just Jindabyne.
But squeezing more capacity into the already stretched winter resorts is a terrible idea. There are massive waste problems at Thredbo and Perisher
that have not been dealt with, and cannot be dealt with wi hout serious disruption to the natural environment. And the lifts themselves cannot cope with
any more people. We need to accept that there is a natural capacity that doesn't need to be exceeded. With a shorter season, Vail Perisher's
expansion will just add to the the madness that already is- and will not make it any less costly for users. Allowing he most exclusive users to commute
via helicopter is a ghas ly idea hat will completely change the mountain environment.
Kosciusko is a National Park whose main purpose is the preservation of a a unique ecosystem. It's secondary goal is to enable a wilderness
experience for those prepared to hike or skitour out on their own steam. There is no hing to be gained by bringing that bar down to the lowest
denominator- it will squeeze more profits out for a few more years only at great cost to the environment and experience that exists now, and cannot be
replaced.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:35:21 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2015
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission.
As someone who enjoys visi ing the Kosciusko National Park for skiing and hiking I am incredibly concerned by the proposals within the SAP.
Firs ly this planning process should be lead by conservation not development objectives, this area is after all a national park. The lead agency for
parks driving all planning snd any development should be the NPWS and Environment Department, not o her government departments wi h objectives
that conflict wi h conservation.
- There should be no increase of bed numbers within he park.
- Camping areas at Island Bend and Thredbo Diggins should remain low-impact camping sites not sites for cabins and ‘glamping’
- The Yarrangobilly thermal pool should remain as is, not artificially heated.
- No addi ional helicopter flights into the alpine resorts
- No vehicle movements should be allowed to Rawson Pass.
- No artificial viewing deck at Porcupine Rocks.
The proposed amendments to he Plan of Management should be rejected. Additional accomodation can be built in Jindabyne, supporting economic
ac ivity in the town.
Additional opportuni ies for public transport into the park from Jindabyne should be explored to reduce congestion.
More also needs to be done wi hin the park to reduce roadkill.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Thursday, 5 August 2021 3:29:04 PM

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 15:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Erskineville/Sydney /2043
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I believe any further human intervention/development in the National Park will spell the beginning of he end for it’s unique array of flora & fauna .
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:42:57 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Pagewood 2035
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission

Brindabella Ski Club
has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:09:58 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2621
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This proposal is not in the best interest of what a national Park stands for.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:22:00 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2620
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to this taking place wi h concern for the environmental impact
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 4:55:16 PM

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 16:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Aged care
Agree wi h the side notation that the aged care facility be located in town. Previous discussions wi h members of the Catholic community and the
adjoining, albeit across the road, grounds of Anglican community had not come to any hing, but as it has now been mentioned in the DMP, his should
be taken further.
Also JCS grounds should be considered. Yes, it is Dept of Education land, but in the scheme of all hings happening, serious consideration should be
given To returning this land to he Jindabyne community in one form or ano her. I would strongly object to any developer get ing their hands on his
land.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 10 August 2021 12:08:43 PM

Submitted on Tue, 10/08/2021 - 12:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Jindabyne Housing and development Objection to proposed height. Referring to page 62 in the Structure Plan Part 1 Document
Your diagram for this section of town shows high rise buildings at the current Jindabyne Holiday park are higher than the current heights permitted. It
mentions in notes beside the diagram it will be Government-led Land and infrastructure development of the current JCS site and Lake Jindabyne
waterfront precinct, wi h developer-led implementation of individual buildings and development parcels.
Unfortunately, I am concerned that anything that has the words “developer-led” in it is worrying.
I would have great concern with buildings of anything over the current height limit to be permitted in any part of Jindabyne, and more particularly along
the lake foreshore.
I have lived in the main centre of town for over 30 years and am very concerned hat raising the height limit will have a negative affect on the ambience
of the town.
Even in this very quiet time due to COVID, the streets are already crowded with cars. Increasing the density of housing in our narrow busy streets will
detrimentally effect all current and future residents and visitors.
At all times during his process, the consensus of the community from the very beginning is that we do Not want any high rise buildings, and that more
thought should be given to lower style buildings so hat he vistas the residents currently enjoy are not impeded in any direction.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 4:57:53 PM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 16:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Figures 9 and 11 in he draft Master Plan. Mixed use town centre. I object to any proposed residential development on the lake side of Kosciuszko
Road. If this is to be classed as “recreational” then no residential development should be permitted. We already have a caravan park which caters to a
large range of visitors who contribute greatly to the commerce of Jindabyne. I believe there can be a compromise to the use of his area by retaining
the caravan park, with some adjustments, and also implementing changes to allow more use by residents and visitors.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 5:06:54 PM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 17:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Figure 13 pg 49 of the draft Master Plan
I disagree with the narrowing of Kosciuszko Road par icularly between Thredbo Terrace and Kalkite Street. We have a large shopping complex on one
side of the road and a petrol sta ion on he other side. Ingres and egress from both these well used entrances would be severely impacted by reducing
Kosciuszko Road to one lane either side. Exit from Nuggets Crossing car park in particular would be near impossible on busy days. And what happens
to the right turn lane into he car park from Kosciuszko Road?
I have no issue with reducing Kosciuszko Road to one lane either side from Thredbo Terrace back to Bay Street.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 5:09:50 PM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 17:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
P57 of the Draft Master Plan.
I support the Southern Connector. Should have been done when first mooted 25 yrs ago.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 4:44:32 PM

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 16:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
P53 of the draft Master Plan JCS
Support the relocation of JCS to Sport & Rec campus.
Support the Alpine Training Centre at Sport & Rec. However, for a truly all encompassing alpine training facility, an Olympic size pool similar in size to
the Thredbo Leisure Centre should be considered sooner rather than later. Cross training is an important part of all sports and a pool is particularly
important in providing this.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:59:49 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Garran
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
In principle I support limited and thoughtful alpine development but not the wholesale ruining of a unique and protected part of the NSW countryside
purely to line the pockets of developers.
The current Covid 19 pandemic should also provide some pause for thought. It's he large cities and urban developments that are suffering most. The
medium term is likely to see the populace moving away from large groups of people towards smaller clusters. Over filling small resorts is contrary to
that.
Sensible but modest development with long term sustainability is needed not yet another wealthy developer ruining the Alpine ambience and
atmosphere for short term personal gain.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:28:32 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Trentham
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave it be. It’s nature.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:51:19 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
4551
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Destroying more of our national parks and restricting the ability for the public to freely enjoy its natural beauty is a disgrace.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:30:38 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:30
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2672
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave it at it is beautiful
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:29:15 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Evatt 2617
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:31:47 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2081
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
LEAVE MY COUNTRY ALONE
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:58:58 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wagga Wagga 2650
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Snowy needs to stay the way it is natural for our animals and fellow 4wding community
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:49:16 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2286
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave it a national Park for everyone to enjoy
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 1:34:00 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Albury
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is such a beautiful, untouched part of the world. And it needs to remain that way. You could create 4wd tours ra her then a permanent basis in the
park. This should never have been proposed, and will ruin kozi!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:57:01 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2232
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the development of any national park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:07:04 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 23:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Box hill 2765
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Object
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:10:17 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Affordable Housing
Jindabyne is in danger of becoming an elite playground for the wealthy. We are in a housing crisis and with he rising rents and allure of air bnb there
is little to no permanent rentals for low/mid income singles and families or seasonal rentals for staff.
If all he low income families and staff have to leave town we will lose he appeal of our friendly town, we will be left without a soul and nothing but air
bnbs and empty second houses.
Without affordable seasonable accommodation for winter staff we can not staff out resorts, restaurants, cafes, hotels, shops etc. This is heading to be
a major disaster.
Ideas
Any new development wi hin the town should have a component of affordable housing wi hin it so that staff are not priced out the market - where
would they go?
Affordable Rent control housing to be built as part of any development deals
Perisher develops affordable staff housing at the station resort

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:46:32 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Western Lake Jindabyne Sub-Precinct
Reference: Objec ion to the overdevelopment of Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) proposal for the Western Lake Jindabyne SubPrecinct
Comment:
Uphold Snowy River Local Environmental Plan 2013 (LEP) which includes this catalyst precinct area, identified as “Lake Eucumbene and Lake
Jindabyne” on the Scenic Protection Area Map, as well as an eastern approaches to Kosciuszko Na ional Park.
Controlled slow development over money first land grabs and unsigh ly development
The current LEP principles should be upheld as follows:
Development should account for this being an environmentally sensitive area
Public access should be upheld
Sense of isola ion and nature should be upheld
Approach views should not be impacted - or minimised to allow the continua ion of the visual impact of the area when viewed from the relevant lake at
its full supply level or from a public place
development complements the natural beauty of the surrounding area, and the development is compatible with the surrounding natural environment
and scenic landscape
Smallscale development only
Curiosity rocks should not be developed
No high rise buildings
No development along the lakeshore
Continuation of rural feel
Sustainable growth in conference wi h the community
No development purely for profit
Any changes to go through public exhibition and consideration not bundled up cloak and dagger into a massive SAP that took years to come up with
but he community are expected to give a considered response in a very short space of time
‘More time to consider
Each part to be considered individually with due diligence not rushed through in the middle of a lockdown

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:00:33 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Western Lake Jindabyne Sub-Precinct
Reference: Objec ion to the overdevelopment of Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct (SAP) proposal for the Western Lake Jindabyne SubPrecinct
Comment:
Uphold Snowy River Local Environmental Plan 2013 (LEP) which includes this catalyst precinct area, identified as “Lake Eucumbene and Lake
Jindabyne” on the Scenic Protection Area Map, as well as an eastern approaches to Kosciuszko Na ional Park.
Controlled slow development over money first land grabs and unsigh ly development
The current LEP principles should be upheld as follows:
Development should account for this being an environmentally sensitive area
Public access should be upheld
Sense of isola ion and nature should be upheld
Approach views should not be impacted - or minimised to allow the continua ion of the visual impact of the area when viewed from the relevant lake at
its full supply level or from a public place
development complements the natural beauty of the surrounding area, and the development is compatible with the surrounding natural environment
and scenic landscape
Smallscale development only
Curiosity rocks should not be developed
No high rise buildings
No development along the lakeshore
Continuation of rural feel
Sustainable growth in conference wi h the community
No development purely for profit
Any changes to go through public exhibition and consideration not bundled up cloak and dagger into a massive SAP that took years to come up with
but he community are expected to give a considered response in a very short space of time
‘More time to consider
Each part to be considered individually with due diligence not rushed through in the middle of a lockdown

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:02:45 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Jindabyne Town Centre
Reference: Draft Master Plan and image page 57 Structure Plan Report Part 1
Comment:
Too much new development proposed without accounting for the local residents
Sustained grow h
No high rise developments, current height restrictions to be maintained
Maintain rural aspect and feel of he town of jindabyne which is why people visit here and choose to live here
Do not overlove jindabyne, sustainable well considered development that makes the most of the lake and keeps the rural feel
The goal of year round tourism is great but that must be balanced wi h keeping the heart and soul of the town
Balance growth with environmental concerns
This is not a playground for the rich but a rural town that is home to families and residents
Tone down building height to maximum 3 storeys, no more than 2 stories near lake.
Buildings that are being replaced eg the school, small house, to be replaced with similar height building, taking into account he opinions of the
neighbours and existing lake and mountain views
your image on page 57 of structure report part 1 titled "Example of a lakeside mixed-use building" would ruin Jindabyne.
- Lake foreshore improvements and landscaping without over development.
- Any new residential sub divisions include set rules around design and style. You could look at Lake Crackenback Resort for how hey have set
architecture caveats wi h use of materials.
- Invest in and improve town infrastructure as a first priority.
- consider keeping existing school as a primary school and community based library and shared community space - NOT HIGH RISE
DEVELOPMENTS
- parking needs a separate consideration as here is already not enough parking
- new proposals and works should go through a period of public consultation as any hing in the town centre affects everyone
- no ones existing view should be allowed to be built out
I OBJECT TO THE SPEED IN WHICH THIS IS CARRIED OUT, THERE HAS BEEN NO ROOM FOR SENSIBLE PUBLIC DISCUSSION GIVEN
THAT WE ARE IN OUR BUSIEST SEASON AND THAT WE ARE IN LOCKDOWN. THIS IS BEING RUSHED THROUGH WITHOUT PROPER
CONSULTATION
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:16:35 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Park Road / JCS Development
Heading: Future Developments – Jindabyne Town Centre Sub-Precinct (JCS Site)
Sub Heading: OBJECTION to proposed heights of buildings
Reference: Page 54 Structure Plan Reports Part 1 (paragraph 1 and 2 on left column)
“The majority of the site can be developed for apartments of 3-5 storeys with an expectation hat a significant proportion of accommodation will be
used for tourist accommodation.”
Comment:
I am opposed to multi level development on the old JCS site
- No new development higher that existing
- No reduction in views from current residents of park road, ingebyra, bogong, gippsland and munyang Streets
- No over development of school site both in terms of density, noise and height
- Keep current school as primary school, move secondary school to new district
- The original Go Jindabyne mee ings clearly demonstrated hat community opinion was very much against high rise development. Lower style, mixed
development no higher than current buildings would not impede lake views and the feeling of open mountain and lake vistas.
- picture on page 10 of this study taken from Bogong, ingebyra or Munyang Street would no longer have these views if five storeys were permitted.
- No road through the oval as this would be increased traffic in a residential area
, which would be unsafe for oval users
COMMUNITY CONSULTATION IS ASKED FOR AT ALL STAGES NOT JUST A ONE OFF CLOAK AND DAGGER APPROACH. Due diligence and
sustainable development can not be undertaken in the middle of a pandemic in he snow season. This is a complex process that affects all residents, it
should not be rushed and significant changes should not be hidden under a mountain of ‘pr’ friendly waffle when the technical studies paint a different
picture.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:51:15 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
From: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Jindabyne, Local business owner.
Heading: Jindabyne Foreshore
Reference: - Page 42 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
SUPPORT
For the proposed Jindabyne foreshore development I SUPPORT THE FOLLOWING
- increased pedestrian / cycle access and a reinvigoration of the foreshore for public use (within limits).
- Foreshore jetty or jetty for boat access at rydges
- Inclusive outdoor play spaces
- Redevelopment of the Lake Jindabyne Hotel, with no increase in height of buildings or public access to lake
- Upgrade shared path on Foreshore - widen to allow for bikers and walkers
- Revegetation and clean up of area around Curiosity Rocks
- Eat street along lake front (BUT NOT AS PART OF A MULTI LEVEL DEVELOPMENT)
- Restaurants, shops and cafes that can take advantage of lake aspects (BUT NOT AS PART OF A MULTI LEVEL DEVELOPMENT)
- Beach at rydges
DISAGREE
For the proposed Jindabyne foreshore development I DISAGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING
- Multi level development at lake shore
- Loss of Public access to foreshore areas
- Development of Claypits - this should remain undeveloped as this is the rural relaxed feel that tourist come for and locals love

DISAGREE
Changing Kosciuszko Road to a 2 lane road
- By put ing this down to a 2-lane road it has the potential on busy days to grind the traffic in town to a halt, which already curren ly happens.
ALternative:
- Keep 4 lane road but reduce speed, reducing lanes will lead to bottle neck and is short sighted
- Slow down traffic to 20k / per hour between the brumby bar and the bowlo
- Put in zebra crossings and/or roundabouts every 100-200m to allow for safe crossings
- Leave as 4 lanes so people that want to slow down and enjoy the view can do so without impeding traffic
Please note that there has not been enough ime for proper community consultation on this and as such there should be an opportunity for ongoing
feedback and consultation. These are major changes and need to involve he community at each point.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:56:17 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Candelo, NSW 2550
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I live in Southeast NSW and have been a regular visitor to Kosciuszko National Park over 30+ years. I am a member of the National Parks Association
of NSW and believe our national parks need to be recognised, resourced and maintained for their conservation values.
It is vital hat he 'lead agency' making decisions on development in the alpine areas of KNP should continue to be the Dept of Planning, Industry and
Environment (Minister Kean) not, as proposed, the Dept of Regional NSW (Minister Barilaro).
The limited development allowed in national parks should be driven by the 'nature conservation' purpose of the National Parks & Wildlife Act', not by
the Draft Plan's objective of growth in business opportunities.
We must act now before it is too late to protect this unique and fragile alpine area.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:52:18 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3523
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Keep the wilderness wild
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 3:26:38 PM
comments-snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct docx

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 15:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Monash, 2904
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
comments-snowy-mountains-special-activation-precinct.docx

Submission
Please find my attached comments on the Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

COMMENTS ON THE SNOWY MOUNTAINS SPECIAL ACTIVATION PRECINCT (SAP)
DRAFT MASTER PLAN
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan. My
comments will be confined to the Alpine Precinct.
Alpine Resorts
In summary, I do not agree with the proposed changes that pertain to the alpine resorts. For many
years the NPWS, and its supporting organisations, have strived to balance the competing objectives of
conservation of the natural and cultural values of the alpine area of Kosciuszko National Park (KNP)
and the commercial objectives linked to the tourism industry. The Snowy Mountains SAP has rolled
over these arrangements, effectively neutering them, to the advantage of greater tourism and
associated development.
The changes are not in keeping with the spirit or the objectives of national parks as specified in the
National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974.
The first two of the Act’s four objects address conservation of:
 natural features such as habitat and ecosystems, biological diversity for its intrinsic values,
landforms and landscapes; and
 objects, places and features for the value placed on them by people.
The other two objects address, firstly the management of reserved lands and secondly, fostering
public appreciation, understanding and enjoyment of nature and cultural heritage.
In Section 30E of the Act, Clause 2 comprises eight sub-clauses that detail the management principles
for national parks, the first three of which concern the conservation of natural and heritage values.
Clause 2d provides for the promotion of public appreciation and understanding and Clause 2e
provides for the enjoyment of nature and cultural heritage via sustainable visitor or tourist use
compatible with the national park’s natural and cultural values. The key words are in bold.
The clear implication is that extant values are the focus of the Act. There is no explicit or implied
meaning that includes newly developed cultural values.
The use of the Snowy Mountains for skiing is undeniably a part of the local culture. The development
of the Snowy Hydro scheme and the easier access it afforded to the area became a turning point for
greater development from the mid 20th Century. However, there is nothing in the Act that suggests
that the development of the ski industry is, and of itself, a thing of cultural value.
It is clear that the legally binding purpose of a national park is the conservation of the environment that
it contains. It is equally clear that the use of a national park for visitor or tourist purposes is caveated
with conservation principles. Against this background it is disheartening to see how the Snowy
Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan, Part 3.2 (Alpine Precinct – Alpine Resorts) subordinates these
principles to regional growth and economic considerations.
The document seems to loose it’s way quite early. In Part 1.1, the ‘key drivers for change’ includes
eight ‘drivers’ the first seven of which read like a collection of unrelated ideas. The last states a
specific driver for change (an anticipated increase in visitors by 2060). However, the basis for this
forecast is not clear, neither is it clear whether it refers to an economy operating in pre or post COVID19 mode nor the extent to which it includes visitors to KNP. In Part 2.1 (Principles for the Snowy
Mountains), section 4 (Strategic Indicators) dots 3, 4, 5 and 6 outline measures to better understand
the carrying capacity and issues associated with operating in KNP. Yet dot 7 leaps to the conclusion
that more beds are needed. In other words, the document seems to be a justification for preconceived activities and not one that argues for change from first principles.
It is no surprise then that Part 3.2 is focused on an unsubstantiated increase to visitor numbers and
the changes to facilities needed to cater for them. This thinking is clearly on display on page 88,
where the fifth dot point seeks to cater for changes in the expectations of visitors – something not
permitted under the Act§ 30E (2) (e). That is, visitors should be encouraged to enjoy the extant values
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of KNP and not be attracted to new-build developments. After all, it is a national park, not an
amusement park.
The detail pertaining to the Alpine Precinct in Appendix A of the Draft Master Plan does little to clarify
things. The introductory words on page 78 outline the sensitive nature of the Australian Alps
Bioregion (‘The National Park possesses exceptional diversity of alpine plant communities, containing
threatened ecological communities (TECs) and providing habitat for a number of rare and threatened
species.’) and goes on to present a way forward that does not offer a ‘do nothing’ option (‘An evidenced
based approach has been adopted to determine the best outcome for the Alpine Precinct and to provide a
clear pathway for the right types of future development, in the right locations.’). A ‘do nothing’ option is
always a valid course of action in any comprehensive analysis.
Support of Other Aspects
Given the redevelopment being proposed for the Jindabyne area some increase in population seems
inevitable. In this respect I support the additional accommodation proposals for those areas in the
Alpine Precinct that have been previously disturbed; that is, Sponars Chalet, Ski Rider Hotel, Island
Bend, Creel Bay and Kosciuszko Tourist Park.
I support the use of the Thredbo Ranger Station as a fly-fishing lodge and note that adaptive re-use of
facilities is permitted in the Act. However, the projected 100-bed limit is of concern given the proximity
of the Thredbo River. My concern centers on the disposal of all forms of waste that inevitably will be
generated.
I also support the development of the park-and-ride system as a means to reduce the number of
vehicles accessing the alpine area.
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Please find my letter of support with further recommenda ions attached.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Jindabyne NSW 2627

Department of Planning, Industry and Environment
Level 4, 76 Morgan St
WAGGA WAGGA
NSW, 2650

Dear
Thankyou for the opportunity to contribute to the Draft Masterplan for the Jindabyne Special Activation
Precinct. I would like to highlight a couple of items of importance to me.
Firstly, I support and endorse the development of the Adventure Park. This will be the catalyst for the growth of
the town into a year round world class tourism destination. I agree it needs to be well built, have Mountain Bike
riding at its heart, but cater to variety of outdoor pursuits and interests similar to Queenstown in New Zealand.
Secondly, I want there to be an integrated set of walking and bike riding paths to connect town to the other
areas. A map showing all trails including in the town itself, and a priority and timing on each would be very
useful. Specifically, I seek a connection from town along the Barry Way up to and including the Bungarra
Mountain Bike. I, my family, and my visitors use the Bungarra facility and it’s a tremendous asset for the town.
This needs to be planned and built as a priority to make better use of what we already have available.
Also, this bike path should integrate with the Adventure Park to give an alternative bike access to the proposed
Adventure Park.
Thirdly, I have been advised by Bungarra Alpine Centre that it intends to establish a Mountain Bike Training
Academy. I totally support this, and it should be shown in the masterplan. Having qualified guides available to
operate in the existing and future bike businesses, and indeed to professionally train our children can only be a
good thing for the community. Bungarra operating such a facility would compliment the work it already does in
assisting to train the many hundreds of young residents of Jindabyne, and in fact may provide a great outdoors
local career for some of the young people as they grow up. Obviously, access by road over Bungarra Lane as a
public road, and a new bike trail from town would compliment this major step up proposed by Bungarra.
Can I please ask you to include these in the final report. Timing for each is critical to avoid the Masterplan turning
into a “binder on the shelf”.
Should you have any questions you can contact me on

Regards
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I am in full support of the proposals to improve amenity in the Snowy Mountain SAP. Having fondly visited the area for the last 50 years as a skiier and
bushwalker, I support the responsible development proposals.
I would also suggest you consider development such as in Tasmania and NZ for multi day hiking supported with decent accommoda ion in the Park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 10:59:09 AM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 10:58
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Australia
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Boating recreation area at East Jindabyne.
I live at East Jindabyne and the family participate in various boating activities.
I believe the best area for a boat ramp, parking, toilets etc, would be on the foreshore opposite Siesta Villa motel.
The area offers some protec ion from the often unpredictable westerlies, it would spread out foreshore useage from Rushes Bay area and compliment
any cafe etc, that is likely to set up as shown on the plan.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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This is to object to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan and to the draft Plan of Management.
I have looked at he documents and am extremely concerned hat such a development would be an immense threat to Kosciuszko National Park. Like
all Na ional Parks Kosciuszko should be protected for the conservation of precious natural resources and for sustainable low impact recreation.
The proposal is about trampling on the conservation values of the park and the already endangered ecosystem it embodies. To turn it over to
developers in the interests of unsustainable high-end tourism would be a travesty.
The Park is already struggling from the impacts of increased temperatures that have resulted from climate change, bushfires, feral horses,
environmental damage from exis ing resorts and he development of Snowy 2 hydro project.
Government funds should be going towards concerted efforts to reverse these impacts, not towards further developments that along with climate
change would lead to loss of this natural resource wi hin a short ime span.
I object to the proposal to build more accommodation for overnight stays when the existing level is almost empty for most of the year and creates
enormous strain on he park. Surely it would be better to reduce overnight stays rather than increase them. Nearby towns could be given opportuni ies
to provide more accommodation and sustainable tourist attrac ions. This would avoid development of new sewerage treatment works and car parks.
Public transport could readily replace the need for car parks and the helicopter facili ies in the park.
The proposal to turn a precious natural warm spring into a parody of a Japanese ba hing facility is beyond a joke, and to use gas to further heat the
water flies in he face of sustainable development.
It appears to me that this is a horrific plan devised by people who do not care about the future of the Park, nor do they care about protecting it for
future generations.
The plan to facilitate the construction of a huge unsustainable development site in the Park should be strongly resisted. There are many people who
have worked together for years to protect the Koscuiszko National Park. They are in agreement that the park is already in danger but that there is
much to be done to maintain it and support it’s recovery from the fires and the current level of overdevelopment.
love wild places
Please listen to those Na ional Parks experts and those who seek to speak for nature and the future of the Kosciuszko National Park. Thank you.
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My objections are outlined in the attached file.
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Objections to the Snowy Mountains SAP
My main objections to the SAP proposal relate to a concerning impact this will bring to the
KNP with little regard to the reasons why this place has been designated a National Park for
its natural and cultural (indigenous) heritage and the way in which the SAP is written with
the supporting information really around boosting the bed numbers for commercial
operators (existing or new) in the KNP for the winter ski season. To me it reads that the
NSW government wants a way to increase bed numbers for the negotiations with Vail for
the Perisher Resort lease and have used this process to expand the bed numbers for the
other resorts and basic camping areas. I appreciate the reality for the Perisher side of the
KNP, most of the accommodation are ski lodges and mainly membership based which might
be perceived to "lock‐up" available accommodation, but some incentives could be
considered for ski lodges to open up for the wider public for all season visitations. This is
what was proposed with the Iconic Walk, so what's happened with that vision? It's equally
concerning that there are comments about technical assessments being undertaken but not
made available to the public to support the positions put forward in the SAP, nor the maps
on the environmentally sensitive areas ‐ are these existing maps or planned to be modified
to suit the development proposed in the SAP? I also object to the proposals for the
developments in the park to try to make it a destination for the “prestigious” with flying
elites by helicopter to CP, all day/night entertainment plazas, glamping at Island Bend,
vehicles ferrying walkers up to Mt Kosciusko for example. The KNP is a place for everyone to
enjoy and learn about its unique values, protect and conserve it for now and future
generations, and allow the Park to have a breather after the high demands on it during the
winter ski season and what is emerging peak summer visitations. More emphasis should be
placed on supporting the values of the National Park and not through undermining it
through the SAP. I’m all for appropriate development and community facilities in Jindabyne
as proposed. I don’t understand why you haven’t considered similar development for the
Adaminaby area in the same way, otherwise it seems a little short sighted to overlook a
community that needs help for all year visitations for their economy to grow as well.
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I am extremely concerned by NSW Government’s Special Activation Plan for Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). This draft plan intends to encourage
further development in the Park inviting greater access for vehicles and aircraft. It also takes direct control of the KNP Plan of Management away from
the NSW Environment Minister and gives it to the Deputy Premier.
National Parks are there to preserve wilderness for all Australians to enjoy, but this plan will damage the delicate alpine environment by encouraging
development where there should not be any. This proposal must be defeated, it is an affront to the very purpose of National Parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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- Allowing buses to be driven between Park Road & Reedys Cutting is totalling unacceptable. The road from Park Rd is used to access the two ovals.
There is a high pedestrian use between ovals not only on game days but on a regular basis from recreation users to the areas. The time saved by the
bus uterlising this route is minimal compared to the impact on the oval & he cost could be used to update facili ies or in some o her upgrade or
service.
- Also would prefer to see any buildings on the foreshore to remain single to maintain the beauty & rural alpine feel.
- Would like to see the caravan parks remain on the foreshore, you will usually always find the parks in this location when you visit regional areas
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Leave Kosciusko as it is.. Please!
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Redies cutting Road should not be extended through he Oval
The bus routes organised to travel on a Saturday directly conflicts with Saturday sport E rugby union this plan has not been thought through as many
kids will be moving in that area on a Saturday
Traffic at the Oval on a Saturday is already high in winter we do not need buses moving through that area
The Oval should remain closed off to Redies cutting Road as to limit traffic moving into that precinct
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Kosciuszko is one of the most beautiful places in Australia and it would be a crime to destroy it with
and build it somewhere else
I agree to the above statement
Yes

a Themepark
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I am extremely concerned by NSW Government’s Special Activation Plan for Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). This draft plan intends to encourage
further development in the Park inviting greater access for vehicles and aircraft. I also strongly believe that the person in control of the Kosciuszko
National Park Plan of Management should be the NSW Environment Minister.
I have spent a great deal of time in Kosciuszko National Park and I have seen the severe damage done by feral horses and to a lesser extent, the
many visitors to the park. The purpose of National Parks is first and foremost to preserve specific native environments and species, but implementation
of this plan will damage the delicate alpine environment by encouraging further development and increased numbers of people and the infrastructure vehicles etc - to support them. This proposal negates the very purpose of our Na ional Parks.
One of the main purposes of the proposed Snowy Mountains SAP and associated Draft Plan of Management (POM) is to overrule the Kosciuszko
National Park Plan of Management strategy in order to make the NSW Governments Snowy Mountains SAP proposed developments legally
permissible. As the National Parks Association have clearly iden ified “The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting
Kosciuszko National Park, putting the future of he park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect
national parks. Australia could play an international leadership role on so many environmental issues, but instead large numbers of plant and animal
species are becoming ex inct or endangered. To protect them we need to maintain their habitats and ecosystems. Over development of Kosciuszko
National Park would be a failure to protect our only major alpine area.  
I strongly urge the protec ion of Kosciuszko National Park and the maintenance of the existing Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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A Master Plan for this area should focus not on wringing as much profit out of the landscape as possible without due consideration of the
environmental costs of development and he likely need for adaptation of any tourist activity based on climate change. Expansion of year-round
tourism, sure, but only within an impact footprint that sensitively assesses potential changes to ecosystems and landscapes caused by numbers of
visitors; numbers of vehicles; increased water, sewage, and waste removal requirements; loss of habitat; loss of flora and fauna diversity; and o her
factors beyond the possibility of profit realized by exploitation of irreplaceable resources.
In short, if you ruin the breathtaking landscapes that the Snowy region is known for and that bring visitors, visitors won’t come.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Hi we definitely super this Air Field becoming an Airpark, as we ski in winter and bike etc in Jindabyne in Summer. To be able to fly in, instead of a
long drive, would be excellent.
Thank you
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Alpine Sub Precinct
I am a long time resident of Jindabyne and I find it disturbing that this pristine area of Kosciuszko Na ional park may possibly be developed. It is the
reason visitors come here .We need to preserve our biodiversity and long term health of the park or the very attraction that draws tourism is gone
forever . Bike paths will become eroded unless well maintained. They will need to have garbage bins and toilets otherwise we will see a trail of litter.
There must be a balance of developed and undeveloped. There is no benefit of a viewing platform on Porcupine rocks. There must still be crude tracks
around the park.
Developing Island Bend: SAPP
This is a place so many of our wildlife call home; every turn you will see Wombat holes, kangaroos dropping and little creatures scurrying under a leaf
or a bird fly out of a tree.
Island bend is a memorial; to the workers who helped build the Snowy dream. Through hard winters and pleasant summers with their families living
there in isolation.
It should remain a place of temporary camp; for families not up market accommodation.
Quiet unkempt road; where you drive slow and you don't see dead animals.
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Submission as it relates to: Catalyst Precinct – Western Foreshore
• This new zoning (SP3) will support local business by suppor ing tourism – a great step in the right direction and will increase:
• Tourism
• Provide what will hopefully be upmarket accommoda ion
• Increase employment and training opportunities
• Employ eco-friendly principles
• Provide tourist facilities that impact he foreshore positively.
Jindabyne must undergo some change to ensure its survival and to achieve a year round tourism. This will be achieved through the SAP Masterplan.

I agree to the above statement
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Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Transport
• In order to move people to and from the resorts it is critical to move as many people en masse as possible.
• Bus transport would provide the solution to so many problems and would make our access roads to the resorts safer, particularly in snowy/icy
weather. A restric ion on vehicles entering he National Park may assist in encouraging visitors to use the bus transport during winter, ie no less than 5
people per vehicle.
• A water taxi to transfer people to and from Kalkite, East Jindabyne, Jindabyne, Snowline and Hatchery Bay and o her iden ified locations may also
assist with alleviating the conges ion on he Kosciuszko Road. Visitors and locals alike would be able to go to the centre of Jindabyne and return
without needing to drive. This may also alleviate parking issues.
• If the western foreshore catalyst precinct is to be developed and Gaden Trout Hatchery is to be utilized to its full potential then a full road reconfiguration needs to be developed where Gaden Road, Hatchery Bay Road and Kosciuszko Road intersect.
• At the very least he access and egress to the main road has to be made safe for mountain bikes accessing/egressing bo h Gaden Road and
Hatchery Bay Road and also for vehicular traffic turning off the main road into Hatchery Bay Road and off the main road from the mountains into
Gaden Road.
• Vehicles would be crossing the line of traffic to turn from the main road into Hatchery Bay Road and likewise from the main road (from the mountains)
into Gaden Road.
• It is critical that this problem be addressed as soon as possible as Snowy Monaro Regional Council are planning to construct the bike track after
winter this year using State Government grant funding.
• Addressing this problem early will save both time and money and would ensure that the works would be completed before winter 2022. Work on the
bike path would then not need to be reconfigured.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:31:57 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wright
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The activities proposed degrade from the prestige environment that is present and it will deter more people who generally care and interested about
the area in the long term.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 9:46:25 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 09:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2617
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Earth ain't happy bout this.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:16:46 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2230
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Some places should remain untouched especially this area
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:24:08 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2745
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We need our national parks kept intact and not destroyed for the building of resorts.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:53:15 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2233
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Shouldn't be allowed
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:07:36 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2456
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is horrible. To touch and disturb such an amazing landscape to “create more job” says so much about this state government. The area, it’s local
people and the tradi ional owners of the lands would be not be for this.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 2:11:51 PM

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 14:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2101
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The proposed Snowy Mountain SAP is a terrible idea, economically and environmentally. There is much evidence to support this.
Consider only this fact:
“The future of he snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current resorts. The escalating costs and
excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the
end of the snow sports era wi hin two decades, however if current trends continue a single decade is more likely.”
Given this, the proposal is nothing but greedy, foolish and wantonly destructive of a precious, critical environment.
It must not proceed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:42:23 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2620
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Clubwhich has a long association withKosciuszko NP, with hree lodges in the Park.
I strongly endorse he submission prepared by my Club and the joint submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of
Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine
environment and provides for improved use and enjoyment of theKosciuszko NP for everyone.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:51:23 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wooli Creek
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The value of the KNP in the off season which is 9 Months of the year, is the beautiful ,unique environment.
It is not only environmental vandalism to destroy the treasures of his park with more roads, car parks, helipads and accommoda ion wi h the
accompanying infrastructure such as sewage treatment( a severe problem in alpine regions), it is economically unsound considering the forecast
climate changes that will effect the snow season.
Please do not increase our footprint on this precious vulnerable park.
Save it for our children and grandchildren to enjoy
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 4:48:52 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 16:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Binjura
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I'd like to see less control of the National parks above the snowline, making it more accessible for all and Im supportive of all improvements to the Ski
resorts for access for all people. Parking has to be addressed asap, without turning anyone away. The parks for the people, plenty of other areas
locked up for preservation. Unlock he gates!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 9 August 2021 4:39:14 PM

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 16:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I support a number of aspects of the SAP including the Jindabyne By-pass, park and ride facilities and shuttle bus. I think an ice skating rink at
Jindabyne would be a great development.
However, I strongly object to changes within the na ional park. There should NOT be helicopter flights (except for emergencies). There should be no
further parking at any of the resorts. Instead, the number of cars going up the mountain should be significan ly limited and replaced with regular public
transport and shuttle buses, increased ski tube capacity etc.
There should be no extension of vehicle access within the park, and the number of beds in the national park should remain at he current limits. Any
future expansion of accommodation should be down the mountain.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 7:05:26 PM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 19:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Newport
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Too many people/tourists will create too much traffic and take the serenity of the bush away. Natural beauty and silence of he bush won't be part of
the experience of the mountains
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:06:29 PM
snowy-mountains-special-activities-precinct.docx

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission file
snowy-mountains-special-activities-precinct.docx

Submission
This submission is for tourist activities which would be unique to this area and increase job opportunities for local residents. We are a great tourist
destination and we need to gives tourists activi ies which they cannot get at home. We need to make he most of what we have to offer.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains Special Activities Precinct – Creel Bay, Page 117.
Tourists need a activity they can go and enjoy when there is a
blizzard or high wind up at the ski fields and the resorts are on wind
hold. A activity they cannot do at the home living area.
Number 1 suggestion

This area would be a ideal area to have a fully operational iron forge.
Week long Classes could be run and students could stay in the cottages
Local schools could run trade courses. Being a country area with lots of horses a class in horseshoe
making would be idea.
Also wrought iron work for housing and businesses.
Souvenirs catering for the increased tourist trade could be made on sight.
Tourists could watch items being made.
When I was in Torledo Spain we went to a working forge and watched the blacksmith at work – it
was fascinating.
Everyone on tour purchased something from the on sight sales outlet.

Number 2 suggestion
Another joint education and tourist attraction would be a glass blowing factory.
Once again students could do week long courses and stay at the cottages or local trades school could
organise weekly classes for arts students and interested persons.
½ hour demonstrations for tourists with the option to purchase items from a onsite shop.
This is done in several countries overseas and would be a unique opportunity for this area.
Number 3 suggestion.
Great Tourist attraction for this area is a Night Sky Observatory.
We have a wonderful dark sky here. We should make the best use of it.
A observatory would be unique to this area and be a great tourist attraction. It would create job
opportunities and could operate all year round.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:55:46 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
local
Last name
resident
I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Neutral, Object
Submission
The proposed SAP draft masterplan includes many good points raised and many hat require some refining and careful planning controls to be
effective and non-detrimental to the local community and its residents.
Planning in some of the documents par icularly the structure plan references the need to be a suitable plan to address three groups, local community,
tourism and seasonal workers, in order for the plan to be implemented correc ly and function as a beneficial part of Jindabyne and the proposed sap
area.
My stance is generally supportive of the sap masterplan with the exception of building height proposals, West Jindabyne, town center, East Jindabyne
and the lake foreshore have no need for developments of the proposed heights.
The current given height limitation within the snowy Monaro DCP and LEP of 9 and 12 meters are ample and I feel hat future development should
proceed in kind with local controls and height restrictions, hese controls are a big part of what makes Jindabyne the desirable place that it is today
The proposed levels of dense multi use buildings is approaching the appearance of inner-city development where here is no more space to use, the
proposed number of dwellings and tourist use facilities can easily be achieved whilst retaining the low rise appearance and appeal of Jindabyne and its
surrounding areas.
I feel that from the images and examples put forward hroughout the structure plan the town center and residents living and working within it could
become alienated and lose a strong sense of community which is one of the major drawcards that currently exists in the area.
Don’t get me wrong, growth is inevitable and welcomed and will provide for many positive outcomes as the town does progress and grow, town centre
ideas around pedestrian movement and accessibility for all particularly the aging population are extremely important moving forward as are the
facilities to grow food entertainment and tourism prospects however none of this needs to be excessive multilevel development reducing appeal of the
existing town, development within height controlled constraints and complimen ing the existing townships layout and aesthetics whilst adding to the
local areas exis ing appeal I support.
Jindabyne has a current and ongoing need for aging residents to be included in the masterplan for it to be implemented with proper consideration there
are lacking facilities for members of the community to be able to remain in the area in respect to aged care and available medical facilities and I
support the expansion of such services.
Redevelopment of exis ing community areas such as the existing JCS site and lake Jindabyne foreshore are proposed to go ahead but I urge you to
proceed with appropriate controls in place so that Jindabyne does not become a high rise lake frontage exclusive resort town catering to he highest
bidder with a small community eclipsed behind it hat was once the heart and soul.
Another point I would like to put forward is hat he current lake access be maintained to local residents and visitors alike, he lake and its proximity to
township and useability are important to the local community and I feel that it is just as important to tourism and the local economy. I feel very strongly
that the current lake access needs to be maintained in all areas as the areas hat are used by the local and visiting community are clearly favourable
be it for convenience or func ionality and I would hope that that is not lost with future development at any point around the lake.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:52:05 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Aged care is a critical issue for the Jindabyne community.
• There is a growing number of local currently in their 70s and wish to remain in or near Jindabyne to live out their days near family members and
fiends.
• The Jindabyne Community Associa ion has continued to lobby for an aged care facility in Jindabyne but has little support from Government.
• Snowy Hydro has land that could be gifted to the Jindabyne Community but it seemed that community issues are not on their priority list.
• Aged care facilities should be located within town limits but not necessarily in the centre of a tourist part of Jindabyne, perhaps an appropriate
location for an aged care facility is off the Barry Way.
• To best retain growth for the Snowy region and support the elderly and their family in the region, Aged Care facilities must be a priority. Evidence
suggests that people leave the area prior to their 75th birthday due to the lack of Aged Care services and hospital services, and soon after, their
immediate family members moving away to be near them, and as such leaving the region and taking their valuable contribution and local knowledge
with them.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 3:38:06 PM

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 15:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra 2617
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
This submission relates to the Catalyst Precinct - Western Foreshore, and other precinct planned to help increase tourism to Jindabyne and the Snowy
region.
As a semi local and a regular visitor to the region, the Jindabyne SAP Master Plan is a much needed plan in he right direction and provides guidance
to the region in moving forward posi ively.
I fully SUPPORT the Jindabyne SAP Master Plan, particularly he Catalyst Precinct by way of:
• Providing much needed accommodation for visitors;
• Provide upmarket accommodation that is unique and employs eco-friendly principles;
• The new zoning (SP3) will assist and support local business in delivering more facilities and attracting more visitors to the region;
• Providing tourist facilities that is sustainable, and encourage visitors to embrace and respect the environment of the snowy region;
• providing a range of leisure, recreation and tourism uses hat impact the foreshores positively.
Jindabyne is Australia’s premium destination and has grown over the years and will grow even further, therefore it is best that Jindabyne grows and
undergo a well planned change.
I congratulate the NSW Government and the SAP committee in bringing the local community and interstate visitors in on this exciting journey.
The NSW Government and the SAP committee certainly have my support and the many people I know who visited the region and have always
struggled to find appropriate accommodation in Jindabyne and the Snowy region.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 1:28:58 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 13:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
TRANSPORT:
Improving the transportation system in the region is an essential part of increasing tourism and providing a much needed travel options for the locals:
• Improving Bus transport from Jindabyne township to the many visitor attractions and the snow field would substantially reduce traffic congestions
especially in the winter months. Consideration such as restriction on vehicles entering the National Park may also encourage visitors to use the bus
transport during ski season, which will also reduce environmental impact on the National Park.
• The idea of a Water Taxi service on Lake Jindabyne is exci ing and an excellent attrac ion to visitors and locals. The ability to transport visitors and
locals from Kalkite, East Jindabyne, Hatchery Bay and other possible locations to and from he Jindabyne township will further alleviate traffic
congestion and parking in and around the town centre. The Water Taxi service on Lake Jindabyne would be highly welcomed by many locals, visitors,
and user of the Lake Jindabyne Shared Trail. The service will contribute enormously to the many attractions that is part of the SAP Master plan.
• To best support and provide safe access to he Western Foreshore - Catalyst Precinct, for all users, including the Lake Jindabyne Shared Trail, it is
vital that the intersection of Hatchery Bay Road, Gaden Road and Kosciusko Road is upgraded to a provide safe passage across and the intersection.
It is recommended that additional funding for the upgrade of the Kosciusko Road intersection be allocated immediately to include “slip lanes” allowing
safer entry to and access from Hatchery Bay Road and Gaden Road. This additional funding would form part of an existing funding already made
available by NSW Government for he underpass at the same intersection. Work on the underpass has been earmarked to commence after the 2021
winter season, and as such it would be cost effective for the slip lane to be incorporated at the same time.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:54:06 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2617
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Reject this idea. Kosi does not need more car parka
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 2:54:53 PM
img 6280 pdf

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 14:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
img 6280.pdf

Submission
I confirm support of he overall SAP and draft master plan in principal, however am using his submission as a platform to lodge concerns and object to
bus stop signage on the recently introduced bus route.
I am a resident of

Specifically our concern is the location of the bus stop signage which was erected on Reedys Cutting Road wi h no
consultation. This has been positioned right on our corner boundary.

We are permanent residents with a need for a minimum of 12 carparking spaces, as there are many individual adults wi hin the complex, often
increasing during the ski season.
Although there is green space outside our building we have already received police fines for parking on the grass, so this is not an option.
Buses have already been encroaching further past the sign and taking valuable spaces, when hey have so much space towards Barry Way.
We would request the position of the bus stop sign be moved further West along towards Barry Way to allow more parking spaces. We are addi ionally
concerned hat having the sign
is the location where people congregate which will impact on our quiet enjoyment and privacy.
We also have security concerns as the bus option has increased usage.
Please reconsider moving this sign 20 metres west towards Barry Way. This should still provide ample room for buses and the bus stop, and provide
additional parking, privacy and security.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:14:49 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
7000
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Hopefully the Snowy Mountains can be left as is and available for those who would like to explore them in 4wds, hiking or bike riding.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Thursday, 12 August 2021 11:55:11 AM

Submitted on Thu, 12/08/2021 - 11:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Snowy Mountains SAP – submission
1. Housing development – block size, parking and street width.
Currently there seems to be little consideration in the sizes of blocks for residen ial and investment/holiday housing. Not only are backyards being
forfeited but so are parking spaces off the narrow streets.
The intention is to attract tourists for not only the winter season but he stronger push is for outside winter, with he aim to attract people year round.
The investment in mountain biking and recreational activities on he lake being high on the list of priorities. If there is limited or no spaces for parking at
holiday rentals or for potential permanent residents for cars, where will people park their boats for use on the lake, mountain bike trailers (which are
more numerous and becoming more preferable than standard bike racks on the back of cars), caravans and so on? There is no room on the very
narrow streets and few drive ways are catering for this.
The streets are too narrow. Will this continue? Emergency vehicles, for example ambulances could potentially be hindered trying to manoeuvre
through congested streets. As it is, in some areas of Jindabyne township, the streets on bin day are virtually impossible to drive in, especially if you’re
behind the council garbage truck or meet an oncoming car. Imagine spending a small fortune on a holiday to find that where you’re staying can’t
accommodate your boat or bike trailer or possibly even your car.
If there is a specific demographic that is being en iced to the region then heir requirements need to be satisfied.
For safety and efficiency there needs to be a vison beyond how many town houses and apartments can be built and what is being neglected and
sacrificed to achieve more beds.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 6:28:01 AM
snowy-mountains-sap-2.docx

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 06:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
snowy-mountains-sap-2 docx

Submission
Snowy Mountains SAP – submission
Environmental – pressure on catchments within the region and water supply and sustainability.
The ongoing needs of a good and sustainable water supply for a rapidly growing community and region can place enormous pressure on existing river
catchments. What measures are being taken to ensure there is no or very limited impacts on the Snowy regions catchments? And how is water supply
to be maintained when we already see issues in dry years with he current popula ion?
The Moonbah River, for example, is already impacted by the increased amount of residents relying on it for water. In drought and dry years bores dry
up and people have to rely on water cartage and its associated costs. There is the potential for unauthorised water pumps in rivers and/or the
unregulated and improvised acquisition of water from various rivers and lakes.
River banks and the supporting native flora are being degraded leading to environmental issues such as erosion and the increase of noxious weeds –
how is this going to be addressed when he demands of he investor are he priority? Development is moving out into he historically farming areas and
valleys as people want acreage with bigger laws and gardens to water, larger houses wi h numerous bathrooms, septic systems and so on all
increasing the demands on water supply and the environment.
Our lake, rivers and streams are being promoted to tourists as a major draw card for the region, it goes wi hout saying hat preserva ion is key.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains SAP – submission
Environmental – pressure on catchments within the region and water supply and sustainability.
The ongoing needs of a good and sustainable water supply for a rapidly growing community and region can place
enormous pressure on existing river catchments. What measures are being taken to ensure there is no or very
limited impacts on the Snowy regions catchments? And how is water supply to be maintained when we already
see issues in dry years with the current population?
The Moonbah River, for example, is already impacted by the increased amount of residents relying on it for
water. In drought and dry years bores dry up and people have to rely on water cartage and its associated costs.
There is the potential for unauthorised water pumps in rivers and/or the unregulated and improvised acquisition
of water from various rivers and lakes.
River banks and the supporting native flora are being degraded leading to environmental issues such as erosion
and the increase of noxious weeds – how is this going to be addressed when the demands of the investor are the
priority? Development is moving out into the historically farming areas and valleys as people want acreage with
bigger laws and gardens to water, larger houses with numerous bathrooms, septic systems and so on all
increasing the demands on water supply and the environment.
Our lake, rivers and streams are being promoted to tourists as a major draw card for the region, it goes without
saying that preservation is key.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:56:36 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2567
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to this movement! Leave the snowy Mountains untouched
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 1:11:08 PM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 13:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2229
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I often camp at island bend to ski in the winter and kayak in he spring. I am worried that these developments will make he campground less of an
escape to nature, and less appealing for the kayaking community. I am also worried that the developments could impede water access for kayakers
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 12:03:22 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 00:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I disagree
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:43:19 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2322
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Areas of natural significance such as these are key for wild life. Much of these areas are why people travel there, because they're un-molested by
resorts and o her infrastructure. If every national park had whats planned here, there would be no natural and untouched areas for wildlife and the
enjoyment of others.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:11:58 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Any new residential or tourist accommodation built in Jindabyne should have adequate parking onsite (not on the street) based on 1.5-2 0 car spots
per bedroom
Provide adequate retail parking in dedicated areas, for buses and cars
Avoid any mul ilevel dwellings along the foreshore - the foreshore should be for public use and enjoyment
Redevelop the Community Hall - it is presently under used
Beautify he "Old Town Centre" and rezone an area to be only used for sale of groceries and entice a competitor to Woolwor hs so the masses of
grocery shoppers are harmonised between Old Town Centre and Nuggets
Provide more footpaths and cycle paths to get people off the streets
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:28:19 PM
submission-to-sap.pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
submission-to-sap.pdf

Submission
Attached Submission to the SAP draft plan

I agree to the above statement
Yes

23 August 2021

Submission to the Special Activation Precinct Draft Plan
Points: Lack of recognition of local cultural heritage and minimal recognition of a Heritage Centre;
SAP Strategic Context:…A key objective of this master plan is to recognise the living culture of the
Monero Ngarigo people, and their connection to Country that goes back 80,000 years. This master
Plan seeks to make visible the living culture with better recognition and celebration of Monero
Ngarigo culture and the ongoing connection to Country. The Master Plan seeks to include principles
and success criteria to tell the Monero Ngarigo story and to make sure that the planning process
results in long term outcomes for Indigenous people connected to and living on and around the
Special Activation Precinct.





Where does the master plan recognise the living culture of the current and past descendants
of the first settlers and the connection of the many generations since white settlement?
Where does the plan seek to make visible this living culture and celebration of the people
who built the townships of Jindabyne old and new and the ski resorts?
Why is the post settlement cultural heritage almost totally ignored in the SAP?
Where does the Master Plan seek to include principles and success criteria to tell the
Jindabyne story and to make sure that the planning process results in long term outcomes
for the local residents who built this town?

There appears to be much concessions and promotion of indigenous cultural heritage yet the
desired acknowledgement of the residents who actually built the Jindabyne township (old and new)
and who continue to live here is almost totally ignored.
A key objective of the master plan should be to ensure that the future of Jindabyne reflects both its
past and present with better recognition, integration, and celebration of all cultural heritage. The
ongoing connection to Jindabyne and the mountains has physical and spiritual significance for many.
Time and change create history and in doing so can often destroy it; artefacts are lost, journals
destroyed, buildings ruined, eras ended and stories and memories fade:






The flooding of thousands of hectares of land including the townships of Old Jindabyne
in the early 60s for the Snowy Mountains Scheme ended more than just an era in
Australian colonial history. Much of our tangible European settlement buildings and
history has been lost.
The building of the world renowned Snowy Mountains Hydro Electric Scheme at the end
of WW2 subsequently provided employment for a major influx of immigration to
Australia and hence the very successful first multi-cultural community establishment has
been forgotten.
The closing of mining, grazing and pastoral industry in the National Park after over 120
years since its establishment saw the end of another great era in the history of the
Snowy Mountains.

The local Jindabyne residents have lost much in the past and the SAP is very sadly just another blow
to them for their sacrifices still to not be recognised. Cashed up developers, new tree changers or
transient visitors seem to have flooded the SAP projections which leaves little room for generational
families. If Jindabyne is to be considered as a grand tourist destination, then at least include,
celebrate and promote its vast & diverse history and heritage!
SAP Alpine Heritage Centre; An important element of increasing year round visitation and appeal
for Jindabyne is the delivery of a modern, well-located Alpine Heritage Centre which functions as a
key tourist attraction, information centre, and primary ticketing venue for visitor attractions. The
centre may feature interactive information displays and year round visitor attractions. These could
celebrate the rich history of the region including Monero Ngarigo culture, the unique environment of
the Kosciuszko National Park, alpine and winter sports, and the stories of the town of Jindabyne
including agriculture, the formation of Lake Jindabyne and the hydro-electric scheme. Potential
locations suited to such development include: » Co-location within the existing National Parks Visitor
Centre…
The above inept description of the proposed Heritage Centre demonstrates the lack of
understanding (or caring) by SAP of the local residents and their impassioned hopes for their
Heritage Centre to come to fruition. The potential for the Heritage Centre to be dumped into part of
the National Parks building is almost offensive.
The recent $95k feasibility study commissioned by Snowy Alpine Heritage Assoc. Inc and completed
in 2020 illustrated the great potential of a $40million fully costed stand-alone building and project
to:
• recognise appropriately and pay tribute to one of the best known & celebrated
iconic Australian communities;
• capture and record the fast disappearing culture and history of the Snowy Region
and the Australian Alps;
• improve the understanding of, access to and participation in traditional and cultural
activities for people who are living in urban Australia;
• foster further employment in the area;
• benefit through its multi-purpose nature a wide range of groups within the
community;
• alleviate some of the enormous pressure placed on the Kosciusko National Park
through current expectations for it to provide the entire visitor experience;
• deliver on current government policy which identifies our heritage resources as a
priority for protection and promotion;
• implement relevant policies within the NSW Alpine Region Strategy;
• support future ventures in the local community.
Similar (but bigger and better) to the famous “Stockmans Hall of Fame” in Longreach Qld, it is
envisaged that the venture would:







be an incorporated, self-funding non-profit company;
operate without debt or ongoing government assistance;
generate funding for ongoing operations and maintenance from admissions, sales of
souvenirs, resource centre, catering, membership subscriptions, sponsorships and
donations (fully tax deductible).The heritage centre would provide:
An interpretation centre for geological and aboriginal history of the area;












A museum of static displays and exhibitions;
Interactive exhibitions, demonstrations and enactments;
A repository for books, photos, artefacts and time pieces along with the many
written and oral histories, stories, songs and poetry;
A family history resource centre;
A venue for festivals, events and functions;
A gallery for the sale, exhibition and encouragement of local art and talent.
Botanical gardens displaying the European influence brought with the immigrants to
the area as well as cold climate native species.
Miniature villages of both Old Jindabyne and Adaminaby to demonstrate what the
old towns looked like. (A walk through the street perspective)
Miniature Snowy Mountains Scheme to demonstrate the workings and perspective
of the Scheme.

Objectives:
The Snowy Alpine Heritage Centre will deliver an assurance that all the heritage and culture
embedded in the Snowy Mountains, a lot of which is unique in this country, is preserved for future
generations of Australians and continues to contribute to the national identity;
This most unique combination of heritage and culture is irreplaceable. Found nowhere else in
Australia and only in the Snowy Mountains it is unequalled and collectively will never be found
anywhere else in the world.
This heritage centre would be in partnership with our indigenous people to tell their own story as
well as:















The Australian Alps geology and climate
Exploration
The pioneers
Pastoralism & the wool industry
High Country Grazing
The Snowy Mountains flora and fauna
The Man from Snowy River heritage
Mining
The Snowy Mountains Scheme
The Ski Industry
Trout fisheries
Tourism
The impact of the area on poets, authors & artists
The National Park.

Land and location:
Snowy Hydro has recently sought expressions of interest in a release of land surrounding Jindabyne.
It is hopeful that our community will be considered as beneficiaries of land to be gifted back to our
community as it was compulsorily acquired from the community.
Besides the options already provided in the master plan, Copper Tom Point is also a very good
option. A 20 hectare parcel of land (Lot 9 DP 239506 Kosciusko Road) on the lake foreshore which
has notably been excluded from the SAP potential developments. Between the Lake Jindabyne dam
wall and the boundary of Jindabyne township this area is the entrance and gateway into town
making important first impressions and an easy walking distance from the centre of town.
Overlooking what was the Snowy River and the old town of Jindabyne upstream, this would be a
fitting place for this history to be revealed, remembered and celebrated. It is sheltered from the
westerly winds and there is potential for picnic, botanic garden and beach areas as well as a chairlift
type infrastructure across the narrow part of the lake to the walking/bike track.
It is very important to many of our local community members to finally be recognised for our original
contribution to the Snowy Mountains Scheme with the compulsory acquisition of our lands, our
homes and our history for the appropriation of the Snowy River water;
A genuine commitment now to repay the community by gifting this land and developing this idea,
would go a long way to addressing the sense of loss that has spanned generations;
A Heritage Centre with Park like surroundings will be a constant and fitting reminder of the
Mountain people’s contribution to Australia’s history and what contributed to the character of the
much celebrated Australian identity.
Living Treasures:
As the last of the community from the old towns of Jindabyne and Adaminaby now under water are
now reaching their twilight years, it is widely agreed that an aged care facility is essential to be
located in Jindabyne.
The Heritage Centre would be a wonderful place for our elderly residents to voluntarily interact with
other community members or visitors to the area referring to their own personal heritage and their
own personal stories. It is well known that in the final years our senior citizens enjoy reminiscing
about their past histories and their many stories need to be told and need to be heard.
This proposal could be a wonderful opportunity for our elderly residents to be included and to
participate in the extracurricular activities as volunteers to assist with the running of and
interpretation of the Heritage Centre. Some examples are: assisting in the gardens, assisting in
family & local history research, demonstrations of their former skills e.g stockwhip making,
Explanation of the great Snowy Scheme and the part they played in its development, assisting
building and designing the old town models in miniature in keeping the true authenticity of the old
towns. They could also act as general guides, speakers and interpreters for the heritage centre and
its many stories.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:14:42 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission

On page 3 of the Draft Master Plan, it mentions: - investing and delivering enabling infrastructure that supports businesses to establish
(What consideration has gone into supporting existing businesses? NSW Govt have taken the easy options of just contracting a big bus company to
operate a trial bus run to Thredbo and Perisher which is extremely unfair and to mention the tender process which we feel was planned in secrecy and
not transparent at all.) This has given the Govt a bad reputation already in my view.
- facilita ing and supporting the establishment of new industries and businesses
Both these sentences go against what has happened with he new Bus trial and future plans.

We agree we needed a shuttle service and to make it a
personal operation by local businesses would have been wonderful. Subsidised by the govt just like Newcastle buses have been subsidised to run a
shuttle with no National Park entry paid.

Infrastructure
- Keep the 2 lanes each direc ion in town.
- The new bypass, build it wi h 2 lanes each way from the beginning.
- Beautify exis ing Jindabyne
- Height limit on apartments max 2 levels only especially around the lake we would like to see the lake.
- Add more playgrounds in residential areas for children
- Improve existing roads, hey are all in terrible condi ion wi h holes and narrow lanes.
- More parking in ski resorts plus a bigger drop off zone for passengers especially in Perisher.
- Dedicated Snowplay zone , create a specialised area and parking within he resort.
There are parts of he SAP which are great and look forward to being able to use the facilities, we appreciate the vision, time and expense that has
gone into the project to create it on a big scale.
However, we feel that the plans will need to be broken down into sec ions, what is to be actioned first within 2-5 years, hold a public discussion to
refine what is needed and what we actually want as a community. Spend the money wisely. There is so much in this SAP which I feel takes away the

country vibe and soul of the town. We don’t want a town where only the wealthy can afford to buy property and leave empty only to visit for heir
holidays, we want a viable town for all classes of people/families to grow and enjoy all year.
Thank you

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 5:17:12 PM

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 17:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sawtell 2452
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I grew up in the Tumut district and
. I spent a lot of
time in those mountains before the KNP was declared. While the Park declaration affected our business we were happy that the area would be
preserved and returned to its natural state. I have visited the KNP many times since and beleive that its unique quali ies should be preserved. I also
believe hat he number of brumbies running in the KNP should be reduced. However, a major tourist facility of the type proposed would forever
change the pristine nature of KNP. The numbers of people, cars, buses, and the associated rubbish that would undoubtedly accrue if such a plan were
implemented, would be an unmitigated disaster for one of the few remaining alpine regions of Australia.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:09:04 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Miranda 2228
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please don’t destroy one of Australia’s most beautiful national parks and country lands (including disturbing our flora and fauna) by allowing his
proposal to proceed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 11:04:37 AM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 11:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Richmond, 3121
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dear sir/madame,
Commercialisation of the campground would spoil a beautiful, natural campground on the Snowy River.
The campground should be managed by NPWS, maintaining control in the interests of the public, not for private enterprise.
It is essen ial that flexible, free, public access to the river is maintained for whitewater paddlers.
It is also essential that flexible, free, public access from the campground to the mountains is maintained for back country skiers and splitboarders.
Kind regards,

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:04:59 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Gilmore
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave it be
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 6:51:00 PM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 18:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Cashmere 4500
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I oppose the plans immensely.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:41:00 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2082
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I would like the National Park to stay as unchanged as possible
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:01:03 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2745
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I believe this project will destroy the natural heritage of the snowy mountains
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:22:52 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Amaroo 2914
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to destroying a beau iful place of scenery in he snowy mountain region.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 15 August 2021 6:43:17 AM

Submitted on Sun, 15/08/2021 - 06:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Showing support
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:02:06 AM
snowy-mountains-sap.pdf

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
snowy-mountains-sap pdf

Submission
Please see above PDF submission.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Dear Sap team,
Firstly, I would like to congratulate you on putting together the SAP master plan for the Snowy
Mountains area. I believe, as the silent majority of residents would agree, this is just what the area
needs to move us forward with the growing population. It will be of great benefit to the area generally,
despite what the ‘Naysayers’ portray. I have been living in Jindabyne and the mountains since 1985 and
feel the area has an enormous untapped potential for further beautification and development, which
has never been explored.
I wish to make a submission on the following areas in the SAP master plan.

Barry Way South
As a resident in this area, I think it is the perfect place to continue to develop a range of accommodation
including tourist, staff and residential. It is close to town and has good road access with sewer, town
water, and power nearby. It is semi-rural and those components are in high demand. I believe that if the
zoning allowed the subdivision of lots no smaller than 3000 sq meters this would allow enough room for
a residential house and a separate rental cottage or two for staff or tourist accommodation. The area
would still maintain the semi-rural appeal, which is what the family demand is after. This solves three
issues with the present and future accommodation shortage.

Bungarra Lane
I agree Bungarra Lane needs to become a public road with safe access to and from the Barry Way. There
is a large volume of traffic on this road already. This will only increase further with the mountain bike
developments at Bungarra and the new proposed Mountain Bike and Adventure Park Precinct to the
west.
I believe this area needs to be under the Jindabyne Catalyst Precinct as the Snowy Monaro Regional
Council is hopelessly understaffed and will take forever (Years) to even look at any development
applications let alone process them.

Southern Connector Road
The Southern Connector Road has been planned for and overlooked for many years. I fully support this
essential piece of infrastructure, as it will be utilised by mountain traffic and trucks that would not
normally stop in Jindabyne. It will simply free up the town's one and only main road, which is getting
more and more congested every year. It will be essential for travel to and from all surrounding areas
that need to access the Sport and Education Precinct. This will also open up a large area of land that can
be developed close to town. I feel this road must, however, go all the way to The Alpine Way
intersection to reach its full potential to enable a smooth traffic flow and have tree lined bike and
walking paths next to it.

Mountain Bike Park
I fully support a mountain bike park proposal, as Jindabyne needs more activities to attract people to
this special area. This would be a major attraction. More bike paths from the surrounding rural areas
leading into town are much needed including bike paths to the new Education precinct from outlying
rural areas. The development of a Zip Line in the Mountain Bike Park would also be a great addition for
the people who don’t ride bicycles.

Western Lake Jindabyne

I have mixed feelings about development in this area. I have spent a lot of time in this area over the
years, predominately fishing and water skiing from its many wind protected easterly facing bays. I would
hate to see that area landlocked by developers or privately owned land, for example, ‘The Point’ at Tura
Beach, once a pristine public beach, that is protected from southerly winds is now landlocked by private
property and no car parking anywhere near the beach. I would like to see a golf course somewhere
around Jindabyne and that would be a good location, so long as the public has access including vehicular
access to the lakefront and a buffer zone extending back from the shoreline several hundred meters.
Parks and gardens are needed on the foreshore for everybody to benefit from. Boardwalks with Fishing
wharfs and or jetties for public to fish from like Mallacoota and Merimbula has would be fantastic.

Boat Ramp Area
Renovated only a couple of years ago it has again reached capacity with no parking spaces at peak
summer periods. The boat ramp area desperately needs a large and long floating jetty or two for boats
to tie up to for loading and unloading to allow disabled and aging people to go boating. (Mallacoota’s
new ramp / jetty is a perfect example of what we need). Presently boats are forced to beach their boats
in a small rocky area next to the ramp and it causes major congestion. Then it takes time and you have
to be super agile to get into and out of your boat. I would also like to suggest that another lane be
added to the ramp to help overcome the long waiting periods for trailer access. Again Mallacoota has a
perfect example of how two ramps with jetties work so well.

Jindabyne Airfield
As a long-time resident of Jindabyne (1985) I cannot understand why the SAP has overlooked this
airfield. It is a vital piece of essential and emergency infrastructure that should be included in the
catalyst precinct. I have flown in and out on a Caribou from this airport during a mock rescue-training
mission to Island Bend. And fire fighting from this airport is of the highest importance given its locality to
the KNP. My family and I have travelled into Jindabyne by air many times and it is the destination that
people want to fly to, not Cooma. I was initially excited by the announcement of a new airfield outside
of Jindabyne, but now that has been quashed. Why isn’t the SAP looking to further develop the existing
airfield, which can be extended and upgraded for regular public transport for a fraction of the cost of a
new airport? It would greatly increase the numbers now and for future visitors coming to the
destination of Jindabyne for both winter and summer sports. This infrastructure upgrade would address
most of the outcomes the SAP is aiming for.
I will be extremely grateful if you seriously take my views on board with this proposal, as this is the
community that my family and I live in and will for many years to come.

Your Sincerely

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:13:07 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Strathpine 4500
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Absolute crap
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:17:25 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Blue Haven 2262
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to this
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:17:02 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2322
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to this, the National park should stay as it is and not have any damage done
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:33:37 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Wollstonecraft 2065
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We need to protect our beautiful and unique national parks such as KNP. These areas just cant sustain the destruc ive impact of these development
plans.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:23:59 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Blackwater 4717
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I think it’s a disgrace that you lock us out of our “Australian” parks. Just to stop us enjoying the best parts of our country! Only to allow someone to
destroy what we think is the best part of them.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 2:48:24 PM

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 14:30
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2443
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The whole purpose of these parks is to protect and preserve he area, I want my kids to be able to see the wilderness and whole of the Snowy's for
what it is, not what people make it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 6 August 2021 10:15:05 AM

Submitted on Fri, 06/08/2021 - 10:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Springwood 2777
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object the Snowy Mountain SAP!
I believe that the proposed development will negatively affect the natural environment of the Kosciusko Na ional Park.
I believe this unique area is already under massive hreat from climate change, feral animals and human over exploitation.
I urge you to stop the proposal and keep commercial interest out of the national park.
Alpine areas are very unique on the Australian mainland with unique and endangered ecosystems which need to be protected.
Regards

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 14 August 2021 1:04:38 PM

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 13:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Amendments to Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) Plan of Management should be removed from the Snowy Mountains SAP. It has not been adver ised
in neighbouring LGA's which would also be impacted by any changes to KNP.
It should remain a National Park, and not be transformed into an Amusement Park for wealthy developers.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:53:02 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Langwarrin 3910
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
No thanks! Bushland should stay bushy!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:39:32 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2008
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please don’t, so much of he native bush has already been destroyed. There are fancy resorts already in the park that are vacant more than they are
occupied. By putting hrough this plan you are creating more empty accomodation and making it so the people who support he park the most,
volunteer their time and pay entry fees every year aren’t able to access he park for backcountry skiing, white water kayaking or o her ways to enjoy
the outdoors and camp at some of the most accessible camp grounds such as island bend. These plans make access to the outdoors a luxury for the
rich rather than a part of the country all can enjoy. It makes the mountains an inequitable luxury
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:38:05 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2226
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a regular visitor of Mirrabooka Ski Club (which is a member of SLOPES) and my family also regularly visits and stays in Jindabyne and Thredbo
in winter and summer.
I endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special
Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of
interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all. It would be fantas ic to be able to
have more amenity in Perisher over summer.
I support sustainable grow h of Jindabyne, and believe that the proposed activation of the foreshore will be fantastic for he area.
I believe that there should be more residential land released, as here is a lack of accommodation options, but I strongly oppose development in
Jindabyne that is above current height limits.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:55:05 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2517
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is an absolutely joke. Privatiza ion of our country’s most prestige area taking the opportunities away from our children to enjoy, shame on you.
Special Activa ion Precincts have no place in our legislation and must be stopped.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:25:31 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Karabar 2620
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
That development in national parks should be driven by the 'nature conservation' purpose of the National Parks & Wildlife Act', not by the Draft Plan's
objective of growth in business opportunities
These areas of national park be managed and legally protected with environmental concerns to the forefront (as National Parks have in the past) , not
run by Departments and a Minister who is primarily interested and focused on business and development.
- I am a local in the region (living in Queanbeyan) and access the park for bushwalking (and in he past, cross- country skiing). I have real concern for
the native wildlife and flora of the park and see major development in and on he border to it, as a definite threat, and potentially taking further from the
natural beauty and balance of he region.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:31:17 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Karabar 2620
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To be clear - as an adjunct to my previous submission - KNP should be managed with environmental concerns to the forefront of all decisions made.
In an attempt to ensure this, that the 'lead agency' making decisions on development in the alpine areas of KNP should continue to be the Dept of
Planning, Industry and Environment (Minister Kean) not, as proposed, the Dept of Regional NSW (Minister Barilaro).
As stated previously I reside in Queanbeyan and visit the park on a regular basis. i am concerned about the na ive flora and fauna of this fragile region.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 12:18:20 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 12:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have concerns hat key infrastructure hasn’t been addressed in the SAP. The proposed changes support the development of the local area through
private enterprise but there hasn’t been enough communication about government funded infrastructure. Wi h the increased population (even with
current development that is occurring). Jindabyne does not have have sufficient resources to support the immediate and wider community. Given he
planning proposals include expanding out the mountain biking offering and year round tourism and our town does not have a hospital, let alone the
nearest is an hour away or that nearest tertiary facility is actually Canberra, means that accessing emergency healthcare is problematic. We have seen
the impact that being rural has meant with he low vaccination rates in our LGA due to a variety of factors including ability to access a vaccination hub.
This is slowly changing now with changing rules, but highlights difficulties with accessing basic health services.
Our older residents are being forced to leave the area when there are no facilities that cater to them. I fully support the inclusion of aged care as a SAP
priority.
The housing market and he proliferation of people chasing air bnb dollars has meant that there is a very limited rental pool available. The incoming
short term rental policy is only going make this issue more prevalent. I believe this issue is actually worse here than what is being experienced in
Byron Bay where at least some attempt to put some controls in place is happening.
I also object to the lack of consultation with relevant land holders in the eastern side of the lake about the zoning changes and what that will mean for
them. Co locating compa ible developments is extremely important, but hasn’t factored in that this land is held by families who purchased for a quiet
rural life.
I don’t believe our council is able to impose strict enough DCP measures as the current LEP and DCP favour the developer with many loop holes.
I do not believe the SAP has delivered enough information about what will be developed by the government in terms of green spaces.
I have concerns for the pony club grounds in Barry Way as there has been no consultation about collocating he park and ride and bypass alongside
the established equestrian facility.
There is not enough recognition of the importance of the rural lifestyle that many people come to the area to enjoy. This SAP is aimed at people who
mountain bike or ski. Very little diversification or encouragement of small rural land holdings and encouraging people to create sustainable lifestyles.
The SAP feels like it is aimed at the tourist dollar with lit le consideration of he lives of long term residents.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:29:49 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:29
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberr ACT
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The NSW Government, in giving the shortest possible ime for 'community consultation', reducing this to just 45 days, is clear they want to minimise
community input by doing so;
- This proposal seeks to transfer decision-making responsibility for Kosi NP from the National Parks, to he NSW Government's Planning section.
There will be little to no National Parks oversight or input on what happens wi h Kosi NP in future. This is gross mismanagement of one of Australia's
most sensitive National Parks.
- The proposal ignores the fragility of the sensitive alpine ecosystem, essentially justifying the changes by stating 'it's nature so it will regenerate'
- This proposal will see the NSW Government treating Kosi National Park as an economic resource, and ignoring the impact on nature.
I don't support hese changes because this is just one more ac ion of a corrupt NSW Government, acting only in the interests of wealthy investor
mates, and ignoring the impact on beautiful, rare ecosystems.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:27:30 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2232
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This development would destroy ecosystems and ruin our natural environment. This cannot go ahead.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:51:50 PM
submission-sap.docx

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Crackenback 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
submission-sap.docx

Submission
Submission attached for the Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct, and he proposed amendments to he Kosciuszko National Park Plan of
Management
I agree to the above statement
Yes

SUBMISSION TO THE SNOWY MOUNTAINS SPECIAL ACTIVATION PRECINCT PLAN

This complicated plan (constantly referring to several subsidiary plans), seems set to
bamboozle the average citizen.
Perhaps this is the idea with it being thrust upon us amid the COVID pandemic, and during
the winter season when everyone is already under stress. The timing is questionable but
not surprising, further adding to the distrust of our politicians by the general population
(which currently seems to be at an all‐time high). This SAP Plan, apparently deemed
necessary after the results of the GO Jindabyne Plan ‐ leaves one questioning the motives
behind it; a genuine desire to improve and protect our area for the benefit of its residents,
or perhaps more about power, money, greed and feeding egos.
Starting with the proposed developments within Kosciuszko National Park:


I strongly believe the proposed changes to be a very real threat to our natural
environment, and if they were to go ahead threaten to overturn more than 40 years
of careful planning and management of the Park. Kosciuszko is one of the oldest
national parks in the NSW and was created by a coalition government that
recognized (over 50 years ago), the need to protect its fragile ecosystems for future
generations. This extremely fragile, special place has been deservedly recognized
internationally as being of huge significance when it was listed as a UNESCO
Biosphere Reserve in 1977. Kosciuszko National Park is worth looking after for its
unique natural values ‐ It is completely wrong and indeed obscene that Kosciuszko
National Park should now be treated as a commercial “commodity”, or indeed as the
jewel in the “SAP’s” crown. The Snowy Mountains Master Plan effectively hands
control of development of the Park to John Barilaro’s Department of Regional NSW,
to be developed bypassing the usual protections and out of the hands of the
Environment Minister and those with a passionate interest in protecting this area.
Very frightening indeed, considering Mr. Barilaro was behind the bill to protect feral
horses in Kosciuszko National Park. Kosciuszko National Park is not a playground for
development and business opportunity for the single human species!



National Parks are for conservation and low impact recreation – not as land awaiting
a higher economic and commercial purpose. The masterplan and POM prioritize
“high end” customers over other visitors to KNP. The examples include allowing
commercial tour operators to drive their clients on the summit track – a practice
which was banned back in the 1970’s for very good reason – to preserve the fragile
environment. To think that in this “enlightened age” of environmental awareness
(well, for some of us), the resumption of such an activity is truly a slap in the face for
those who have worked so hard to preserve this special place.



The whole viability of the proposed developments is indeed questionable. Perisher
Valley was approved for significant additional development under the “Perisher
Range Masterplan” some 20+ years ago. So far, nobody has taken up the
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SUBMISSION TO THE SNOWY MOUNTAINS SPECIAL ACTIVATION PRECINCT PLAN

opportunity – perhaps because the current infrastructure already sits vacant for 8
months of the year, as indeed do the commercial properties at Charlotte Pass.
Perhaps the development of the Iconic Walking Track will attract more visitors to the
area which may assist in utilizing the current infrastructure during the summer
season ‐ yet this plan proposes even more development without knowing for certain
whether the current infrastructure will even be fully utilized? With climate change
making snow related activities less viable in the coming decades I find it
inconceivable that the intention is to inflict so much damage with increased
infrastructure, that may well end up as more “white elephant assets” within the
park. If it is already decided that overdevelopment of the Park is the plan, please
add to an existing development (for example Ski Rider, Sponars Chalet or Kosciuszko
Tourist Park rather than developing new beds in facilities such as the Thredbo
Ranger station or Island Bend).


Yarangobilly Caves, another wonderfully preserved and unspoilt place. Currently only
the beautiful restored old caves houses are used as low‐key tourist accommodation.
Now a proposed increase to 106 beds and a gas fired “natural” thermal spa
arrangement for the “high end”. Absurd and obscene. The current arrangement
with the beautiful caves house offering a lovely low‐key experience is what visitors
love most about the place. National Parks are NOT the place for fancy day spas,
perhaps the southern highlands or Palm Cove and Port Douglas – please not
Kosciuszko National Park



Other than the winter ski season, people come here to escape the crowds and to
enjoy areas of natural beauty and wilderness – I believe an increase in infrastructure,
accommodation, housing and tourist facilities in the Snowy Mountains area will
eventually destroy the initial attraction of the region. A case of biting the hand that
feeds you.



I believe from the outset of this process, at the original “Go Jindabyne” stage of
planning, many in the local community expressed their concern at the fast tracking
of Jindabyne’s facilities to promote growth but were ignored. I feel that my view of
this is common in our community, but these views are ignored and treated with no
respect by those in power. I do not know anyone locally who wants to see Jindabyne
turn into the next “Whistler” or year‐round tourist mecca that Queenstown in New
Zealand has become. We live here because it is a small town and that is the main
thing that we love about it. We tolerate the influx of visitors over winter and in the
summer holidays as it sustains the local businesses and it’s bearable because we
know that the “quieter times” are on the horizon and we eventually get our “small
town” back for a few months each year. I believe if we were to experience an influx
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of visitors as we do in winter on a year‐round basis, as is being promoted in this plan,
many locals would be devastated and with them the heart and soul of our
hometown. I’m not totally against any development or improvements at all‐ The
Southern Connector, the mountain bike park and sports and education precinct
don’t seem like bad ideas, and an upgrade to pedestrian access around town
wouldn’t be a bad thing; however, the thought of multi storey apartment blocks and
high density living in our country town is not what I believe any of the current
residents would want to see. For our family personally, a recent visit to Airlie Beach
gave us a frightening glimpse of what Jindabyne could look like in the future. A
beautiful location, but the hills covered with multi‐storey apartment complexes (3‐5
storey’s high as in the plan for Jindabyne). The town Centre or tourist hub was full of
over‐crowded pubs, bars and restaurants. We waited for 3 hours for our meal in
overcrowded surroundings… just horrible really. This was in the recent NSW school
holidays, when Sydney was in lockdown – I imagine it would have been way more
crowded if Sydney residents were able to travel as well.



I am appalled at the “Western Lake Jindabyne” proposal. One of the best things
about coming home is the view as we round the corner at east Jindabyne. The lake,
landscape, wide open unpopulated and unspoiled area across the lake to the views
of the beautiful Snowy Mountains is so stunning and heart‐warming. Why on earth
anyone would want to look across at yet another commercial and residential
settlement is beyond me. Why not keep all the development on the eastern side of
lake where it is already spreading rather than allowing it to spread in a ribbon effect
right around the western foreshore? This draft plan refers to open space as
“undeveloped land”, as if it’s a bad thing. Curiosity Rocks, a highly significant place
for the Ngarigo people, would be further degraded by having development popping
up close to this site on the western side of the lake.



The whole plan is based around the assumption that constant population and
economic growth and development is a good thing. I know that unfortunately
Jindabyne will continue to grow naturally, but by actively promoting an increase in
the infrastructure, tourist facilities and housing development the natural increase in
development will be on “steroids” ‐ it will bring too many people and too much
human damage to our already fragile environment. My view is that if we must have
constant economic development and growth then further develop areas away from
the fragile Snowy Mountains that are already developed and less environmentally
important. If the “carrying capacity” of our area has been assessed that it is being
exceeded now, then plans should be put in place to limit visitor numbers to the area
by preventing over development rather than by promoting it. There are already
many “high end” tourist places within Australia – our pristine environment should
not be turned into yet another.
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In Summary:
As a long‐term resident of the Snowy Mountains (
), I do not want to see our area
further developed to attract yet more visitors and residents to the region. There is a strong
movement now away from development to environmental protection as the ravages of
climate change impact us and are being felt around the world. Many are turning to more
sustainable living to help preserve our planet for future generations before it is to late to do
so, and many realize that “less is more”. This plan is illustrative of how far Australia is
behind in adapting to the current state of our world environment.
Places such as Kosciuszko National Park and indeed the whole of the Snowy Mountains area
are now being appreciated for their uniqueness and natural beauty more than ever. I
personally, along with most people I know, want to see our region preserved for our
children and grandchildren. If this pandemic ever ends, they can travel to Whistler in
Canada or Queenstown in New Zealand, or other developed areas on the coast or Port
Douglas in Queensland for an “high end” experience. I very much doubt that they’ll bother…
“high end” is no more their scene than mine. Growing up in this wonderful unspoilt area
has enabled them to develop a real love and passion for our natural environment and
embrace the “leave no trace” principles.
The crises of the last few years (bush fires, floods and other natural disasters due to climate
change, COVID‐19, etc.) should have if nothing else taught us that we humans are fragile.
We are dependent on the natural world for our mental and physical well‐being, and we
need to look after what remains of our natural unspoilt places. There should be an
increasing urgency in protecting them rather than developing them.
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
O'Connor
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the proposal, the Kosciusko National Park is a delicate ecosystem and his has not been taken into consideration in this plan. I ask that you
reconsider he development of the park for commercial gain.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3085
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko should stay the way it is.
untouched beauty.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Moonbah
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Resident for 20 years, brought up family here, Business Owner
Aged Care Facility
There is brief mention of his, but this is something hat needs to be made a priority. There are a lot of older families in he community, and the elderly
should be supported to stay in heir home town, near to their extended families and familiar location. It needs to be in town.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Moonbah
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
sap-3.4.pdf

Submission
Section 3.4
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Section 3.4 Helicopter Transit

The suggestion of using aircraft for commuting from Jindabyne and between resorts would only ever
service the elite users of the Park. The use of Aircraft in the Park, has been restricted to emergency
and agency work. This ensures that the impact of aircraft, is kept to a minimum. To allow Aircraft to
transfer passengers around the park (and it would be a small number) would increase the impact, of
what would be considered acceptable, on other Park Users (the majority).
I would think that there would be a very small number of Park Users that this change would benefit.
The Kosciouszko National Park is a unique, alpine environment. This National Park needs to be
conserved, so that we have it for generations to come.
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Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Moonbah 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission
I have been a resident here for 20 years, and run multiple businesses.
The idea of a sculpture trail is a fabulous idea. The suggestion of Creel Bay is not appropriate. It needs to be closer to town. Perhaps the foreshore
between Rydges and The Discovery Holiday Park would be more suitable.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Moonbah
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Resident for 20 years, brought up family here, Business Owner
Aged Care Facility
There is brief mention of his, but this is something hat needs to be made a priority. There are a lot of older families in he community, and the elderly
should be supported to stay in heir home town, near to their extended families and familiar location. It needs to be in town.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As a general comment, the approach taken to the alpine resorts of Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) seems poorly researched and aimed at pursuing
development at the cost of the very environment that makes this region a wonderful place to live (and attractive to tourists). It seems to pursue a
political agenda to remove the National Parks and Wildlife Service (NPWS) from involvement in development assessment in the alpine resorts and
oversighting how hose resorts are operated from an environmental perspective. I note the following specific issues:

Carrying capacity – Further work needs to be invested in determining he carrying capacity of the alpine resorts and how it will be increased
sustainably over time. It’s well known to anyone in the region that infrastructure in the resorts is struggling. Transport corridors and carparking is
overwhelmed, runoff / water quality is well below AUS/NZ guideline values and the sewerage treatment plants in all resorts exceed EPA licensed
values multiple imes each year.

If the masterplan and the PoM are going to provide for a 40% increase in bed numbers in the alpine resorts then they need to provide a clear plan for
improving infrastructure. Bed releases should be staged with associated robust monitoring and reporting.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 09:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I am supportive of some SAP plans, like he school and extensions to the bike trail network, increased connectivity between the lake and town.My
main areas of concern are: over development around the lakeside, especially anything large or densely structured with potential for waste
management issues or loss of amenity. Also, maintaining sufficient cheap accommodation options, including camping, caravan park areas. Mostly I am
concerned about increased development in the park and do not support increased bed numbers. I DO NOT support "streamlining" approvals
processes or taking away from the role of National Parks in approving any development in the park. I do not believe he park has the facilities to
support the proposed extra beds, I dont believe the number has been properly considered and I do not think it is necessary. Additional accommodation
in Jindabyne and a better transport service is a better solution.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Campbell, ACT,2612
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I support the plan, par icularly to update the Perisher villiage and hopefully the quality of food available.
Horse riding in the national park is a great summer hobby, but there are limited places to accommodate people bringing horses. More horse yards
would improve the accessibility for horse riding.
Van / car accommoda ion in Jindabyne during the winter months and workers shuttles to and from the ski fields would support the casual workforce
required to run ski season at Thredbo and Perisher.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Hamilton
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The SAP allows for streamlined approvals for future development in these areas but the draft plan provides little to no assessment of the
environmental impacts of the proposal. Unlike a standard development where he environmental impacts are considered upfront, under this proposal,
the developments are proposed without considera ion of the environmental impacts.
The Snowy Mountains are a unique and sensitive alpine environment that should not be open to streamline assessment. The proposal does not
provide any evidence hat detailed biodiversity assessments (including field surveys) have been undertaken. Without on the ground assessment, no
accurate assessment of the biodiversity can be made. Development wi hout detailed and accurate consideration of biodiversity at a site will almost
certainty cause harm to biodiversity. This area is already under high risk of extinctions from climate change. The area is also subject to ongoing threats
such as horses and longicorn bee les. If the precautionary principal was to be applied, no future development (excluding maintenance) would be
allowed to occur in Kosciusko National Park.
I support the need for a plan for this region. However, the SAP should focus on development outside of the National Parks. National Parks are places
for the the conserva ion of nature and he protection of places, objects and features of significance to Aboriginal people (as per the National Parks and
Wildlife Act). They fall within the definition of ‘environmentally sensitive areas’ under
NSW planning legislation. National Parks are not to be used in pursuit of financial investment opportunities, at the expense of wildness values.
Approval of development in National Parks such as that which is proposed in this SAP is not only contrary to the intention of the legislation which
governs National Parks but it also sets a precedent for development wi hin National Parks across the State. This proposal should be amended to seek
stronger protections of the biodiversity within the National Park.
The Jindabyne Town Centre and Foreshore development provides opportunities for better urban planning, especially the opportunity to improve
mobility for pedestrians and cyclists. The Lake Jindabyne Foreshore Park will improve liveability and amenity for residents and visitors alike. The
Southern Connecter Road will add to this proposal, subject to ensuring no biodiversity or heritage impacts occur as a result. Infill development should
consider bulk and scale that is consistent with the existing development in town. Protection of the cultural identify of Jindy is very important to future
promote tourism.
The development of the Mountain Bike and Adventure Park in close proximity to he town will ensure it is easily accessible and reduce road
congestion.
The SAP mentions providing for increasing the number of visitors to Kosciusko National Park, but it does not mention how road infrastructure will be
accommodated for increasing visitation. Given the number of visitors from the major centres of Canberra and Sydney, the SAP does not address how
these roads will be upgraded to deal with he increased visitors.
The SAP acknowledges the issues with road congestion from Jindy to Threadbo and Perisher but does not propose any efficient public transport
solutions, ra her sugges ing out-dated car-centric models of multi-level car parks. It suggests a Park and Ride bus, which could be implemented
already but is likely to be unused. The SAP needs to propose affordable and efficient public transport which will appeal to patrons to combat road
congestion to reduce the need for additional development in the Na ional Park.
The development of National Parks for ac ivities such as golf courses and tennis courts is completely at odds with conservation outcomes for these
areas. There is no reason hat hese facilities could not be located in Jindy to provide better facilities for residents as well as tourists. The SAP should
encourage existing accommodation within he National Parks to embrace genuine ecotourism establishments including promo ing tourism that is no
impact but fosters appreciation for the natural beauty of these areas. That is what makes these accommodation unique. Redevelopment on existing
accommodation footprint only should be permitted. Expansion in National Parks is not permitted and should not be proposed by the SAP.

The draft states that Perisher is directed by an increase in public transport uptake and an increase in overnight visitors, both of which will result in
reduced rates of private car use. This doesn't provide any explaination of how private car use will decrease under the proposal. In fact, providing more
beds would increase private car use to he already crowded parking areas.
The development of "eco-tourism" at Island Bend will have a negative environmental impact. Biodiversity will be negatively affected and it hasn't even
be properly assessed.
Increasing car parking capacity is at odds with the model to promote uptake of public transport.
Helicopter rides within the national park will have a strong nega ive impact on the amenity of the majority who seek to enjoy nature and wilderness.
Visually and acoustically the helicopters will change the feeling of solitude for visitors. Helicopters are not an efficient means of transport with very
limited capacity. They do not add to he amenity in any way. From a socio-economic perspective, only the elite benefit from this type of development,
to the detriment of the community. Financial benefits of providing helicopter rides are also only enjoyed by a minority. I strongly reject this type of
development in the National Park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submission
Town Centre and Foreshore Like –
1. Support increased pedestrian / cycle access and a reinvigoration of the foreshore for public use.
2. Year-round event space at the Claypits. This area is highly utilised already and due for a great infrastructure and amenities update.
3. Streets designed for people – Kalkite St, Snowy River Ave and the lower part of Thredbo Tce, I support to make far more pedestrian friendly.
4. Retention of the current NPWS Visitors Centre and integrating his into a “Town Square” idea with a community building and plaza area behind the
Memorial Hall
5. Redevelopment of the Mitre 10 corner (Thredbo Tce, Snowy River Ave) into something more appropriate to the Town Square. Mitre 10 should be in
Leesville. This place is better served as retail / tourist accommodation.
6. Aged Care Facility – This is mentioned briefly in the SAP but needs to be actuated
7. Community Facilities hat also cater to tourists for poor wea her days eg: Library, upgrade of the cinema, arts spaces, heritage centres, gym,
climbing wall.
8. Health Services upgrade to more suitable locations eg: Current school site.
9. Support the beautification/ upgrade of many of the current buildings in town to have a more alpine feel. EG: Town Centre, Razorback Plaza,
Lakeview Plaza
10. Second supermarket at Leesville
11. Inclusive outdoor play spaces
12. Redevelopment of the Lake Jindabyne Hotel
13. Basketball Half Court/ tennis court wall at back of current courts, idy up around this area at skatepark
14. Upgrade shared path on Foreshore- wider as currently seen i
15. Revegetation and clean up of area around Curiosity Rocks
16. Regenerate and tidy up claypits, seating, regeneration around lake, better parking
Neutral –
1. Beach at Rydges. Not a great location at all, low lake levels always out of water and major storm water outlet nearby and is not a great place to
swim. There has been a jetty/pontoon here in the past and it spent much of it’s time unused and high/dry on the mud. This would be better served at
the far more utilised area at the Claypits where most people and boats go (however lake level issue would be a problem). Or at banjo park where
water is deeper and access to shops, and access from east Jindabyne
Dislike –
1. Kosciuszko Road should remain as a 4-lane road, with the outer lanes utilised as clearways for event parking. If there is concern about pedestrian
crossing, then add traffic lights or over/underpasses. By putting this down to a 2-lane road it has the potential on busy days to grind the traffic in town
to a halt, which already currently happens.
2. I am not happy that the NRMA Holiday Park is being moved out in favour of an expensive “signature” development. This just unfortunately reeks of
wanting to cater predominantly to the well heeled and to move the well established and busy tourist park currently in town to a location further away
from the town centre where these people will then need to drive to access retail / food / services.
3. Development of any accommodation that exceeds 3 storeys and impact existing town lake views.
4. Overdevelopment of the lake foreshore. This needs to remain as a public space as is highly uitlised
Additions –
1. The focus of his part of the SAP appears to be almost entirely on economic factors and tourism rather than making our town more func ional for the
community.
This town does not need another coffee shop / café. It has a far greater need for community and social infrastructure. These things are mentioned, but

do not make a highlighted appearance and I fear that the large bulk of the development opportunities opened up here will be seen as just another
opportunity to continue on with the same old theme of fleecing winter tourism and the growing summer tourist market, to heck with the community who
actually live here.
2. Any further development in Banjo Patterson Park needs to include the facilita ion of a suitable Soldiers Memorial before it worries about more
playground equipment. Keep in mind that this park occasionally goes under water when the dam height is high.
3. Boardwalks on the lakeshore are completely unnecessary. They are costly and not required given the current 100% lakeshore access that already
exists.
4. Retention of the current Disc Golf Course. This is far more popular than you may realise.
5. Encouragement for business and all future accommodation be built to high eco standards, with integration of green energy solutions and green
spaces. This is fitting with the vision of the alpine area and should be something hat we take pride in.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Snowy Mountains Submission:
Thankyou for taking the chance to comment and provide feedback. After living in Jindabyne for he last 17 years and working in he tourism industry I
have received extensive feedback about why people love to live and visit this area. A concern and fear I have is some of the suggestions within the
plan put the love of the area at risk.
Reasons we love living here and tourists love to visit
• Wide open spaces and connection to the natural environment. Draw card for many and highlighted so much more in the current COVID 19 situa ion,
we love the lake isn’t over developed and there are still “hidden” gems to escape and explore
• Connection to the national park and the animals you are privileged to see when you visit and share he national park with them
• Friendly small and supportive community
• Quiet imes in the year to recover from the busy peak summer and winter times, and a chance to unwind and relax
• Amazing work life balance
• Yes we have fewer shops and busier city things, but locals and tourists have commented it is so good to get away from it all and relax in the open
spaces and environment
• Active summer and winter lifestyles
• We aren’t just ano her busy town and city.. we are a community and people feel that too
• The town blends into the landscape and doesn’t have major high rise development, have the relaxed feel and is good for mental and emo ional
wellbeing
Concerns/ objections
I understand towns grow and things change, most positive changes such as thredbo valley track, lake tracks have been successful and done in a great
way. I fear that national parks will lose control and the plans they have had in place and the environmental impact not assessed and understood on
local level, all because this wants to be rushed through. I fear for the indigenous, cultural and environmental impacts.
• “Hidden gems” – every hidden gem or untouched area that has no major development has proposed development under his plan. It is important to
leave some places untouched and not developed to allow people true connections to the environment and cater for a everyone. Not everyone may like
it, but some “rough” camping is a good option, when all other accommodation is provided in town and resorts.
• Gu hega, Island Bend, Waste point, should be left as is or small upgrade to toilets. People already use this area as an escape from technology and
amenities and the outside world. They love the disconnec ing and connecting to the natural non-developed environment. Wombats live in these areas
along with wallabies, platypus and multiple other animals and he connections they have with these in a quiet space is a massive draw card already
and caters for different types of toursits/ visitors and a break away from he town for locals.
• Porcupine Rocks: yes walk is going there and it’s a beautiful spot, if a look out will occur it should blend into the natural landscape. Charlotte pass
lookout is a good example of blending in.
• West Lake Jindabyne: Maybe just a small section should be for caravan park lost from town, however would be such a horrible view and entry into
town to have anything built here at all. Such a magic site and open space that at the moment the mountain bike and farm land are on. Needs to
maintain its natural bush rehabilitated not developed out.
• Development in national parks: bushfire risk, environmental, cars in park, and management of waste which already has issues in perisher and
thredbo.
• Town centre high story buildings: development above 3 stories has a major impact on he whole town look, current resident views, sun available,
there is not enough parking at the moment in clyde street to even pass a car down it in winter. More dense residential buildings is not needed when we
have so much other space and development in east Jindabyne and up near sport and rec expanding that way. We don’t have he infrastructure to
support it.
• Animals killed on road is substantial in winter on way to resorts, increased accommodation equals increased traffic and risk of this damage, need to
have plan in place.

• Beach and boat suggestion should be down at the banjo park as water is higher and deeper more consisten ly, still links into town and links to
skatepark and shops. Much better location that current “bay area”- as water is low there and storm water comes out there.
• Development: should not be high storey (ruins town look and impact on so many current residents), not high density, need the natural look and na ive
trees around it (as the older developed parts of town look and feel)
• Bus route not to go past oval and reopen road (should go Gippsland road and around)
• Caravan park caters for everyone and is in such a fantastic spot for tourists, walking distance for all to shops and access to lake. Moving this for more
restaurants and coffee shops is not needed. Most towns in NSW have caravan parks in prime locations which is a fantas ic asset and planning from
previous governments to provide for all socioeconomic status. So nice waking past all the tourists in there everyday enjoying themselves.
• Have some good ideas but I feel miss the main needs of the town and have missed some important factors that would help build a successful town
and increase capacity to deal with an already busy town
• “west lake Jindabyne” for tourists is not needed and ruins so much of the beauty and essence of the lake. maybe put picnic tables at current boat
ramp and better parking at hatchery bay and picnic areas and leave he rest as natural space
Neutral
• West Jindabyne- as long as keeps natural look, incorportates trees and has natural corridors, not high density or higher than 2-3 storey
Support:
• New school and education opportunities
• Upgraded heal h facilities
• Development of land near mitre 10 for community hub
• Current school space into a community space (should of stayed primary school) – not high storey residential
• Additional sporting ovals and recreation facilities, keep current oval and facilities but expand other areas and have indoor mul i sports courts
• Additional investment in sport and recreation outdoor education facilities. Upgrade to high performance and beginner mountain bike track, keeping
natural environment, development of beginner and elite rock climbing wall.
• Investment in footpaths are very much needed and connecting new school and rec centre to town (link under highway needed to connect to lake
foreshore)
• Development of town aged care option
• Bike paths
• Beach boat area is good idea – at he claypits as water is deeper and closer to parking, shops and residents, already used and would be a great
upgrade.
• Skatepark, basketball upgrade and claypits great, need better parking
• East Jindabyne park looks good with the rehabilita ion, need more of that
• Investment in town footpaths to link current residential areas, also allows for disability access and prams, elderly
• Thredbo and perisher resorts should invest in there own staff accommodation, perisher at the station, thredbo out of town somewhere,

What should be included:
• Keep current frisbee golf course (used by over 100 or more people a day atm), its building ac ive communities and is a affordable activity
• Rehabilitating lake front, wildlife corridors, protection of wombats especially on roads (lots killed in winter, but not in summer)
• Protecting the 3 main important rivers in the national park and understanding the indigenous and environmental impacts
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dear Sir/Ma'am,
I would like to express my concern of the nature of his SAP, especially now that it includes Kosciuszko National Park. This is of great concern that the
many years the park has been established, regenerated, cared for and understood will be not considered and destroyed in a short period of time.
Now more than ever is a time where we should recognise the importance of pure nature not only for climate reasons, but also because we are one of
the if the leading country in terms of animal extinction int the world. The Kosciuszko national park is a fragile environment wi h several endemic plant
and animal species hat battle to survive in an environment already challenging enough wi h bushfire, snow and being on he driest continent on earth.
So much of the national park was burnt in most recent fires and so many of the park is already heavily populated and used all year round, its impacts
need to be carefully considered and not seen as a state government making “playground”.
I have given thought out submissions in relation to the SAP, however I hold serious concern hat a push by commercial and political interests who seek
to gain increased visita ion to an already busy national park will be dicta ing developments within the park. There is no attention to nature conservation,
landscape, and heritage values for which he park was dedicated and should be protected for many, many, many years to come as outlined above.
There are numerous areas within he SAP that talk about infrastructure upgrades and community services, which need to occur in his area. This
should not be used to entice fast tracked development of the community for the pure pursuit of tourism dollars and increased state revenue.
While we all understand that tourism is a major contributor to the area’s economy, I feel hat his SAP seeks to make Jindabyne and he Snowy
Mountains a purely based on this tourism economy.
This is very dangerous considering the current situation with travel restric ions and the recent bushfires. Many businesses and families have suffered
and has had a major flow on effect on the en ire community.
I encourage you to see past the dollar signs and remind everyone in he State Government and the planning department that we are custodians of this
precious land. It is not merely a unique playground to be made comfortable for the well-heeled tourists. It is a place we are responsible for, to respect,
understand, nurture, and protect. Too many times in winter I see examples of tourism and lack of understanding and respect for the environment. From
rubbish, destruction to fauna, so many injured and dead wildlife which can be prevented and are prevented when people respect their environmental
surrounds. It has been seen around the world, the more you open up places and make things “human” friendly the more people disrespect it as they
don’t understand how we interact and are part of the world and a caretaker.
The rugged wilderness of this park needs to be preserved. This mountain range is he birthplace of 3 of Australia’s most important rivers, is one of the
only places on our dry con inent where it snows regularly until hat too is impacted by climate change and requires protection well beyond us. We need
to protect, respect and look after this at the site of creation, not add more people into the mix to and waste to process in these rivers.
I would dread to think that you would rush through development pathways without giving serious considera ion to the impact on an already impacted
national park.
The Snowy Mountains and Kosciuszko National Park should not be paid lip service to while an arrogant and out of touch state government politician,
who has a clear and publicly known dislike of National Parks seeks to push a personal poli ical agenda onto our home.
I certainly hope that you take the communities submissions seriously and make the appropriate changes to the Master Plan draft as well as
recommenda ions to secure the environmental protec ions and security of one of Australia's most unique places for the next 40 years. It would be such
a shame to lose all the hard work and planning and environment we have that we may never get back.
If you are looking at successful tourist towns, look beyond the high density packed towns and start to look at he smaller towns with pure nature on
there doorstep. People come here for the unspoilt nature and live here for that. Don’t rush things through and ruin he reason this town exists and its

loved already.
Please don't allow Kosciuszko National Park to be loved to death.
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I object to the development of tourist accommodation in the national parks
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Commodifica ion of a beautiful area so he rich can get richer, while destroying native habitat and ecosystems.
Though it's not like government listen to the people anymore anyway, and money talks. The developers have probably already secured the deal with
payoffs...
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Who in their right mind would hink of turning this natural part of the world into a horrible, money making machine. People who respect this land are he
ones who keep money coming in for the place itself. Leave it alone.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Object to the changing of the natural campgrounds like island bend and others .. develop Jindabyne town but not the national park areas part of heir
charm are that they are not developed
Kosi is one of he best na ional parks in the country for natural beauty and undeveloped beauty don’t do his
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Mortdale 2223
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The primary purpose of Kosciuszko National Park is to protect the unique and fragile alpine ecosystem, but proposed changes to the Plan of
Management would allow huge development with a massive impact on the environment.
This is unacceptable.
There is no need for thousands of new beds on the mountain, gas heated ‘thermal pools’ and helicopter transport to resorts in Kosciuszko National
Park. There are enough services already and no further development should be undertaken. The park should be protected from overuse, exploitation
and environment degradation.
I and my family have been visitors to he park across 5 genera ions over 70+ years, to enjoy the natural environment in the summer and he alpine
walking tracks. My grandfather use to catch rainbow trout in the little river that ran through Perisher Valley. Those days are gone. In that time there
have been huge changes and devastation to the landscape for the purposes of the ski and snow business.
This proposal is more of the same.
The park must be kept it as wild as possible. This is strong spirit country, sacred ground, and needs to be protected from the encroachment of the
ravages and consumerism of a plastic humanity that con inue to choke our ecosystems with waste and soul-less engagement.
The Liberal party of this state and government with their grubby development deals and continued environmental vandalism for the sake of money, I
would expect nothing more than this, but John Barilaro should be ashamed of himself. He has obviously forgotten he sovereign ways of his ancestors
if he seeks this kind of development.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Stop ruining all national parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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This might be he worst idea in the history of bad ideas. Don’t let that fat meatball ruin any more of the country
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Thank you

I agree to the above statement
Yes

higher density developments should be confined to the main town of Jindabyne and
the Ski Resorts.


No commercial nodes on Old Kosciusko Road. There are already commercial
premises located on the highway at East Jindabyne. Any further commercial
development should stay on the highway such as the Jerrara Drive/Kosciusko Road
(Page 14 “9”) intersection where business might have a chance of financial viability.



Proposed Park too small (Page 14 “1”) The pink area proposed for commercial node
(“2”) and units (“3”) should remain green space. New Housing should be set back
much further away from the lake and fall into line with the existing development
boundaries and housing on either side (Marshall 2.0 and Alpine Sands).



The red areas on either side of Jerrara Drive are too high in density (Page 14 (“4”
and adjacent areas). Jerrara Drive is a narrow road and significant traffic conflicts
now exist thanks to the badly planned Marshall 2.0 R1 development on Old
Kosciusko Road. The amount of dwellings proposed to front Jerrara Drive should be
halved at a minimum and provision for rear access and off street parking provided
so that the rest of original East Jindabyne can actually access there houses without
fear of a car accident.

In closing I would like to stress that East Jindabyne is a rural residential area and
people have chosen to live here for that reason. I note the Master Plan only highlights
the positives that tourism brings to the Region rather than the negatives, which are also
many. We do not want to live in a busy, transient, fast-paced suburb constantly
affected by tourists, traffic, noise and pollution. There are many areas in the Snowy
Mountains geared towards tourism. East Jindabyne should remain a village for
residents.

Thank you
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Submission
I would like to lodge my strong objection to the proposed Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct and the amendment to the Kosciuszko National
Park Plan of Management.
Kosciuszko National Park is an area of immense natural beauty and is a unique ecological environment. The changes proposed will further degrade
the environment in addition to what it has already suffered, reduce its ecological diversity, and diminish its value for every generation that follows.
Alpine environments are incredibly fragile and slow growing, and the damage caused by building additional infrastructure will be irreparable.
There is no value to be gained from he proposed changes, aside from lining the pockets of developers.
Kosciuszko National Park is already under stress from its current level of development and this fragile environment will not be able to sustain addi ional
visitor numbers. The sewage system alone cannot support any addi ional usage and if more visitors are allowed to stay in the Park the sewage system
will need to be upgraded, the construc ion of which will cause further damage to this pristine environment.
National Parks are gazetted for he protection of the natural landscape and ecosystem, and to protect them from commercial development. The
proposed plan is in contradiction to the purpose of its gazettal in the first place. One of the things that the COVID-19 pandemic has taught us is that we
need more green spaces, and that we value he natural environment and appreciate the rich ecology and diversity of his country. Why are we then
seeking to destroy it?
The NSW Government should be protec ing the value of our State, rather than handing it over to developers to profit out of it. The Government will be
failing in its duty and obligation to care for and manage NSW and its national parks if it allows the plan to proceed.
Any development should be outside the bounds of the Kosciusko National Park. Facilities in Jindabyne can be expanded to allow greater capacity.
Visitors can then enjoy the environment of the National Park on a day trip basis without the heavy impact of them staying inside the Park and the
consequent addi ional infrastructure that would be required to be built.
Kosciusko National Park should remain under the Minister for Environment and National Parks and Wildlife Service so that its environmental
management is given the highest considera ion in its management. If it is transferred to the Deputy Premier and the Department of Planning, hen
development will be given the highest priority and he environmental impacts of development will not be given the consideration that is needed.
Allowing helicopters for the purposes of tourism and profiteering will erode the value of this quiet and serene environment. The vast majority of visitors
to this region are seeking the peace and tranquillity that it offers, and this will be destroyed.
The plans for Yarrangobilly are outrageous. They involve altering the careful balance of the natural pools, without consideration of he impacts on the
ecosystem. Development of bath houses and additional infrastructure will destroy the area, it should be left as a place of ‘natural’ thermal pools rather
than ‘manufactured’ thermal pools. Manufactured thermal pools can be built anywhere. The changes proposed will destroy the one place that people
can experience natural thermal pools as nature intended. This experience will be lost to all. The proposed changes also do not take into consideration
the traditional custodians of the land, and it would be culturally offensive to Aboriginal persons that Country is being changed to that of a different
heritage.
It would be a national tragedy for the proposed plans to be approved, and the loss of this environment will never be recovered.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Submission - Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct and the amendment to the Kosciuszko
National Park Plan of Management
I would like to lodge my strong objection to the proposed Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct and the amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management.
Kosciuszko National Park is an area of immense natural beauty and is a unique ecological
environment. The changes proposed will further degrade the environment in addition to what it has
already suffered, reduce its ecological diversity, and diminish its value for every generation that
follows.
Alpine environments are incredibly fragile and slow growing, and the damage caused by building
additional infrastructure will be irreparable.
There is no value to be gained from the proposed changes, aside from lining the pockets of
developers.
Kosciuszko National Park is already under stress from its current level of development and this
fragile environment will not be able to sustain additional visitor numbers. The sewage system alone
cannot support any additional usage and if more visitors are allowed to stay in the Park the sewage
system will need to be upgraded, the construction of which will cause further damage to this pristine
environment.
National Parks are gazetted for the protection of the natural landscape and ecosystem, and to
protect them from commercial development. The proposed plan is in contradiction to the purpose
of its gazettal in the first place. One of the things that the COVID-19 pandemic has taught us is that
we need more green spaces, and that we value the natural environment and appreciate the rich
ecology and diversity of this country. Why are we then seeking to destroy it?
The NSW Government should be protecting the value of our State, rather than handing it over to
developers to profit out of it. The Government will be failing in its duty and obligation to care for and
manage NSW and its national parks if it allows the plan to proceed.
Any development should be outside the bounds of the Kosciusko National Park. Facilities in
Jindabyne can be expanded to allow greater capacity. Visitors can then enjoy the environment of the
National Park on a day trip basis without the heavy impact of them staying inside the Park and the
consequent additional infrastructure that would be required to be built.
Kosciusko National Park should remain under the Minister for Environment and National Parks and
Wildlife Service so that its environmental management is given the highest consideration in its
management. If it is transferred to the Deputy Premier and the Department of Planning, then
development will be given the highest priority and the environmental impacts of development will
not be given the consideration that is needed.
Allowing helicopters for the purposes of tourism and profiteering will erode the value of this quiet
and serene environment. The vast majority of visitors to this region are seeking the peace and
tranquillity that it offers, and this will be destroyed.
The plans for Yarrangobilly are outrageous. They involve altering the careful balance of the natural
pools, without consideration of the impacts on the ecosystem. Development of bath houses and
additional infrastructure will destroy the area, it should be left as a place of ‘natural’ thermal pools
rather than ‘manufactured’ thermal pools. Manufactured thermal pools can be built anywhere. The
changes proposed will destroy the one place that people can experience natural thermal pools as

nature intended. This experience will be lost to all. The proposed changes also do not take into
consideration the traditional custodians of the land, and it would be culturally offensive to
Aboriginal persons that Country is being changed to that of a different heritage.
It would be a national tragedy for the proposed plans to be approved, and the loss of this
environment will never be recovered.
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This is appalling. We should be protec ing our natural spaces, not opening them up for further degradation. I cannot believe hat his would benefit the
local community and can only see the negative impact I conserva ion and emissions. This is a disgrace!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

21 August 2021
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct and the amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan Of
Management.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide genuine feedback on the the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct and
the amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan Of Management.
We acknowledge planning scale at this level is significant for a Site, Particular Area of Interest, Local Government Area,
District, Region, State, Nationally and Globally.
As such, our objections follow along with a call to Do Better! As we are fast heading toward leaving a legacy to our
children and grandchildren void of nature and wildlife.
We strongly object to further irrefutable environmental stress on the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP).
The KPN is presently under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. With over
10,000 overnight beds it is the most heavily visited national parks in NSW. Obviously all visitors need basic services such as
sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. Services that are difficult to delver in the
alpine setting. Of note the KPN’s sewerage treatment has caused significant environmental damage historically. KNP
cannot sustain any further assaults.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 60%. All associated services, from the
capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to support
this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification
provided is that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation
in KNP for at least 9 months per year. Thus, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the
snow season. When the future of the snowfields is dire. With rising temperatures already pushing the natural snowline
above the current resorts. So, the escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow
are becoming increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the end of the snow sports era within two
decades, however if current trends continue a single decade is more likely.
Obviously, the situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to
support those beds, would only be required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such
stranded assets and inflict so much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must
be managed for the long term, not looted for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need
to be cleared. A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining
the resorts to existing development footprint. The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and
require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and species.
KNP needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan
and Plan of Management (POM).
Recreation and commercial activities may be appropriate in national parks, but only where they are consistent with the
core conservation objectives of reservation. The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting
KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk.
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The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. Under the Environment Assessment and
Planning Act (EP&A Act) future assessments of KNP subverts the statutory role of POM’s. The KNP needs the strategic
management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
Therefore we stand by the Masterplan and EP&A Act are the wrong tools to protect KNP, that is the role of the POM.
As it stands the exhibited POM amendments need to include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain the
proposed developments. As it omits this critical information, it should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a
revised POM.
We strongly oppose the Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW being
transferred much of the responsibility for development within the KNP. This highly sensitive, extremely significant
protected area must be the responsibility of the National Parks and Wildlife Service.
In conclusion KNP deserves a better future.
The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of
the park. At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW
Government wants to diminish one of the jewels in our reserve system, KNP.
We do not want KNP overdevelopment and added to the failure of our legal, national and international obligations to
protect national parks.
We are losing trees at an alarming rate and the wildlife that live in them are competing for rapidly diminishing trees that
are left. Once the wildlife is gone they won’t return.
Thank you for accepting feedback, we look forward to engaging in consultations going forward.
Regards

We do not give permission for our names or any personal details to be disclosed.
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Why change he park when half of it is already shut to the public because of how delicate its ecosystem is only to destroy said environment when a big
corporation wants to build resorts that will attract people hat don't care about Kosciusko and its fragile ecosystem.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:54:59 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2810
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dumb idea, wrecking Australia when many would rather it stay how it is, how could you do that to Australia?
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:24:07 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Some ideas in this SAP plan are excellent, however, some are down right stupid.
For example;
Put ing a chairlift near the end of a runway.
In summer in a firefighting season air-tractors loaded at full weight drop off the end of the runway and hug he hills exactly where you want to put a lift.
This was not well thought out at all.
The Claypits at the second roundabout off he Barry Way is he area that gets used and should be developed. Not a storm water run off area out the
front of a caravan park and Hotel.
But furthermore to all of this, instead of spending money on new development, how about you fix the copious amounts of issues in the area like the
horrendous road conditions. For example the Snowy River Way, the Leesville industry estate, the Barry Way. Not one of these roads are adequate
maintained by council and obviously it takes people being killed before council do anything about it.
Fox the issues at hand before making more.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:36:13 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3783
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Park should be left as it is, and should not be turned into a place for the wealthy and destroying the aesthetic of the mountains.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:23:33 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 06:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3145
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to destroying the parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:12:06 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
4655
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:08:01 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Gilmore
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don't try fix what isn't broken
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:38:17 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2281
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave it how it is!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:32:19 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2761
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:27:36 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Dee why
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
After reading the Snowy Mountains draft Master plan I was extremely disappointed with he flagrant disregard for the environmental impacts to that
natural environment
There are delicate ecosystems that will not sustain major development
It is both far reaching amd negligent in looking after a Natural park for future genera ions
There are many more issues regarding the scope
Of this development which o her submissions list and I support hem the gas heated hot springs rate a special mention so not appropriate
Please reconsider this proposal for our environment
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:24:50 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Newport 2106
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
How will this benefit the natural beauty he national park has always had. This isn’t Disney land.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:11:59 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne, 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Must comment first that it has been extremely difficult to view all these papers in such a short time frame. Most, like myself, are limited to small laptop,
(Just one!) or even just a smart phone, so have not been able to realistically make a proper judgement.
There are many items to like from this draft, however it does seem to have totally forgotten the initial desire from the residents to upgrade he town
NOW.
There are many hings that could be done now, for which funding is constantly refused via the "grants" programmes.
The first ? many pages of aims and objectives are fine, will they be adhered to?
The vision (discussion paper P14) is also fine, but no one seems to recognise who our unseasonal tourists are. The heritage centre, properly
constructed grade 1 (no more than grade 2) walking tracks would keep these tourists here longer than a day or two. Consistently building MTB trails as
"shared" is counter to this.
The draft has many ideas that will take many years to formulate. The infrastructure report shows hat we are approaching limits to our water and sewer
systems, we have little to no usable community infrastructure, and none of this is addressed in this draft.
The ini ial approach to our local member was based on items like moving the school, aged care and footpa hs. Aged care appears to be moving along,
the school move may happen (?) but no footpaths or local access has been addressed.
The adoption of "precincts" means that this is not a "whole town" approach, so here will be a sense of disconnection in the town as a whole. To
ensure the town is connected, all areas should be included. All the way from Leesville to East Jindabyne. (Maybe even as far out as Cobbin?).
A lot of the ideas presented are interdependent. Until the school is moved, no decision can be made re this area. (In the "education precinct" the idea
of community sports areas etc. is disingenuous, as the area is "inclosed land" & therefore not accessible to the public) Until the Southern Connector is
built, apparently we won't have another supermarket. Until the builders yard is moved out of town, Snowy River Avenue will not become a central
feature of he town, many more examples can be found.
Lastly (for now!) this doesn't address funding to the local government for any upkeep of the planned upgrades ( Water, Sewer, footpa hs, sports
grounds,Lake Parks etc), as they have not been able to do more than mark time over 50 years, this needs to be addressed also
I would expect that further consultation would be necessary before this can proceed to the next stage, I look forward to this happening.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 4:37:19 PM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 16:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Normanhurst 2076
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am writing to object to the exhibited Master Plan and associated Plan of Management. The Snowy Mountains, which should properly be called the
Munyangs, is a very special place.
1 There should be NO EXPANSION of any of the existing ski resorts - Smiggins, Perisher, Charlottes Pass and Thredbo.
2 There should be NO INCREASE in on site accommodation at any of he above mentioned ski resorts.
3 Any additional accommodation must be provided outside the existing boundaries of the Na ional Park.
4 There should be NO COMMERCIAL HELICOPTERS in he air space above the Na ional Park and especially no helicopters used for transport of
guests or visitors to any of the ski resorts or other areas of he National Park, and no 'joy flights'.
5 Use of private cars to access ski resorts in winter must be limited with access provided by additional ski tube services and shuttle buses from off
Park accommoda ion.
6 Na ional Parks MUST remain he sole management authority for the whole area of the National Park, including governance and regulation of all ski
resorts.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:26:20 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra 2603
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a director and member of a

Snowy Mountains
Special Activa ion Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of
interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I particularly support increased infrastructure and bed capacities in the Perisher snowfields, as it is one of the worst "villages" of all the Australian ski
resorts, despite having the 'best' ski slopes in the country.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:45:07 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
The importance of establishing a shared use cycle pa h from Moonbah to he lake along the Barry Way for the purposes of safety, increased use of
sustainable transport, and enjoyment. This could also include a cycle trail path via Bungarra ac ivity centre to West Jindabyne mountain bike park, and
/ or from the back of Lakewood estate to the dam.
I recommend reducing the speed limit on Barry Way from Moonbah to the lake to at least 80kph, preferably 60kph
I am concerned about the
. I am keen to see Jindabyne development happening, yet it
MUST happen keeping the rural, quiet, unspoilt nature in tact. My questions include:
- What will be the use of this area? Be more specific than the SAP document please
- What about those who currently own property in the precinct? Have they been consulted?
- What is the density of housing?
- What percentages will the housing be for private use / holiday accommodation / seasonal worker accommoda ion?
- Will this land and property be privately owned or by council?
- When will we get greater clarity on this precinct?
I look forward to hearing more from you on this.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:55:51 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave it the way it is!!!
You have already LOCKED up enough!!!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:58:09 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading- Jindabyne- housing and development
Sub heading- Objec ion to Proposed Building Height
Reference-I refer to page 54 in the Structure Plan Part 1 document
“The majority of the site can be developed for apartments of 3-5 storeys with an expectation hat a significant proportion of accommodation will be
used for tourist accommodation.”
Comment
My mo her in law
. She was born and raised here in Jindabyne. She saw he move of Jindabyne to higher grounds, the
shopping centre develop and the development of the school and the community around her.
To be developing accommodation 3-5stories high gives me great concern for her safety. Crime in town has been going up over the past years and to
build this area up for accommodation will push crime higher.
The hight of these buildings will undoubtedly cover her house in darkness blocking her light to beautiful Jindabyne, block more of her view and make
the street feel like a corridor.
I do understand the need for more accommodation but strongly feel this is not the area for it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:55:37 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading- Jindabyne- housing and development
Sub heading- Objec ion to Proposed Building Height
Reference-I refer to page 54 in the Structure Plan Part 1 document
“The majority of the site can be developed for apartments of 3-5 storeys with an expectation hat a significant proportion of accommodation will be
used for tourist accommodation.”
Comments
This is appalling. I have lived here for many years and this site was always intended for the primary school and move the high school.
Now to read the SAP to place accommoda ion 3-5 stories high makes me very upset especially as it is next to the community based childcare centre,
run by the community and it’s planned for accommodation!!!!
Who would be living in these building being so close to a childcare centre? How are you going to protect and ensure the safety of the children of he
community that attend this centre?
Can you ensure here would not be predictors living there?
And I thought the SAP was to ensure a better future for generations to come, now I’m am feeling that it is not.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:20:04 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Thredbo 2625
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Subject: Submission Suppor ing the SM SAP Master Plan and PoM Amendments.

To: Manager, NPWS Planning Evaluation and Assessment; Executive Director, DPIE Key Sites and Regional Assessments

CC: Hon. Deputy Premier John Barilaro, Hon. Mat hew Kean, Minister for Energy and Environment

Dear Ms Sargeant

We appreciate your work to date releasing the Snowy Mountains Special Activa ions Precinct Plan and related Plan of Management Amendments for
exhibition.

As a Business
, I was excited to see the SAP’s plans to improve access to the
, which will ensure
that they remain premier destinations for Alpine Tourism over he life of he SAP.
were created within the National Park to ensure that
ac ivities are concentrated in appropriate places and managed in an environmentally sustainable way that is compatible with the goals of the Park.

I believe that the draft SAP and PoM amendments reinforce these objectives. The only way that we can protect our park and environment is to share
its attributes with Australian and international visitors, and the plan will ensure that this can happen in a sustainable way with acceptable impacts on
the community of Jindabyne and the National Park. Ensuring that these areas, which form less than 1% of he National Park are well supported to
meet demand will improve the experience of visitors, boost the reputation of the region, and ensure that the broader park can con inue to be protected.

As an
, I want to draw attention to the significance of the payments made by
s and their visitors, including myself, to
the NPWS estate, which funds environmental conservation and research works across the entire State of NSW. The Plan appropriately proposes that
some of these funds are spent to improve the experience and sustainability of the
, which form a part of the NSW Crown Estate.
Implementing he SAP Master Plan and engaging with the
will ensure that they can sustainably meet the demands of visitors by putting
accommodation where people want to stay, addressing road conges ion, and investing in climate-change adaptation. All these actions will support he
future of the Snowy Mountains Region throughout the life of the SAP and assist in the recovery of a region that has been challenged by bushfire and
two-years of COVID-19 related closures.

For the reasons above, I urge you to continue to develop the SAP Master Plan and support the Snowy Mountains through its implementation.

Yours Sincerely,

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:48:12 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2075
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
You are ruining wildlife and habitat for the sake of economic development and I can’t stand for it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 12:49:17 PM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 12:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2540
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To whom it may concern,
I object to the proposed plans on the grounds that they are too invasive for such an environmentally sensitive and significant area. The Jindabyne
region is already heavily built up and provides enough recreation and accommodation services to meet the needs of the public. National Parks lands
and amenities should remain under the administration of Parks and maintained for the use of he general public, not redeveloped and commercialised.
I wish to protect the Jindabyne and Snowy Mountains area from environmental damage and commercial overdevelopment.
Sincerely,

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Thursday, 12 August 2021 7:20:09 PM

Submitted on Thu, 12/08/2021 - 19:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canterbury
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I support Modest growth of he existing resorts within existing boundaries eg Perisher and Thredbo. I even support more car parks located at each of
the resorts. However I am aware tht the current roads to resorts are already too busy during most of the winter period and current transport systems
are not adequate.
I only support Facilitation of commercial hiking and "glamping" including new cabins at NEW locations. "Glamping only makes sense if it much cheaper
than existing accomadation at thredbo, perisher or jindabyne.
I strongly support more and improved "Basic camping" at Guthega Dam, and Island Bend. All Basic camping should remain Free.
I strongly disagree to any use of helicopters, or private flight vehicles in the alps.
I support the viewing platform at porcupine rocks.

For me, the most important issues are:
- improved access to the resorts, be it by Bus, Car, or Ski Tube.
- expansion of existing resort terrain and services
- new and expanded activities for summer.
- expansion of free camping areas.
- more / budget accomada ion options.
- cheaper ski tube access.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:33:57 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2147
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Very great camp around would be a shame to see it developed
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:59:44 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 23:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Ruining our great outdoor and nature
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:41:36 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2155
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Object to the proposal of key changes at Mt Kosciuszko na ional park. An Australian icon one to be maintained not over developed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:45:14 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Yowie Bay 2228
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission

My wife, my daughter and I are members of Guthega Ski Club which has a 60 year history of association with Kosciuszko Na ional Park and in
particular has a lodge in the Guthega village. We strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher
Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine
environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National
Park for all.
Respectfully,

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Frenchs Forest 2086
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This Program and development is a disgusting attempt to over develop one of the few remaining true Wilderness’s of NSW. You consistently like to
knock back Development applications for lodges and Ski Lift Development due to potential wildlife damage, but you are ok to allow vehicles far greater
access to he national park
KNP is one of the few remaining places where one can escape the city, yet you wish to bring the city to it.
For Goodness sakes
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2251
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dear Sir/Ma'am,
I would like to express my concern of the nature of his SAP, especially now that it includes Kosciuszko National Park. This is of great concern that the
many years the park has been established, regenerated, cared for and understood will be not considered and destroyed in a short period of time.
Now more than ever is a time where we should recognise the importance of pure nature not only for climate reasons, but also because we are one of
the if the leading country in terms of animal extinction int the world. The Kosciuszko national park is a fragile environment wi h several endemic plant
and animal species hat battle to survive in an environment already challenging enough wi h bushfire, snow and being on he driest continent on earth.
So much of the national park was burnt in most recent fires and so many of the park is already heavily populated and used all year round, its impacts
need to be carefully considered and not seen as a state government making “playground”.
I have given thought out submissions in relation to the SAP, however I hold serious concern hat a push by commercial and political interests who seek
to gain increased visita ion to an already busy national park will be dicta ing developments within the park. There is no attention to nature conservation,
landscape, and heritage values for which he park was dedicated and should be protected for many, many, many years to come as outlined above.
There are numerous areas within he SAP that talk about infrastructure upgrades and community services, which need to occur in his area. This
should not be used to entice fast tracked development of the community for the pure pursuit of tourism dollars and increased state revenue.
While we all understand that tourism is a major contributor to the area’s economy, I feel hat his SAP seeks to make Jindabyne and he Snowy
Mountains a purely based on this tourism economy.
This is very dangerous considering the current situation with travel restric ions and the recent bushfires. Many businesses and families have suffered
and has had a major flow on effect on the en ire community.
I encourage you to see past the dollar signs and remind everyone in he State Government and the planning department that we are custodians of this
precious land. It is not merely a unique playground to be made comfortable for the well-heeled tourists. It is a place we are responsible for, to respect,
understand, nurture, and protect. Too many times in winter I see examples of tourism and lack of understanding and respect for the environment. From
rubbish, destruction to fauna, so many injured and dead wildlife which can be prevented and are prevented when people respect their environmental
surrounds. It has been seen around the world, the more you open up places and make things “human” friendly the more people disrespect it as they
don’t understand how we interact and are part of the world and a caretaker.
The rugged wilderness of this park needs to be preserved. This mountain range is he birthplace of 3 of Australia’s most important rivers, is one of the
only places on our dry con inent where it snows regularly until hat too is impacted by climate change and requires protection well beyond us. We need
to protect, respect and look after this at the site of creation, not add more people into the mix to and waste to process in these rivers.
I would dread to think that you would rush through development pathways without giving serious considera ion to the impact on an already impacted
national park.
The Snowy Mountains and Kosciuszko National Park should not be paid lip service to while an arrogant and out of touch state government politician,
who has a clear and publicly known dislike of National Parks seeks to push a personal poli ical agenda onto our home.
I certainly hope that you take the communities submissions seriously and make the appropriate changes to the Master Plan draft as well as
recommenda ions to secure the environmental protec ions and security of one of Australia's most unique places for the next 40 years. It would be such
a shame to lose all the hard work and planning and environment we have that we may never get back.
If you are looking at successful tourist towns, look beyond the high density packed towns and start to look at he smaller towns with pure nature on
there doorstep. People come here for the unspoilt nature and live here for that. Don’t rush things through and ruin he reason this town exists and its

loved already.
Please take the time and don't allow Kosciuszko Na ional Park to be loved to death.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 17:30
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
the-dumb-road-by

Submission
Please see attached submission by
I agree to the above statement
Yes

in relation to the proposed road through the Jindabyne Sportsground

17/08/2021

THE DUMB ROAD
Hi, my name is
and I’m 11 years’ old and I want to stop the road through
the Jindabyne Oval from getting put in. I think it’s the worst idea for this road to get put
in because kids and adults can get run over by buses, cars and motorbikes.
If they build this road all the people around here including me will be able to hear the bus
noise at night. All the exhausts from the buses will float over into the community garden
and reck all the plants and yummy fruit and vegetables.
I have a dog and I always take him on walks to run around on the football oval. All the
people In Jindabyne take their dogs up onto the oval for a play but if they put the road in
it will make it more dangerous.
Also, the brand-new pathway, lights and cricket nets that have just been put in would
have to be removed to make way for the new wider road.
So please help stop this road from getting put in.
Thank you,

Jindabyne NSW 2627

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2765
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Mirrabooka Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for nearly 30 years. I strongly
endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 10:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Cammeray
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have only just become aware of the Snowy Mountain SAP and find its proposal an affront to everything Kosciusko National Park has represented to
me, my family and friends for the last 30+ years.
The idea of opening the park up to increased development, commercial helicopter flights and permitting noisy four wheel drive access to wilderness
areas is abhorrent. The fact, as I understand it, that legislation is being fast tracked to permit this to happen is reprehensible.
I strongly object to the Snowy Mountain SAP and request it be stopped and a post Covid forum be convened to allow he full voice of public objection
to be heard.
Kind Regards
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am happy there are some great plans for this area, particularly school development, tafe and possible University. I am also happy with a focus on
tourist development and that safely getting from the school to town is being considered. My concern is for the heights of buildings in town increasing
and I strongly believe hat he town remains with the current building heights with only minor development on the foreshore. Increased building heights
will take away from the feel and atmosphere of the town as it curren ly is and if buildings are too high around the foreshore and the town then the rural
feel will be lost. The focus for development must always take into account the nature and environment we are located in with natural beauty at the
forefront of any future development and planning.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bulleen
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Keep Na ional Parks untouched please
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 09:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
DIAMOND BEACH. NSW. 2430
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Fjellheim Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated wi h Perisher for nearly 60 years. I strongly
endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
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Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 14:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
BAYSWATER NORTH
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave Kosciuszko National Park alone.
Kosciuszko National Park is a National Park, not an urban development site.
The NSW Government’s message is hat KNP is in pristine condition and that none of their proposals would damage the park. They are wrong.
These reckless proposals overturn more than forty years of careful planning and management in KNP. The balance between the protection of he
environment and recreational activities is being discarded by plans that treat KNP as little more than a commercial commodity.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

General comments
I lived in the Jindabyne area from 1993-2017 and worked at Snowy River Council and the Snowy
Monaro Regional Council from 2000 to early 2021.
The question of whether I am largely in favour of, against or neutral towards the plan is very hard to
answer and I wonder what will be done with this very basic statistic. I like certain aspects of the plan:
I am pleased to see options for supporting more year-round tourism opportunities for Jindabyne and
the mountains and I support more community facilities for the township of Jindabyne with its
growing population. I support better infrastructure for walkers in KNP provided they have minimal
impact on the environment.
However, I am concerned about the number of proposed additional dwellings and accommodation
beds, particularly in the National Park and western shores of Lake Jindabyne. I can also see little
assist the lack of affordable housing both for seasonal staff and for local families. There are plenty of
statements about wanting to reduce these issues but little to no detail as to the mechanisms for
doing this. I hope this will come in the delivery plan.
In a number of places mention is made of abiding by, or guided by, the Snowy River Local
Environmental Plan 2012 when draft plan for Snowy Monaro is underway. Surely integration should
be to new whole of SMRC LEP rather than outdated Snowy River LEP and DCP.
There is almost no mention of relationship of this plan to towns and villages outside of the SAP area.
I fear that if this plan results in a very significant investment within the SAP area, as is proposed, that
other surrounding towns and villages will miss out and that the divide between Jindabyne and the
Monaro region will be further accentuated.
Despite the SAP area including Kalkite there appears to be nothing proposed north or east of East
Jindabyne included. I note that there is a plan to investigate growth areas around Kalkite though it
seems a shame that this was not considered alongside the Jindabyne and East Jindabyne plans.
Kalkite has its own water and wastewater reticulation and waste water treatment plant and further
development there would have less visual impact on the approaches to the mountains. The
proposed extension to the bike track from East Jindabyne is an opportunity to connect this
community to Jindabyne and would appear to offer business opportunities.
Specific Comments on Masterplan
Map page 16-17
Good to see Creel Bay included as part of Alpine sub-precent and opportunities for tourism
development here. Less impact than in alpine areas. However I do not think this is best location of
sculpture trail. Fine to have some sculptures there but focus for these should be Jindabyne and areas
closer to Jindabyne. Maybe there is an opportunity for trail to go from Claypits along cycle/walking
path to Creel Bay.
Western Lake Jindabyne – will change the experience of arrival in the Snowy Mountains. For decades
we have had the Eastern Protection zone to protect this iconic view of Lake and Mountains and this
will be lost with development of this area. I can see the potential advantage for reduction of traffic
build up in Jindabyne to Snowline section if some of additional accommodation planned is put here
but there will need to be careful management of traffic at that intersection. Wastewater treatment
plant close to Lake – maybe risks for spills and contamination of Lake? This area is planned to be

holiday park (page 66-67) but 689 accommodation dwellings in this precinct is excessive in terms of
additional traffic in this area and impact on the Lake Foreshore.

2.1 Principles for the Snowy Mountains
1 p.25 Collaborate with Snowy Hydro Limited to develop a renewable Power Purchase Agreement to
supply 100% renewable energy to the precinct
Will there be some sort of guarantee that electricity prices are competitive and affordable? Is this
giving Snowy Hydro a monopoly on electricity provision?
Is this the only renewable energy initiative for the precinct? Snowy Mountains has some of best
conditions for solar energy capture and maybe recognition of this in a large-scale solar project for
offset would be more cost-effective and achievable than what is currently underway with Snowy 2.0
2. Despite its proximity to Lake Jindabyne, Kosciuszko Road separates the Town Centre from the
foreshore, limiting active connections and visual permeability. Similarly, the alpine resorts lack true
village centres to anchor the visitor experience.
This does resonate. Jindabyne feels like a town designed by engineers and does not make best use of
the lake frontage. There is no cohesion in building and landscape design and is not an attractive
“alpine village”. I would love to see a more cohesive architectural style, use of building materials and
focus on sustainable design. In trying to connect the town with the lake care needs to be taken to
protect areas on foreshore which do allow an experience of connection to Lake and mountains
without having town infrastructure in the way (e.g. Horizons to Snowline). The lack of footpaths in
much of Jindabyne makes it inaccessible to walkers, and particularly the disabled, especially in
winter.
Perisher has also suffered from haphazard development and no village centre other than Ski tube.
There is little to appeal to summer visitors to stay there in its current form. The strict controls in
place on development at Thredbo has ensured a more attractive and cohesive village which is more
in keeping with the beautiful natural environment surrounding.
The proliferation of cycle tracks and shared trails has improved the recreation options in and around
Jindabyne but more thought needs to be put into providing for both walkers and cyclists. Many of
trails are dangerous to walk on given the level of fast-moving mountain bike traffic and there need
to be options for walkers too.
3. Great to see acknowledgement of importance of connection to Country for traditional owners and
the whole community. Very happy to see that this is dealt with in its own section and not combined
with “heritage” of cattlemen and brumbies of the high country. Also happy to see recognition of
importance of affordable housing for Ngarigo people and hope this includes accommodation to
allow with Connections to Country those who live further away to visit regularly and maintain their
connection to the area.
4. Carrying capacity while a good concept is going to be very hard to implement given the very
dynamic nature of accommodation today. AirBnB has completely changed the accommodation
market in Jindabyne. It has made the possibility of home ownership more achievable for some locals
by allowing dual occupancy and multi-unit development but the result is a density that I doubt was

envisaged at all when the zonings were put in place. The additional resident population, and more
importantly the added visitor numbers, are having an enormous impact on water and sewer
infrastructure that struggle to meet the demand. The impact is also seen at the Jindabyne regional
waste facility where the volume of waste from building and renovation and servicing a very large
tourist population is unsustainable.
The other major change appears to be the visitation pattern in winter. People used to come down
and stay for a week. There was always heavier visitation on weekends but it was not as pronounced
as now. When the resorts changed their passes to be much cheaper it was more cost effective for
people to buy a pass and now people seem to come on many weekends rather than a longer trip. I
think this is what has led to the traffic congestion. A limitation on the number of passes that the
resorts sold would help because if the weather is good there are too many trying to access the
mountain at once. Resorts need to find ways of spreading visitation to reduce impact on weekend by
offering cheaper mid-week deals.
5. Purpose built seasonal worker accommodation good idea to solve the worker housing shortage in
Jindabyne in winter. But there also needs to be affordable housing for residents in lower income
brackets including social housing.
6. Social infrastructure: Very vague on what services would be provided within township of
Jindabyne and what would go to Sport & Rec. Aged care facility within walking distance of town
centre is a good goal. New aged care housing at top of town is too far away and not accessible to
town centre for people without cars. Need confirmation that the current oval in Jindabyne will
remain as a community sporting facility even with additional facilities at Sport and Rec.
7. No specific ideas in here at all. Hard to see where the business growth is going to come from other
than tourism. Most of the new resident population in Jindabyne seems to be tradies building all this
new housing and accommodation and I wonder what they will do when the “boom” ends.
8. What dies a multi-modal connection mean?? What is a place-making and “wayfinding strategy”?
Lot of jargon in here making it hard to identify at all what the plan is. The southern connector road is
a good idea, especially with the further development of West Jindabyne. I also support all efforts to
try to move people from cars to public transport. Resorts and businesses should be required to
provide transport or get their staff to use public transport if it was available – this would reduce a lot
of traffic on the roads to resorts in winter.
9. Invest in renewables in the precinct – good there is something here about renewables other than
hydro. Free public wi-fi is a nice idea – just improving internet connectivity and speed in general
would help enormously with economic development. It is a limitation for many wanting to do digital
business in region.
3.1 Jindabyne Catalyst precinct
“Future development site” where caravan park is (map page 46). Movement of caravan park to
western Lake Jindabyne has potential to increase traffic flow between Jindabyne town and this
location. At moment is the only low-cost accommodation option in town for campers and
caravanners without transport is this caravan park. For backpackers and anyone travelling to
Jindabyne via bus it is best accommodation option in terms of price and location. It also means when
there are events associated with the lake that attracts a lot of campers/caravanners like water skiing
events, fishing events businesses in town will potentially lose a lot of business to those in the
Western Lake Jindabyne.

Jindabyne Central School redevelopment. I would prefer to see primary school retained on this site.
Easy access for parents working in Jindabyne to attend school assemblies and events without having
to travel out of town. Few children will be able to walk to school if located out at Sport and Rec.
If it is to be moved then site needs to be retained for community. Gym for community sport and
library are good options or even some aged care housing given its proximity to shops and relatively
level access.
Moving ambulance and fire brigade to southern connector road sound like good option given
congestion on Thredbo Terrace. I strongly support the inclusion of separated cycle way on southern
connector road.
Provision of aquatic centre at Sport and Rec – unlikely that swimming pool in Jindabyne town would
be viable with additional aquatic centre close by.
Great idea to have shared walking/cycle connections from Jindabyne to Sport and Rec and further
out to Bungarra.
Mountain Bike and Adventure Park
This is a good location and providing access from Alpine Way will avoid more congestion on
Kosciuszko Rd near sub-station. It is probably the best option for increasing year-round adventure
tourism without too much impact in the National Park.
Kosciusko National Park
I like the idea of developing a significant new walking track (Snowy Iconic Walk) that is more
accessible. Not clear relationship between the Snowies Iconic Walk and Snowy Valley Track.
Experience of Thredbo Valley track is the mountain bike use is so high that it is not very safe for
riders travelling in both directions on narrow trail and there is no room for walkers. Years ago I
enjoyed walking sections of this track that were accessible but would not consider walking there
now.
I like the idea of transport options like shuttle services developing further to allow for more walking
and riding options out of Jindabyne. Being able to walk from top of Thredbo chairlift to Kosciuszko
and then to Charlotte’s pass would be possible with shuttles available to and from either end to
Jindabyne.
Uplift numbers Appendix B in Snowy Mountains SAP Master Plan Appendix
How are these numbers provided when there is no established carrying capacity yet – which is what
the Draft Masterplan was suggesting. Or are these numbers the outcome of the carrying capacity
study?
Extra 689 tourist accommodation dwellings in Western Lake Jindabyne are excessive for the site. It is
not clear what proportion are camping sites (do these contribute to the number?), ecocabins and
the accommodation at Rabbits Corner/Lake Jindabyne Village. A densely occupied site on the corner
of Kosciuszko Road and Alpine Way will contribute to congestion in this area, particularly in winter.
East Jindabyne – additional 328 dwellings. Increasing the area of higher density residential in East
Jindabyne from previous. A lot of additional cars coming in and out of Jerrara Drive. Will you be
putting a roundabout in here? Would be good to have an alternate egress point for emergencies.

Increasing bed-limit in Thredbo and Perisher by such large numbers will negatively impact Jindabyne
businesses and put too much strain on limited water supplies in these resorts and produce too much
waste. Water supplies are dependent on alpine creeks and rivers and these numbers of additional
beds will impact those natural water courses. Perisher Sewerage Treatment plant has had a number
of failures. There would have to be a complete upgrade of this facility to cope with any more
overnight visitation in winter. Why are so few of the extra beds in Perisher and Thredbo for staff?
Having more staff staying up the mountains would reduce the traffic everyday going up and down
the mountains.
Climate change projections for snow coverage in the near future suggest that there is a limited life
for a ski industry in Australia. Expanding tourism should focus on expanding year-round tourism
opportunities to utilise facilities and accommodation already developed in KNP.

East Jindabyne alternative plan
I support the alternative plan for East Jindabyne with additional area for environmental protection
and protection of already established snow gum community as part of the park in the new area.
There would appear to be sufficient resident population in East Jindabyne now to support some
additional business activity. I would like to see more cohesive building design in any new
developments in this area as the visual appeal of Est Jindabyne has been seriously diminished by the
haphazard building construction and the increased density of development on corner of Jerrara
Drive and Old Kosciuszko Road.
I am concerned about the access to Jerrara Drive from Kosciuszko Road with more additional
development
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Attachments:
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Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
sap-submission.docx

Submission
If my submission file did not upload please let me know and I will resend - many thanks

I agree to the above statement
Yes

JINDABYNE NSW 2627

Good morning Sap team
Congratulations on putting together the SAP master plan for the Snowy Mountains
area, I am sure a majority of residents agree that this is just what the area needs
and it will make a huge difference to the area moving ahead with the changing
times.
I would like to make a submission on the following areas in the SAP master plan.
I am a resident in the area of the Barry Way (Bungarra Lane) and think it should
continue to develop accommodation including tourist, staff and residential, it is
close to town has good road access, sewerage, town water, and power nearby.
Being semi rural as well as tourist zoning this should include the capacity to have
smaller lots for both residential and tourism together.
Bungarra Lane should become a public road with safe access to and from the Barry
Way. It already has a large volume of traffic and this will only increase with the
mountain bike developments at Bungarra and other developments in the area.
I do support the southern connector road from Kosciuszko Road to the Alpine way
and it would be unfortunate if this were to stop it at the Barry Way initially as it may
not be extended in the future to gain from its full potential of taking unnecessary
traffic around the township of Jindabyne.
I also support further much needed tourist development of Jindabyne (the
foreshore and township), and within Kosciuszko National Park.
I cannot understand why the Jindabyne Airfield has been overlooked by the SAP.
Further development could be done on the runway extension and it could be used
for public access and also emergency use. I am sure it would be an asset to the
area for both private public and emergency air traffic. Also it would expand tourists
wanting to visit the area that do not want to fly into either Canberra and Cooma.
This would be a much better option for all of these services.
Thankyou again for your efforts and for allowing me to make suggestions and
comments.

King regards

Take care and stay safe.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:25:23 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3631
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Why would want to disturb such prestige environment and increase prices to make those people who pay to already enjoy the park to then be more
inclined to not want to visit due to such an increase. I’m all for the snowy hydro but this, this no. The park should be open and available for all walks of
life not just high end market.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:15:27 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2074
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
There should be no further development in the Kosciusko Na ional Park. It needs protecting.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:24:31 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2830
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Kosciuszko National Park should remain as it. It’s criminal to even think to consider doing something like. The park should be there for
generations to enjoy.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:08:24 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Darlinghurst 2010
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I reject the proposal. Hey rid of all the Brumbies.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:21:47 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Berridale
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Keep kosciuszko national park as it is. You’ve already locked us out of half of it and burnt the rest. Now you want to over develop it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:38:40 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Hunters Hill
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Your plans for the park are flawed and full of contradistinctions. It asserts that there will be “opportunities to provide unique experiences and improve
amenity within the region”
An example: The proposal to allow commercial traffic further up the Kosciuszko road to Rawsons Pass would be a massive hindrance and dangerous.
Walkers using this road (on the Summit Walk or returning from the Main Range Walk), may well have a far from unique experience. Already when
walking on this route I have seen and myself also experienced being almost run down by Mountain bikes. Add commercial traffic to this and it’s an
accident waiting to happen. Not a unique experience anything but!
A fur her example: Helicopters “to provide unique experiences and fast transit for customers in the alpine environment ” Noise and known dangerous
downdraft causing snow “whiteout” from helicopter landing/take off.
Regards

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:19:49 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Queanbeyan 2620
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
My husband and I are long ime users of Kosciuszko NP: hiking, skiing, mountain biking, camping, fishing and even white water paddling on the
section of the Snowy River near the Pinch River. We even purchased a small Thredbo property a couple of years ago with our son.
The overarching aim of this latest Snowy Mountains plan should be to conserve this unique alpine environment. Any additional pressure on this
landscape through development must be sensitive to his aim while making the park accessible to more users. The TVT is an example of a successful
development. It provides a great mountain biking experience along a beautiful valley enhanced by asce ically pleasing bridges. Even after heavy rain
the river is not muddied. The existing fire trails are also routes for longer and more remote rides and could be promoted.
We support he culling of brumbies due to the damage to sensitive environments such as the spagnum moss bogs. We also support more accessibility
options for less able visitors. We do not support a helicopter taxi service.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:51:17 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 07:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Preston 3072
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave he already struggling Alpine environment alone.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:19:24 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Toorak
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:16:22 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Ulladulla
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Strongly Object. NSW government are happy to lock up National Parks and put gates on our favourite camping sites but when it comes to something
that’ll turn a huge profit for them they’re happy to destroy sec ions of Na ional park in the name of financial gain
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:57:04 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Rosebery
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The national park is there to have natural ecosystems and flora and fauna preserved, not be used for short term profit and economic gains. The Snowy
Mountains are a unique natural landscape and harbour species that do not exist anywhere else on ear h. This environment needs to be preserved for
future generations wi hout compromise.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 9:16:58 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 21:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sydney
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I would like to express my opposition to the development of an area that is ecologically fragile and at risk of over development. Which will damage the
habitat of native flora and fauna. This would be detrimental to he biodiversity of the unique alpine environment which is, unfortunately already at risk
from climate change. The developments proposed suggest that it would be for the benefit of visitors, but this deliberate degradation of the natural
environment will ensure hat the enjoyment of this spectacular area is wholly destroyed beyond repair. Many native specimens can be found here and
no where else and must be preserved.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Thursday, 5 August 2021 1:47:22 PM

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 13:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3199
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object against the proposed Snowy Mountain SAP.
I am a regular visitor to the area and feel it would be ano her disaster for one of Australia's National Parks. It is an insult to the present state of the
natural environment, especially after recentnatural disasters.
The commonly used excuse that it creates jobs holds no firm ground. Besides, the employment status in this country is one of the best in the world.
The problem with developing national parks is, the you get visitors who (are generally wealthy and) do not care about the places they visit. They come,
take their selfies, leave their rubbish and leave. Yes they might spend some money, what we hen need to clean upafter them.
The natural quality of life is deteriorating because the environment is getting sick. It has a big impact on the local communities and a plan like this will
only aggrevate the negative impact that development has here.
Let people enjoy nature as much as possible in their natural state. If they don't want hat without their luxuries, then that is their choice. Their are plenty
resorts to go to for them.
Let us people who enjoy he present state of the Snowy Mountains, be able to enjoy it as such with our children and grandchildren.
Lastly, with COVID-19 going around, a lot of the tourism has halted. It looks like we will have to deal with these sort of things much more in the future
because he natural protection, we used to have, is almost non-existent anymore.
Please don't go ahead with this plan!
Don't let short time greed get in the way of long term need!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:11:08 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3444
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please leave wilderness areas as wilderness areas. We do not need 4wd access to walking tracks. There is no need to make he paths "easier" for
unprepared hikers to attend. Let them attend their local small parks and leave he wildness to those who enjoy it and are willing to prepare themselves
properly to enjoy it. We don't need every yuppie here.
We don't need to ruin eco systems with large fuel guzzlers driving around sensitive areas.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:49:49 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Razorback, 2571
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave he national park the way it is. Too much development will affect natural flora and fauna. Barilarro is an absolute cement head and should resign
from office. FriendlyJordies forever.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 11 August 2021 9:27:58 AM

Submitted on Wed, 11/08/2021 - 09:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Samford
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object to this proposed fur her development as it is clearly and act of short sighted avarice.
This proposed radical commercialization demonstrates a distinct lack of understanding that it's the very pristine and untouched nature of the Park and
surrounding lands which is the major draw for the tourism that "is Jindabyne’s primary industry"
The installation and expansion of the town into some gaudy Kosciuszko theme park will only cheapen and damage not only he delicate ecosystem in
the area, but the very image that such a place will try to promote. Destroying the very cause for the towns tourism itself. People do not come to
Australia to see buildings or sit in some gas powered bath. They come to enjoy our unique and frankly dwindling natural marvels, flora and fauna.
Fur hermore, given this governments cut ing of funding to ranger programs, and refusing to cull the feral horse population in the area, it's been made
abundan ly clear that they have no desire or resolve to see the area adequately protected.

I do not trust his government, nor, lets be honest here, their cronies in industries I'm sure have sought to expand into he area. I do not trust that either
parties have any intention to preserve this precious gem of Australia, rather that this proposal is merely an effort to callously exploit the area,
consequences be damned. Which no doubt will pave he way for further undesirable developments.
Thus I would strongly recommend ditching this breach of trust between the government and the people of this country, and instead put the proposed
money towards the institutions that care for and protect this irreplaceable icon.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:54:54 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2085
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The last thing his pris ine untouched area needs is development. We are sick and tired of being locked out of this country due to greed and money.
This place deserves to remain in its natural state for all those that love he outdoors to come and see without monetising and developing it. Stop
locking us out of this beautiful country and stop developing places that don’t need to be developed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 8:37:03 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 20:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
22 MANNING AVENUE, STRATHFIELD SOUTH, NSW 2136
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please find attached objection serving bo h the amendment to POM and activation precinct plan.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 4:55:43 PM

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 16:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Kincumber 2251
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We object to he scale and the intended developments in he future for one of the most iconic features of our national assets. As if damage due to the
overpopula ion of wild horses, ski installations, ,existing tourist accommoda ions already threatening the heal h of the national park weren't enough,
further developments would completely destroy the fragile eco-systems and character of these precious.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:27:28 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra 2615
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Stupid idea and I hate John barilaro
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:18:31 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
4211
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Stop trying to mone ise national parks
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 4:15:39 PM

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 16:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Dickson
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This SAP can not be allowed to go ahead.Kosciuszko National Park is an environmental jewel as valuable as he Great Barrier Reef. This alpine
region contains some of the most endangered flora and fauna species, many of which are only found in this alpine ecosystem, and some of the most
delicate plants that are essen ial for clean water, a strong soil biome and more.
Each year, tourism has grown in the region and his SAP is not the answer. If successful, it will do significant damage to the national park on an
environmental and cultural level, open the area to developers which will only benefit a few ra her than the majority through bad developments and not
benefit the local community in a sustainable way for the long term. This SAP can not be allowed to go ahead. More time is needed and better solutions
must be sought.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:38:47 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
4220
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object and do not agree or support this proposal
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:56:16 AM
sap-submission.pdf

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission file
sap-submission.pdf

Submission
Please see my attached PDF
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Good morning sap team

I’d like to thank you for creating a plan for the snowy mountains
area that will provide our community with the wealth and
prosperity that will help Jindabyne reach its full potential, and
our people greatly deserve. Growth is needed to move into the
quickly changing world that we currently reside in and this
growth will benefit us.

As an active member of this community, I’d like to contribute
some ideas that I believe will benefit the area and its people.

Southern Jindabyne (Barry way area)
The most fundamental crisis Jindabyne is facing right now is
accomodation shortage. The south side of Jindabyne has the
potential to help solve this issue. It is close to town, is equipped
with easy road access, sewage, power and water supply ready
to go and its semi rural elements are currently in high demand.
Subdivision lots big enough to provide enough room for a
residential house and some seperate staff or tourist
accommodation (not locked into a 3 month maximum stay) is
needed to encourage further staff housing.

Leading on from this, with such developments on and around
Bungarra Lane, the road itself will need to be upgraded to cope
with the increased volume of traffic. Since the road was
originally built, it has been neglected by the council and has
created many problems for its users who consistently use it, for
the ever growing mountain bike facilities up in Bungarra.
Upgrades to this road should include passing lanes on the
Barry Way at its intersection, to avoid collisions that have
happened there before and will provide ease of traffic flow that
will inevitably get heavier. The road itself needs to become a
dedicated public road.

The boat ramp
As the summer season in Jindabyne grows every year, so do
our services need to be upgraded to cope with the increasing
volumes. The boat ramp is becoming more and more popular

and while recently being refurbished, it didn’t quite reach the
capacity needed to accommodate the boat enthusiasts that
seem to be increasingly numbers. It needs to have more ramp
lanes into the water, a floating jetty and pontoon that will
provide ease of access for elderly and disabled people’s, as
well as safe, spaces for boats land before and after preparing to
load and unload on trailers. In addition to a jetty, more car and
trailer parks are needed to accomodate the increasing numbers
of people. An excellent example of a well functioning boat ramp
is seen at Mallacoota. It has space and facilities that provide a
fantastic and easy experience for fishermen, water sports
enthusiasts and more. Building another ramp at perhaps
Hatchery Bay or Copper Tom headland would assist and have
to be done eventually.

 


The airfield
While the airfield has been relatively quiet for the last few years,
within the last 18 months it has quickly gained popularity and
has outgrown its current lay out.

Whilst having its tourist-appeal, it is also emergency
infrastructure for Jindabyne, in particular fire fighting. Further
developing the Jindabyne airfield could yield much more
potential for large fire fighting aircraft that currently cannot use
the Jindabyne airfield, and more importantly, tourists with
private planes and commercial air travel, which is likely to take
off far better than the Snowy Mountains Airport for many
reasons. One of which, includes Jindabyne as the desired
destination for people coming for all activities.

Barry way to Alpine Way bypass
It has not gone unnoticed that the traffic mid winter in town has
been utterly unmanageable. The introduction of another lane on
Kosciusko road has helped, but it still cannot cope with the
sheer amount of people looking to get up the hill every morning.


I fully endorse this solution to this traffic problem as it will
reduce the traffic in town that were not going to stop there
anyway, and instead spread it out over multiple access ways to
the mountain. It should go right through to the Alpine Way not
stop at the Barry Way. this would reduce the numbers of
vehicles needing to enter town and the congestion at the Barry
Way / Kosciuszko Road intersection. In the summer months, it
would be utilised by workers and trucks that commute to the
mountain year round.
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Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Muswellbrook
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We want the park to stay open to the public instead of us all been locked out and no adventuring for the next genera ion.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
421 34
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I’m a day and age where he rest of the world is starting to realise that we need to bend over backwards to protect our environment Australia seems to
think the best thing to do is to continue destroying it. Don’t let this happen. Once its done you’ll never get that environment back.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 5:33:16 PM
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Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Thredbo 2625
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
While I support the further development of the tourist precincts within the Kosciousko National Park, I have considerable concerns with the ongoing
sustainability of the sub lease arrangements between NPWS, Kosciousko Thredbo ( owned and Operated by ASX listed EVT) and the property/
business owners in Thredbo Village.
The current arrangement does not fulfil the diversity and needs of the community due to conflicts of interest arising out of a commercial entity
effectively serving as the local government provider to Sub-lessees, residents and business operators.
Already issues and conflicts of interest exist in the following areas:
Failing infrastructure and sub-standard maintenance
Poor service culture
Monopolistic business and management practices
Bushfire / disaster mitigation, response, recovery and overall resilience
Permanent year round residency
Delivery of essential and community services
Property Insurance and Financing
Commercial and operating interests of Master Lessee EVT
The NPWS and the Ministry of Local Government has a duty of care to the various stakeholders within the Thredbo Village community. This
responsibility is being governed and influenced by dated policy and historical commercial agreements that don’t foster the interest of heir constituents.
We are somewhat homeless and unrepresented, being a public/ privately administered jurisdic ion outside he remit of the SMRC, yet within the LGA.
Before the future development of Thredbo and other resort precincts goes ahead, an equitable, sustainable and inclusive solution is required for
existing stakeholders that also best serves the future expansion plans.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:33:34 PM
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Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Info
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Tamborine Mountain
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko National Park, is a precious and vulnerable national park.
Kosciuszko National Park has suffered, and con inues to suffer, more environmental damage than any national park in Australia. The sources of that
damage includes:
• Historic clearing, grazing and mining;
• The escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most
intense wildfires in recorded history;
• Destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s
legislation protecting feral horses;
• Non-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
• Historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
• Massive scale clearance and construction works by the Snowy 2 project;
• Unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the
park.
Kosciuszko National Park is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use.
Kosciuszko National Park is among the most heavily visited national parks in New South Wales and contains far more accommodation than any other
national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds.
All visitors need basic services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water.
These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental
damage.
Kosciuszko National Park cannot sustain any further assaults.
It needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan and Plan Of Management (P.O.M).
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation.
The Masterplan and P.O.M. treat the Na ional Park as land awaiting a higher economic and commercial purpose.
National Parks are gazetted for he protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and heir natural and cultural values.
Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in na ional parks, but only where they are consistent with the core conservation objec ives
of reservation.
The Masterplan and P.O.M. would intensify the stresses already confronting Kosciuszko National Park, putting he future of the park at serious risk.
Climate Change will compound hese risks to Kosciuszko National Park, to an unsustainable level.
Ignoring and/or compounding the significant threats to Kosciuszko National Park fails our legal, national and international obligations to protect na ional
parks.
Australia is already an international pariah on so many environmental issues, let’s not add over-development of Kosciuszko National Park to those

failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site.
The exhibited documents overturn he planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of he P.O.M. defining the limits of future development and
ac ivities after careful analysis of the values and threats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly designed to increase commercial
access to, and commercial returns from ac ivities within Kosciuszko National Park.
The P.O.M. has been relegated to an enabling document for he Masterplan.
It proposes that the environmental values of Kosciuszko National Park would be protected by future assessments under the Environmental
Assessment and Planning Act (E A & P Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of P.O M.s.
The E A & P Act processes are designed for the assessment of individual developments, not for the strategic management of the ecosystem
processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park.
The Masterplan and E A & P Act are the wrong tools to protect Kosciuszko Na ional Park- that is the role of he P.O.M.
The exhibited P.O.M. amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of Kosciuszko National Park to sustain the proposed
developments.
It doesn’t.
It should be withdrawn, and these issues fully assessed in a revised P.O.M.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within Kosciuszko National Park from the National Parks and
Wildlife Service to he Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional N.S.W. This is unacceptable in a highly sensitive,
extremely significant protected area.
The Resort Precincts.
The current P.O.M. for Kosciuszko National Park protects the values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities wi hin
environmentally sustainable limits.
This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the Kosciuszko Na ional Park to 10,000.
The Masterplan and P.O.M. would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 60%.
All associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to
support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds.
The only jus ification provided is that there is a demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in Kosciuszko National Park
for at least 9 months per year.
In o her words, he only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service the peak of the snow season.
The future of the snowfields is dire.
Rising temperatures are already pushing the natural snowline above the current resorts.
The escalating costs and excessive water and power consumption of making ar ificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic.
The most optimistic forecasts project the end of he snow sports era within two decades, however if current trends continue a single decade is more
likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those beds, would only be
required for a maximum of two decades.
It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict so much damage on the national park for the sake of a doomed industry.
National Parks must be managed for the long term, not for he transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of Kosciuszko National Park and large areas of native vegetation will need to be
cleared.
A central objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to existing development
footprint.
The proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem
and species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences.
The Masterplan and P.O.M. prioritize ‘high end’ customers over o her visitors to Kosciuszko National Park.
Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their clients on the Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts.
Both proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought by many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct.
The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and International significance. Karst environments are highly sensi ive to disturbance and need careful
management to maintain their significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for he sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs.
These would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, ba h houses tradi ionally located around hot hermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly.
They represent at best a contrived attempt to create a new tradition, and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens.
The plans propose raising the water temperature using large-scale gas heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and installing a
high emissions facility in a national park setting is en irely at odds with community expectations.
Transport and parking.
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts.
Additional parking will join addi ional accommodation as an unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines.
It also has a number of adverse impacts in the short term.
One is that the poten ial sites for expanded car-parks have significant conserva ion values, particularly for threatened species and ecological

communi ies.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the N.S.W. Government responds that Kosciuszko National Park is very large and their
development proposals only impact on a small percentage of the park.
This argument is very misleading - many of the threatened ecological communities and species hat are found in Kosciuszko National Park have very
restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred hectares of he park.
The total size of Kosciuszko National Park is irrelevant - he issue is the significance of impact in the particular areas proposed for development such
as these car-parks.
The o her concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly abandoning for long
distance travel.
National Parks should be promoting environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the case of Kosciuszko National Park demands better mass
transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko.
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the Interna ional alliance ‘the high ambi ion coalition’.
The centre-piece of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in N.S.W. protects barely 9% of the state.
We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30% target.
That task will be fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as, Kosciuszko National Park are not protected from land clearance,
infrastructure development and other inappropriate uses.
.
The Masterplan and P.O.M. do nothing to enhance the protection of Kosciuszko National Park, and instead endanger the conservation values of the
park.
At a time when we should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the N.S.W. Government wants to diminish one of the
jewels in our reserve system, which is Kosciuszko Na ional Park. Such a scenario is unacceptable for our future.
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Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
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Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Winston Hills 2153
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Guthega Ski Club which has a 60 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park and in particular has a lodge in the
Guthega village. I strongly endorse the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct ini iative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of he alpine environment whilst balancing a
broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
2800
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
As someone who enjoys both domestic and international travel, coming home to Australia after being away from the country always brings great joy. I
come home to a country with blue skies, lots of trees and people who appreciate the importance of our amazing land. The Snowy Mountains are a
place I grew up going to most October holidays. We would enjoy cross country skiing through amazing trails that offered an amazing insight of our
many landscapes throughout the country. Going in October was a decision made knowing that most people wanting to ski would have gone in the July
holidays. Our caravan park was often empty and we would often be on the trails entirely by ourselves. The ski fields would have a few, but not many,
keen down hill skiers. This hasn't changed over the 30 years I have been attending the area.
The creation of more accommoda ion for a maximum of 3 months a year will have a devastating effect on the National Park. The landscape will not
cope with he intake of more skiers for a small amount of time. It was also hen have empty accommodation for 9 months of he year.
Our National Parks have people who care and look after the parks with great knowledge about the importance of them, and he understanding of how
infrastructure can destroy them. Listening to hese knowledgeable people is extremely important to ensure we keep our environment coping with our
human impact. To keep our National Park beautiful means a place people can enjoy, and con inue enjoying for a long time. To destroy our National
Park with bigger accommodation, more people, more traffic means we will not have his National Park for future generations.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
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Darlington, 2008
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It is absurd that barely a year after the awful bushfires that this government can turn around and say that the Kosciuszko National
Park is resilient and any suggestion that there should be further development in the area is very shortsighted.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Why try and develop this beauty of nature
I agree to the above statement
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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I am making a personal submission
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I would like my submission to remain confidential
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Moonbah 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
While change is inevitable, maintaining heritage values and strategically managing any environmental impact should be carefully considered so that
the exis ing town of Jindabyne is not lost within any proposed development.
If not managed properly, any significant increase in visita ion will see unwanted conges ion and inconvenience to all. It is important to remember hat
Jindabyne is not just a tourist destination, but home to many long standing people and families that make the town what it is, especially in summer.
Without supporting infrastructure in place ahead of time, the feelings that follow chip away at the soul of this fantastic place to live.
The old saying "Winter is wonderful, but Summer is the reason we live here" never seemed more apt when considering what is proposed.
The number of existing winter tourist visits is easily researched, and it is a significant amount when compared to summertime. To put similar numbers
in play during summer will forever change the identity of Jindabyne.
True jobs will be created with he development and ongoing commercial activity, but the inevitable change in culture, will last forever.
The last thing anyone would want is a thriving commercial town venture without an identity or a soul. Sure generational change eventually see a
recognition of he new Jindabyne being the norm, but it is incredibly important to maintain the flow of what is here now. We already have one "Old
Jindabyne".
Besides all that has been said here, the overall plan looks positive and forward thinking. Only time will tell how successful it will be.
Key areas I consider most relevant are:
Public transport to resorts.
Affordable accommodation and housing for staff that will be required to work in new businesses. This is already a major issue with winter staff.
Increased parking at existing and planned shopping centres.
Remember, there is a Jindabyne here right now that endures winter for the summer space. If this plan doesn"t recognise this and incorporate the
analogy within and toward the overall result, hen it will be lost, for good.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 6 August 2021 11:49:18 AM

Submitted on Fri, 06/08/2021 - 11:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
2111
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Snowy Mountain's area of NSW is one of Australia's premier natural eco-systems. It deserves to preserved for current and future generations, and
not turned into a cash-cow for financial stakeholders.
Implementing eco-lodge style accommodation and American inspired viewing platforms is a disgrace to the natural beauty, and vulnerable, rare
ecosystems of this environment.
The natural landscape and ecosystems have already been decimated by bushfires, Snowy Hydro 2.0, feral animals and global warming.
The focus should be on protec ing the environment, as this is a National Park, not turning it into a way to make money.
Please focus on protec ion of the plants,animals and environments within he National Park so there is something left for future generations to enjoy
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
BEGA
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly disagree with any government privatising or allowing privete companies to profit from what should be public owned .
Keep it in the spirit that the original coalition government opened it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Lysterfield 3156
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I would like to see he water outlet to he Snowy River from the lake Jindabyne dam be converted to a tourist attraction, offering parking and access for
handicapped people, and a possible coffee shop. At the moment this spectacle can only be glimpsed as you drive past, there is no safe parking or
walking access to view the water outlet.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
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Don’t do it. Don’t ruin it!
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Sydney
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This development would destroy ecosystems and wreak havoc on our natural environment.
It cannot go ahead.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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2287
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This plan for the precinct looks disastrous to say the least. Surely the care and protection of this fragile and already damaged environment must come
before profits. Just press pause and think about the future and not just the here and now. There must be more consultation with National Parks as they
are the people on the ground wi h the knowledge. Respectfully yours Graham Frame
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
COFFS HARBOUR
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The values of Kosciuszko National Park are too important to be messed with. More long term jobs would be enabled by ensuring the natural
environment thrives so that is remains an important summer as well as winter destination.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The proposed medium scale tourist accommodation and and walk-up
apartments redevelopment proposal in he Town Centre Growth precinct will destroy he heart and soul of Jindabyne township. Turning he heart of
Jindabyne township into all apartment/ townhouse development is uncalled for and would create further ongoing traffic issues
The proposed multi use and multi level buildings in the Jindabyne Town Centre Precinct would be a blight of he fabric of the town.
New areas of development in the western precinct is suited to ne multi level and multi use buildings
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Wattle Grove 2173
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I,
am a member of The Hus-Ski Lodge Ltd located in Perisher Valley. Hus-Ski Lodge is a member of SLOPES. I have been associated
with Hus-Ski for 30 years and our club has been associated with the Snowy Mountains and in particular Perisher for over sixty (60) years. I strongly
endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:25:21 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
4570
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object to the development of this land.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:07:20 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2537
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Whilst trying to address the issue of traffic congestion to Perisher resorts during winter is commendable, I believe the use of a Park and Ride service is
misguided. It may help slightly in in reducing overall car numbers during the day, it would require a lot of buses to make a material difference. The
other issue is traffic flow between 7.30 and 10am on busy days (which are increasing). Having additional buses on the road during this time, unless
significant road improvements are done, will only exacerbate the problem of poor traffic flow, particularly on days of poor road conditions.
Additionally, since the development of the Freedom Chair at Guthega, the day carpark at Gu hega gets severely overcrowded without the
management provided at Perisher Valley. Whilst the sealing of Guthega Road is a commendable safety initiative, it will only exacerbate he exis ing
parking issues unless significant increases in carparking are provided.
The sealing of the overnight carpark at Guthega is however a good idea, as it will assist with snow clearing/car park management, and increase the
capacity of this carpark for overnight accommodation premises.
I disagree with the proposal to increase the amenities at Island Bend, as doing so will only add cost to staying there. Providing a basic campsite for
free/minimal cost during winter is vital to keeping the area accessible to all. Removing will only lead to illegal camping, as is happening more and more
on the NSW South Coast, with National Park camping fees increasing significantly in recent times.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:57:14 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2223
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not agree with this development as it’s completely unnecessary and hugely detrimental to native flora and fauna. The focus should be to preserve
this natural landmark.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 8:09:21 AM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 07:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bruce, act 2617
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Who says, "I'm sick of national parks." They are unfit to run in politics in my opinion. Highly opposed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 11:05:40 AM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 11:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I believe this is a very bad idea as it’s going to have a negative effect on the environment! And after all Kosciuszko is a national park and should be
protected for all it does to the environment
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:49:05 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 08:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2582p
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It's a waste of what untouched habitat is left
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 1:10:54 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:10
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3063
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Mt kosciuszko should stay the way it is, why waste money on ruining a great thing and destroying many peoples happiness.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 10:39:42 AM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 10:39
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I submit that the Master Plan for Jindabyne should cover the redevelopment of some existing internal roads within the existing township of Jindabyne.
The Plan is looking at reloca ing the existing school and redeveloping this area as a high density residential and commercial area.
The roads around this area and the connectivity of existing Residential Areas should be reviewed based on this future direction.
In Particular Park Road should be connected to Reedys Cut ing Road to allow for a alternate internal connection to the centre of Town other than just
Gippsland Street.
If this was done then there could also be consideration of a no right turn at the end of Jillamatong St to move any internal traffic via this new
connection rather than encouraging traffic down Gippsland St.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:27:01 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Nirimba 4551
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave it as it is
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 9:05:54 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 21:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Stratahhfield 2135
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am most concerned by NSW Government’s Special Activation Plan for Kosciuszko National Park (KNP). This draft plan encourages further
development in the Park and most disturbingly, invites greater access for vehicles and aircraft. It also takes direct control of the KNP Plan of
Management away from the NSW Environment Minister and gives it to the Deputy Premier who is not a specialist on environmental matters.
National Parks exist to preserve the wilderness for all Australians to enjoy, but this plan will damage the fragile alpine environment by encouraging
development where there should not be any. This proposal must be defeated; it is an affront to the very purpose of National Parks.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:07:56 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 23:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Re Leesville Page 82 SAP
Please consider the major need for more land for Industrial Estate wi h all he accommodation plans you are sugges ing

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:43:40 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
re Southern Connector Road onSAP page 56
Please make this road 2 lanes each way like Kosciusko Road had to be to accommodate traffic
Please consider Barry Way traffic flow

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:56:25 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Re Western Like Jindabyne page 66 SAP
Please do NOT allow develop here
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:59:52 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 22:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Re Connectivity to the Resorts
Please consider the Ski Tube train being extended to Jindabyne
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:28:19 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2530
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
For decades NP have been making it hard for the average person to access with rules, regulations, fees, permits,etc.
This all seems to change whenever money and profit is involved. Leave NP areas alone and concentrate on allowing the people of Australia to enjoy
what is essentially theirs. Hence he name “National Park “. It’s there for all to enjoy, not just for effluent minority that will be able to afford the crap in
your proposal.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:01:11 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Yankalilla 5203
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Object.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:12:41 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Watson 2602
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the draft Master Plan for the reasons set out in the Na ional Parks Association submission.
Specifically, I note that the Plan assumes that the Koscuiszko National Park is a pristine environment when it is far from it. Over 200 years of European
use have degraded his landscape. The damage includes
- clearing, grazing and mining. The legacy of grazing con inues today with wild brumbies continuing to cause significant destruction;
- impacts as a result of climate change, including reduced snowfall and more extreme temperatures;
- continuing environmental impacts from resorts, which must be managed;
- clearing and construction from the Snowy 2 project.
The KNP is clearly already under significant stress due to the range of stressors it faces. It is not the time to:
- increase the volume of accommodation available which would place further pressure on our resources;
- develop the Yarrongobilly Caves precinct including to heat thermal waters using gas which is an environmentally perverse concept when ostensibly,
the plan seeks to, among other things, facilitate appreciation of the environment.
Whilst I acknowledge that access to KNP enables others to enjoy, appreciate and value our unique alpine areas, I don't think that lack of access to
KNP is in issue as the park is already accessible by visitors.
Please do not further develop one of Australia's few alpine national parks.
Thank you for considering this submission.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 9 August 2021 4:43:21 PM

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 16:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Engadine NWS 2233
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I believe when CV Murray was involved with Perisher it was intimated 3% of KNP was for recreational persuites and at this stage I think we are up to
1.8%. Looking well ahead in what is required for the Snow area I believe the following should get some exposure.
1/ Full vehicle access to the summit of Mt Kosciusko. This to allow tourist bus traffic along wi h personal vehicles. A good sized car park to cater for the
traffic.
Establishment of a cafe/resturant there to operate October to June. Closed in winter but wi h a small shelter for XC skiers to use in winter.
This will create an addi ion to the many bus tours already taken in he area especially for the View/Probus type clients who cannot walk the distance.
Construction could take a little ime but we are talking of the next 40 years.
These travelers will require accommodation and this could be an opportunity to give a hotel in Charlotte Pass/Perisher a year round trading base.
Employment opportunities for NP staff as the extra visitors will be seeking a visiting area with say local fauna in a small zoo type zone say at Sawpit
Creek or Perisher.
2/ The Rail link from The Station Resort to Bullocks Flat be built as per the original design. This could reduce traffic to the Perisher area by a good
percentage. A further small bus link from Bullocks Flat to Thredbo would offer more chances for skiers/boarders to leave heir vehicles in Jindabyne
and again reduce road traffic to the resorts. The vehicle parking problem at Perisher Smiggins Holes in snow season will not go away and any
expansion of existing areas will be quite a challenge. Again employment during building and running the link is an overall advantage to the area and
may offer a scenic rail tour for summer tourists. Could be of assistance in summer to transport mountain bike riders and cyclists up the mountain for
them to then ride he trails backdown to Jindabyne.
3/ The NPWS to enter into a Head Lease contract with Vail Resorts to enable Perisher to compete with Thredbo on an equal basis and allow
expansion of its facilities, including summer opportuni ies. Failure to do this will see more snow users going overseas (when able) to up to date resorts
and not returning
These sugges ions encompass a forward assessment for what is needed to bring the area into a promotable summer/winter tourist experience for the
foreseeable future. Perhaps the 40 year time period may need to be reduced to 20 years or less.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:28:35 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Cammeray, NSW 2062
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a long-time member
of Redwood Ski Lodge (which is a member of SLOPES). I have been a regular user of Perisher and our
club for the entire 53 years, with my parents having helped build Redwood in the 1960s. I hope to continue to visit the park regularly for the next 40
years.
I strongly endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. I believe the SMSAP initia ive
provides a very balanced approach towards improving the facilities and amenities for all users of Kosciuszko National Park, while still ensuring the
natural environment which makes visiting so appealing is protected.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:57:05 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Palmerston 2913
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the planned proposal.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:54:12 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Kambah 2902
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The park should stay the way it is. Why would you want to stir up and bring major
popula ion into one of Australia’s most beautiful places. LEAVE IT ALONE.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:40:49 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Hawker 2614
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES.
I strongly endorse he Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher
Chamber of Commerce.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activa ion Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst
balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of he Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 7:36:36 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 19:36
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2440
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have only just heard of the proposal to expand commercialised facilities in the Kosciuszko National Park, and would like to say I couldn't believe it,
but it does sound horribly possible. So much of the world, and even Australia, is being converted from sanctuary to cash flow genera ing exclusivist fun
park, that this may be just he new normal. But anyone happily cooking the planet may be happy enough disneylanding a national park.
I am sorry to hear, but am not surprised, that this is even being considered. All things are eventually paid for.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:51:51 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Kambah, Canberra, ACT, 2902
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This type of development will stop many Australians enjoying the NP in all its beauty.
The park is for all Australians & visitors, not just high end visitors.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 9 August 2021 7:07:09 PM

Submitted on Mon, 09/08/2021 - 19:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
East Jindabyne should not be allowed to have buildings of more than 2 stories. The proposal to have new developments of a ‘unit style’ of 3-4 stories
is not in keeping with the current feel of the area.
The new primary school needs a hall space that will actually fit the projected number of students.
Kosciusko National Park should not be for sale and should not be developed on a large scale.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:16:04 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Waverton NSW 2060
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
KNP has been a favourite destination over many years for X Country and downhill skiing as well as bush walking and camping in summer. The natural
wild beauty of KNP is restorative and life giving.
KNP is under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily visited na ional parks in
NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds. All visitors need basic services such
as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting, and some,
notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental damage.
KNP needs better protection, not further damage through the inappropriate developments described in the Masterplan and POM.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:04:14 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
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The national park is supposed to be conserved and protected. These plans do not involve conservation nor protection, quite the opposite. Further
developments will place enormous pressure on the vulnerable landscape.
I agree to the above statement
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I strongly disagree with the plans made for the Snowy Mountains SAP. The development and growth of the region is fundamental in its future
sustainability and this needs to include plans for bo h winter and summer recreation. The draft plan for the SAP does do this but it has placed to much
value on growing the private commercial sector wi hin the region. My main concerns are with the commercialisation that are planned within the na ional
park.
I do see the benefit to the region that some of the SAP plans could bring. The establishment of a summer mountain bike attraction would help provide
stability and growth to the region. In turn this would allow people to stay in the area all year round instead of leaving for work. The establishment of a
new tafe and the refurbishment of the town centre will have the same effect in growing the permanent population of the region. The new growth in local
housing developments, bike paths and a sports training precinct could also have a great benefit to the region. I also do like the hrough road plan, this
will help remove unnecessary and dangerous traffic from Jindabyne. But despite all these benefits I still strongly oppose the Snowy Mountains SAP
due to the amount of damage it proposes to the national park and local ecosystem.
It cannot be overlooked that there is a problem with the amount of beds wi hin the region, this places a large strain on residents, seasonal workers and
people on holiday. The solution to this is obviously to supply more beds, and fostering the growth of Jindabyne and surrounding lakeside towns will
help with this problem. But the expansion of many of the hotels within the national park places to much strain on the fragile ecosystem found in
Australia's alpine region. Within the draft masterplan there is considerable growth of many of he hotels, and for all but the sponars chalet, this will
require the clearing and adaptation of the local environment. Placing more strain on the na ional park, which is already struggling to sustain many
threatened species. Construc ion work has a large impact on local ecosystems in terms of noise pollution, degradation and runoff. Amongst o her
things the run-off can affect downstream ecosystems and the rivers themselves. All of this is compacted by the reality of climate change, which
threatens to cut the Australia ski season by 2 mon hs (depending on who's numbers you look at). So although he region needs more beds, building
them in the park is an unreasonable amount of damage to cause for a service that will only have a shorter demand time in the future. Especially
because many of these accommodation places are vacant during summer and building mountain biking in Jindabyne won't fill accommoda ion in
Perisher in summer. Not where here is already so much vacant accommodation in Jindabyne in summer. But people will fill accommodation in
Jindabyne for skiing in perisher during winter. It's not a two way street.
I also object to building private eco cabins at Island bend, a public camp ground. Free public camping is very scarce within he national park and is a
major draw card for many families and outdoor enthusiasts all year round, but especially in winter. Building eco lodges here will just force out many
families and people that aren't willing to pay he mark up for expensive alpine accommodation. Ultimately leading to the Australian ski season being
only accessible to those who can afford it, which is not the intention of National parks. Within the draft plan it was stated that the area has 70
campsites that aren't being used very effec ively because there is no site ou lines. Thus people spread out and take up more space. Why not just mark
out campsites to solve his problem and ensure the ski season is accessible to all.
Continuing along he concern for accessibility. The establishment of a snow play area between Smiggins and perisher is concerning and an odd
choice. The current snow play area, just to the side of perisher, is well located so families can still use he ski tube, drop a friend off at the resort for he
day or use he food options within the resort. By moving them down the road and establishing a snow play area you remove them from amenities and
stores hat hey need access to. Businesses within the resort profit from people that use the snow play area, even if the resort doesn't. The justification
for this move was to keep them away from skiers and create a safe place for them. The current area has a ski patrol hut, fencing and is flat and small
enough that no one with a snow board or skis could properly use it anyway. The only logical reason to move hem away from resorts is to increase the
prestige of he resorts and remove people that aren't buying and expensive lift pass.
The establishment of helecopter transport within the park is also another plan that seems unnecessary and outlandish. Helicopter rides are not full
efficient and are loud. Disturbing the peacefull, yet bus ling nature of the park. They aren't efficient in carrying people and considering the problems the

park has with transportation it cannot be viewed as a solu ion to he problem. All this does it allow for he top end of town to disturb the rest of the park
and pump a tone of pollution onto a fragile ecosystem.
The plans for Yarrangobilly caves and the natural hot spring are also misguided. It is a drastic oversight to take a public naturally heated pool and
make it a private spa. Not to forget that the plan for a Japanese spa requires the hot springs to be a lot hotter, so these naturally heated springs will
have to be heated by unnatural measures. By this point you may aswell start from scratch and build a private Japanese inspired spa somewhere else,
the only benefit to doing it here is hat someone already dug the hole in he ground.
The benefits of new bushwalks, ranger stations and viewing platforms cannot even begin to balance the damage done by the above mentioned plans.
The threat of climate change will force ski seasons to be shorter and more expensive as man made snow becomes an integral part of resort
management. The region would benefit more from positive action on climate change and environmental protection that building a new 4 star hotel.

Ultimately this plan looks like its designed to grow commercial opportunities for big business and transform the area from a holiday des ination for all
into one that is designed for he top end of town. All of this is at the expense of the environment and tourists that visit the area and don't spend a lot of
money. I think the region does need help in growing for the future, especially in housing and year round stability. This can be done without shredding
the beauty of the region. I believe it is possible to grow the economy, benefit the environment, cater to all socio-economic backgrounds and foster the
future of the region. The current plan doesn't do his, instead it favours the economy over every hing else. Thus I strongly disagree wi h the Snowy
Mountain SAP because it needs to be better if it's going to have a overall positive impact on the region.
I agree to the above statement
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Kosciuszko National Park, a precious and vulnerable national park
The NSW Government’s video introducing the masterplan claims that Kosciuszko is ‘pristine’ and ‘environmentally resilient’.
This claim is either stunningly ill-informed or deliberately misleading. KNP has suffered, and continues to suffer, more environmental damage than any
national park in Australia. The sources of hat damage include:
historic clearing, grazing and mining;
the escalating impacts of climate change, which recently caused the most intense wildfires in recorded history;
destruction of alpine habitats as a direct result of the deputy Premier’s legislation protecting feral horses;
un-rehabilitated scars of Snowy Hydro’s former construction sites;
historic and continuing environmental impacts from the resorts;
massive scale clearance and construc ion works by the Snowy 2 project; and
unnecessary proposals for new overhead transmission lines across the park.
KNP is also under extreme environmental stress from the existing level of development and use. KNP is amongst the most heavily visited national
parks in NSW and contains far more accommodation than any other national park in Australia, with 10,000 overnight beds. All visitors need basic
services such as sewerage treatment, waste collection, road maintenance, power and water. These services are difficult to deliver in the alpine setting,
and some, notably sewerage treatment, have a history of causing significant environmental damage.
KNP cannot sustain any fur her assaults. It needs better protec ion, not further damage through the inappropriate developments described in he
Masterplan and POM.
National Parks are for conservation and low-impact recreation
The Masterplan and POM treat the National Park as land awai ing a higher economic and commercial purpose. National Parks are gazetted for the
protection of natural landscapes, ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recrea ional and commercial activities may be appropriate in
national parks, but only where they are consistent wi h the core conservation objectives of reservation.
The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confronting KNP, putting the future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails our legal,
national and international obligations to protect national parks. Australia is already an international pariah on so many environmental issues, let’s not
add over development of KNP hose failures.
A National Park, not an urban development site
The exhibited documents overturn he planning hierarchy for national parks. Instead of he POM defining the limits of future development and activities
after careful analysis of the values and hreats of a specific park, the current process is unashamedly designed to increase commercial access to, and
returns from activities within KNP.
The POM has been relegated to an enabling document for the Masterplan. It proposes that the environmental values of KNP would be protected by
future assessments under the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act (EP&A Act).
This approach subverts the statutory role of POMs. The EP&A Act processes are designed for he assessment of individual developments, not for the

strategic management of the ecosystem processes, conservation and heritage values of a national park. The Masterplan and EP&Act are the wrong
tools to protect KNP- that is the role of the POM.
The exhibited POM amendment should include a detailed assessment of the capacity of KNP to sustain he proposed developments. It doesn’t. It
should be withdrawn and these issues fully assessed in a revised POM.
The two plans would effectively transfer much of the responsibility for development within KNP from he National Parks and Wildlife Service to the
Department of Planning and the deputy Premier’s Department for Regional NSW. This is unacceptable in a highly sensi ive, extremely significant
protected area.
The Resort Precincts
The current POM for KNP protects he values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational activities within environmentally sustainable limits.
This is achieved in large part by limiting the number of overnight beds in the KNP to 10,000.
The Masterplan and POM would allow the number of overnight beds to increase by 60%. All associated services, from the capacity of the sewerage
treatment plants to provisions for overnight parking, would also need to be enlarged to support this increase.
There is no assessment of the environmental impacts of this massive increase in overnight beds. The only justification provided is hat here is a
demand for additional accommodation.
The vast majority of the existing accommodation is vacant for most of the year. There is a large surplus of accommodation in KNP for at least 9
months per year. In other words, the only purpose of the proposed additional beds is to service he peak of the snow season.
The future of the snowfields is dire. Rising temperatures are already pushing he natural snowline above the current resorts. The escalating costs and
excessive water and power consumption of making artificial snow are becoming increasingly uneconomic. The most optimistic forecasts project the
end of the snow sports era wi hin two decades, however if current trends continue a single decade is more likely.
The situation is that any additional overnight accommodation, along with all of the infrastructure and services to support those beds, would only be
required for a maximum of two decades. It would be truly abysmal to create such stranded assets and inflict so much damage on the na ional park for
the sake of a doomed industry. National Parks must be managed for the long term, not for the transitory benefit of a sector in terminal decline.
The proposed resort precincts are distributed across a significant area of KNP and large areas of native vegetation will need to be cleared. A central
objective of previous management plans has been to limit the loss of natural habitat by confining the resorts to existing development footprint. The
proposed resorts are located in areas of high biodiversity value and require careful management to ensure protection of rare habitats, ecosystem and
species.
Unsustainable visitor experiences
The Masterplan and POM prioritise ‘high end’ customers over other visitors to KNP. Examples include allowing commercial tour operators to drive their
clients on he Summit Track and helicopter transport into the resorts precincts. Both proposals completely detract from the quiet amenity sought by
many visitors to national parks.
The plans propose major changes at the Yarrangobilly Caves precinct. The karst system at Yarrangobilly is of National, and Interna ional significance.
Karst environments are highly sensitive to disturbance and need careful management to maintain their significant values.
Several of the changes, including increasing tour numbers, show little or appreciation for he sensitivity of the karst environment.
The most startling proposal is to construct a series of bath houses around the existing springs. These would be in the form of Japanese Onsens, bath
houses traditionally located around hot thermal springs.
It is self-evident that such structures are not part of the heritage of Yarrangobilly. They represent at best a contrived attempt to create a new tradition,
and at worst, shameless cultural appropriation.
The waters at Yarrangobilly are far colder than needed for the Onsens. The plans propose raising the water temperature using large-scale gas
heaters. National parks should model sustainability principles, and Installing a high emissions facility in a na ional park setting is entirely at odds with
community expectations.
Transport and parking
Both documents make provision for increases in car parking in the resort precincts. Additional parking will join additional accommodation as an
unnecessary ‘stranded asset’ as snow cover declines. It also has a number of adverse impacts in he short term. One is that the potential sites for
expanded carparks have significant conservation values, particularly for threatened species and ecological communities.
Whenever questioned about inappropriate development the he NSW Government responds that KNP is very large and their development proposals
only impact on a small percentage of the park. This argument is very misleading- many of the threatened ecological communities and species hat are
found in KNP have very restricted ranges, in some cases to only a few hundred hectares of the park. The total size of KNP is irrelevant, the issue is
the significance of impact in he particular areas proposed for development such as these carparks.
The o her concern is that the focus on additional car parking spaces locks in a private transport model that Australians are rapidly abandoning for long
distance travel. National Parks should be promo ing environmentally sustainable behaviours, which in the case of KNP demands better mass
transport.
A better future for Kosciuszko
The Commonwealth Government recently announced that Australia has joined the Interna ional alliance ‘the high ambi ion coalition’. The centrepiece
of the membership of the alliance is to halt the loss of biodiversity by protecting 30% of our land and sea in conservation reserves.
The protected area network in NS W protects barely 9% of the state. We have a long way to go to get anywhere near the 30% target. That task will be
fatally undermined if the existing conservation reserves, such as KNP, are not protected from land clearance, infrastructure development and other
inappropriate uses.

The Masterplan and POM do nothing to enhance the protection of KNP, and instead endanger the conservation values of the park. At a time when we
should be stretching towards higher ambitions for our protected area network, the NSW Government wants to diminish one of the jewels in our reserve
system, KNP.
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No thanks!
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Honestly just leave his pris ine environment as it is. There is enough human destruction in this beautiful place, let alone creating more.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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As a annual tourist to this area for 3/4 of my life I can say that I have a connection to Jindabyne and the snowy mountains. What I love most is the
ability to get a glimpse of nature left untouched, without (or with little) influences of man made infrastructure. While I recognise that much of the
revenue of Jindabyne comes from tourists and herefore future development will be geared towards attrac ing more people to the region, I believe this
should be done with the utmost care. How long will it be un il development turns the beautifully remote main range into a route with more foot traffic
than Bourke street mall at lunch hour. Yes, it is a good thing for people to experience nature, but with the amount of traffic something like this
development will bring, will here be much nature, solitude and peace left to enjoy? I believe hat while some areas such as travel between Jindabyne
and Thredbo/Perisher need some upgrading, putting luxury eco cabins in the middle of beloved (affordable, remote, quiet, peaceful) campgrounds,
tearing up land to build BMX tracks and building large scale infrastructure in Jindabyne is not he answer. People come to Jindabyne for a quiet
getaway, not to be reminded of the mostly busy and stressful lives we come here to have a break from.
Fur hermore as a person that identifies as aboriginal it is truly distressing to see the land my ancestors love and cared for changed to accommodate
our needs. Mother Nature, when left alone blooms and it is a truly spectacular sight to see. It would be a shame to see this unique and beautiful part of
the world ruined. Please, don’t over develop his region. There is a sense of adventure and peace in being able visit such a place that has lead me to
consider his place a second home. Let’s keep it that way. I believe the region will be better for it in the long run.
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Absolutely object. John Barilaro is a grub, and all too keen on destroying our natural resources. Hands off the Snowies Bruz!
I agree to the above statement
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Poli icians should stop trying to develop and manage natural areas.
Let Aboriginal people manage their country.
I agree to the above statement
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I object to the level of development in the East Jindabyne Sub-Precinct plan.
Both plans put commercial opportunities and high density development too close to the lake. More of the grassland should be conserved and
development should not go any further out than where the current houses have been built to. When my husband bought he land he was told that the
point would never be developed and this is blatantly disregarding that promise.
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I feel this project will affect the region's ecosystem and should not go ahead.
I agree to the above statement
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I object to the Snowy mountain SAP because it loosens the restrictions on the development of an already threatened ecosystem. The national part
should remain protected, if not be more protected.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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The snowy mountains and Kosciuszko National Park is and should remain a natural, native area as is the intention with a National Park area. It is one
of the most unique areas in the country and the risk should not be taken is damaging the area in any way further than what has already been
completed.
The whole area needs to remain accessible to all people from all walks of life, as is the intention with public owned land such as National Parks.
I agree to the above statement
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I strongly oppose developments to KNP proposed in the Master Plan and he Draft POM.
KNP is a fragile area comprised of many small and unique ecosystems that have been threated and degraded hrough many decades of exploitation
(e.g. mining, grazing, hydro), mismanagement (e.g. wild horse numbers, eradication of wildlife safety corridors under high power transmission lines)
and over-development (e.g. expanding ski resorts, accommoda ion, car-parks). These effects have been exacerbated in recent times by the
devastating fires in 2003 and 2020, direct results of climate change. This has seen large areas of snow gum forests and other wildlife habitats and
wildlife threatened to the point where they will struggle to return.
National Parks are intended to be areas of conservation and low impact recreation. They are gazetted for the protection of natural landscapes,
ecosystems and their natural and cultural values. Recreational and commercial activities may be appropriate in na ional parks, but only where they are
consistent with the core conservation objectives of reservation. However the Masterplan and POM treat the area as land ripe for greater economic and
commercial development, and directly undermines NSW making a contribution to the interna ional high ambition coalition target of 30% of our land and
sea in conservation reserves.
The current POM for KNP seeks to protect the conservation values of the park by limiting commercial and recreational developments and activities to
within environmentally sustainable limits. The new Masterplan and Draft POM propose major increases in accommoda ion and accompanying
infrastructure, such as car-parks and sewerage treatment, yet include no assessment of the environmental impacts. As most of the accommodation is
empty for 9 months of the year, it is hard to see how this is justified on economic grounds. Given the known problems with riverine degradation from
carparks and sewerage, it is certainly not justified from environmental perspectives.
Fur her, given he retreating snowline wrought by climate change, the resorts have a limited future as ski areas. With current capacity idle for most of
the year here is little point in crea ing winter accommodation that will become stranded assets within 2 decades. Extending the resort precincts in
other areas is also unnecessary, and over-development and natural habitat loss should be minimised.
Finally, he proposal to move responsibility for KNP from Environment Minister Kean and the National Parks and Wildlife Service into the hands of the
deputy Premier and his Department for Regional NSW is beyond belief. As a direct result of the deputy Premiers’ actions, wild horse numbers in the
park have grown from 3,000 to 14,000, showing that he has no understanding of the issues and responsibilities involved in managing this unique and
amazing asset for the benefit of KNP and of us all.
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The bus transport system
I hate the idea
We have small businesses who could run small buses around town door to door and get you want to run petrol gusling coaches thought small street
keeping the locals awake early in he morning
Just stupid
I agree to the above statement
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I object.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 16 August 2021 4:18:37 PM

Submitted on Mon, 16/08/2021 - 16:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Nerrigundah 2545
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the proposed Master Plan. National Parks are for the conservation of nature, and KNP, which faces significant environmental issues, should
be a high priority for increased protection, rather than be exploited for commercial gain. The proposed Master Plan is not in keeping with he intent of
the National Park and surrounding areas. Expansion of tourist facilities, including carparks, japanese pools, helicoptor flights and 4WD driving is
fundamentally incompatible with environmental protection. The Masterplan and POM would intensify the stresses already confron ing KNP, putting the
future of the park at serious risk. Doing so fails Australia's legal, national and international obligations to protect national parks.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:37:28 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Oatley
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object to the significant increase to bed numbers in Kosciusko NP (KNP) , especially above the snow line. I do not support the expansion of
the resorts within the National Park or the expansion of cleared ski runs and ski lifts. Additional accommodation should be provided in the surrounding
towns helping to support local small business.
I do not support the use of helicopters for visitor transport within he KNP. Helicopters should only be used for essen ial works that cant be done in
other ways and search and rescue. I do not support any increase in building heights above three stories. I do not support the widening of Kosciusko
road. I do not support the use of additional artificial heating in the Yarrangobilly Thermal Pool.
I do not support the creation of additional mountain bike tracks off existing fire trails and management trails.
I do not support the installation of new above ground electricity stanchions requiring extensive clearing of vegetation. All new electricity infrastructure
should be underground.
I do not support shifting the planning authority and controls for KNP from the NSW NPWS to any other government department or au hority outside the
responsibility of the Environment Minister.
Yours sincerely
Oatley NSW
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 3:34:06 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 15:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2612
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support, Object
Submission
Key comments:
* NPWS office in Jindabyne should remain an office. Visitor facilities can go elsewhere, such as the site of the current public school.
* A boardwalk from the skate park around to the reserve adjacent to 41 Townsend Street, Jindabyne needs to be contructed to connect existing
walkways between the town centre and Poo Bay.
* The SAP must ensure that future development SEPPs and Council DCPs etc require he highest quality of artchitecture, landscape architecture and
town planning hat fit within the landscape of Jindabyne.
* The PoM should have been completed before the SAP addressed issues in the KNP.

Thanks
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 3:49:21 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 15:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I am writing to lodge my objection at the inadequate and unfair time frame given to the public to comment on the Jindabyne SAP and request the
timeframe be extended.
Although I am confident that some aspects of the proposed SAP will likely benefit Jindabyne community, its residents and businesses, he inadequate
time frame for comment renders it impossible to read and analyse all the relevant documents and associated reports.
For this reason I feel I have no option but to say I object to a plan that I have not been afforded enough time to read.
Please reconsider the timerame and offer the public more time to comment.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:51:48 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2570
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Dear Minister,
I am writing to state my objection to the NSW Government's Special Activation Plan for the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP).
The purpose of National Parks is to preserve the natural wilderness for all future generations to use and enjoy. The KNP is an especially delicate
environment unique in Australia, and it has suffered and is suffering significant damage due to climate change; human impact; bushfires and feral
animals.
This Plan will amend and remove many controls which have protected he KNP, and it will encourage further development in he Park that will damage
the delicate environment. Some of these include removing he geographical limits on where accommodation can be built; and softening he criteria for
setting limits for development and beds.
Increasing mechanised traffic such as vehicle and helicopter access has been proven across the world to lead to increased damage through human
impact either intended or unintended on the wilderness.
I particularly object to he proposed changes which will benefit the wealthy few and yet will have significant human impact on pristine and particularly
sensitive areas of the park e.g. glamping accommodation outside of he current zones places such as adjacent to natural waterways; and artificially
hea ing natural hermal pools.
Lastly, this Plan gives the Department of Planning, Industry and Environments primary control over development within he KNP and over the leases
which are agreed and allowed, whereas previously this was shared with the National Parks and Wildlife Service. This means that it sets up a
mechanism whereby fur her changes can be made to the Activation Zones and plans without he need to work in partnership or even consult with the
Service. It hands control of our National Parks to politicians, and to large development companies or even to overseas developers.
Once the beautiful Kosciuszko National Park is damaged it cannot ever be returned to its natural beauty. Please do not proceed with these changes.
Yours faithfully,

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:57:19 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2500
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Beautiful locations do not need human interference and 'development'. Leave this place and many others alone so that we, as Australians, can
continue to enjoy them the way we have for many years gone past.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 7:53:40 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 19:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
GLAMPING & CABINS AT ISLAND BEND
Island Bend is a very special historical part our cultural landscape.
There is so much that could be done with enhancement projects showing he once very comprehensive township that was there. A walking track with
connectivity to interps throughout he township would be ideal & would be a great enhancement to the KNP visitor experience
Better amenities & a few camp kitchen style areas would be ideal.
I strongly disagree that there should be any glamping or cabin style camping that would be out of the reach of all park entrants.
I do think that he original towh=nship delination which can s ill be easy seen through eartworks delineation should be enhanced as a design feature
tying in he recent history with visitor experience.
There is much work still to do in the Island Bend precinct to render it safe. Funds that were given up by the Snowy Hydro to the NPWS were to be
used to rehabilitate the former Snowy Sites & to make them safe again. Island Bend qualifies well & truly as a former Snowy Site! There is still many
areas that are unsafe with open drains, steel, rubble & refuse. One doesn't have to look far to find this.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 8:08:05 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 20:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I very strongly want to voice my opinion at he disappointment that consideration is being given to the use of heliports/pads in the KNP resort areas for
commercial considera ions.
The on ground operational procedures of he resorts are acceptable & don't intrude too much on the wilderness type recrea ionist but aerial
opera ions/flights are visually & audibly obtrusive.
Agree that the helicopter access needs to be in place for medi-vac procedures but flights need to be limited to essential air traffic only.
The flight operations over the Main Range have increased somewhat over the past 2 winter seasons & most definitely spoil a hard earnt wilderness
experience onto the Main Range. Last week I saw a helicopter flying lower than Carruthers Pk ie well below the allowable flight ceiling!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:56:29 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2281
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Australia is meant to be open to everyone of any background and by privatizing its land, would be shutting hese areas off to certain people that dont
have the means to now see it. Secondly by destroying one of australias untouched national parks in hopes that it will create its own year round
ecosystem right in the middle of nowhere is a stab in the dark at best. Australia is a beautiful place whilest its untouched but if it starts in this na ional
park whats there to stop this from happening in all of them across Australia. All just so some developers can line their pockets. Theres plenty of actual
commercial space in sydney for them to develop yet, go make your money here. Leave the national parks out of it
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 12:50:06 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 12:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This will not do well for anyone. People who love exploring the outdoors such as myself will have this taken away all for some revenue. It’s really not
fair.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:46:34 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Reduce height limits and density of development in town and at East jindabyne
Provide parks and community facilities for the local and visiting kids
Provide a youth centre
Make the by pass a dual carriageway
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:41:24 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
Item 2: Place and Landscape
Increase night culture - the current school ground in the centre of town once this land is repurposed, in addition to he gym etc that can be used by the
community, his area would make a great permanent market area for all local produce/locally made arts, crafts and o her items can be sold. Could
double as a night market/food stalls and live entertainment - this also addresses and provides Arts and Culture opportunity
Item 3: Connection to Country
this is an absolute must and should be the highest priority. All development should ensure there is no disturbance to sacred places first and foremost.
Where development can occur it should acknowledge and promote our indigenous heritage in some way. This could be a simple as duel language
signage on all signs in the region. With short stories and learnings captured as much as possible.
Item 6: Social infrastructure
Fantastic to see he skate park improvements. Note there has been some funding for this via community groups but further funding would enable some
big visions here. It would be great to see an undercover but open air arena suitable for competitive skate events. With skateboard being introduced to
the Olympics this year a high level skate park in a region where kids, youth and adults are active - this would be a worthy development for the region.
Fur her - the land around the bowling club was recently under expressions of interest, I am not sure what came of his - but if there is land available
this would make sense as a further you h hub area
Figure 9 Jindabyne Town Centre Structure Plan: he bus route on this map appears to go past Bogong street and up park road further to the oval. The
oval is an area that is divided by park road - if this road is opened as a through road for traffic and busses it will create a dangerous sporting field. I do
not support this road being opened as a through road to traffic or buses if hat is the intent.
I support the suggestion of aged care being located on the land hat he churches are on. This makes sense and the land is very central to town and
most locations even have lake views which all would be factors to consider when looking at aged care in the region. I hink people from this area
entering aged care would appreciate a lake vista if possible and his land provides his.
Page 54: Corner snowy river and thredbo terrace. Great ideas for new town area, my concern here is the truck deliveries into Mitre 10 - hese trucks
are large and block the road at times this could impact this plan? My personal hought is that the trade section of mitre 10 if not the entire store - really
fits better in the leesville area rather than the centre of town.
Page 65: Love the MTB park idea. Gondola for MTB park is great, but to have this go along the lake foreshore into town to me is a ridiculous idea. It
would be an absolute eyesore and would be a gross waste of money that could be spent on far better things.
I support the Heritage Centre being part of the MTB park area - this would provide a food outlet, function centre etc for a fantastic development area
(the heritage centre would be far better here than with he existing visitor centre)
Western Lake Jindabyne: Sensi ivity will need to be applied. I do not want to see this area littered with buildings, but well thought out eco tourism or
high end but small scale resort would be ok too. I really like the idea of a golf course, it is some hing the town is missing and on the foreshore would
make it a drawcard and amazing course for tourists as well as locals and it would keep this area largely as open space
Page 82: Leesville area, as mentioned I would like to see Mitre 10 move to here
Overall I think a lake foreshore development is something that would benefit the town, to be able to have a meal at he foreshore would be fantastic.

The beach idea I find hard to follow and considera ion needs to be given to parking at he lake. Most locals (even those in town) drive to the lake due
to transporting equipment, such as paddle boards, kayaks and boats. Most even drive around onto the sand area. Parking is essential
Jindabyne precinct: there was mention of multistory building development in Park Road and Clyde Street - this must be capped at 2-3 levels especially
where development would block he view of the lake for buildings behind them or block out nor h sun for buildings behind hem. This needs very
careful consideration.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 8:56:47 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 20:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3629
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
It should stay the way it is !
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:12:10 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sydney
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:58:19 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
SYDNEY, 200
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:52:25 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Heathcote 3523
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This park should be left for people who care and enjoy for the outdoors not people with money who can afford to fly up for the weekend
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:40:50 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:40
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2104
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I believe the park should remain the way it is to stay an untouched piece of Australia
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 8 August 2021 10:09:27 AM

Submitted on Sun, 08/08/2021 - 10:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Balwyn North
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This new plan is unsustainable. The Snowy Mountains are a pristine and internationally significant ecological area, and efforts should be directed
towards their conservation. The area should be treated as a na ional park, rather than an asset designed for generating revenue.
Stop pandering to the interests of corpora ions and a desire to chase revenue and consider the importance of this park as part of Australia's natural
environment. Preserve the area so our children and grandchildren can continue to enjoy them.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:16:35 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2795
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am a visitor to the park that undertakes many recreational activities including hiking, cross country skiing, camping and fishing.
It is ridiculous that planning and management of the park be taken away from the department of planning and environment and given to the "minister
for regional development" whose sole reason is to create economic growth at he expense of a truly unique and threatened part of Australia.
Kosciusko National Park is already the busiest national park in nsw, and his master plan will create excessive stress on an already endangered
ecosystem and in my opinion shut the park off to only a few that can afford it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:53:23 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
QUAKERS HILL
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The snowy mountains should be left untouched.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:47:10 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Sydney 2046
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I make more trips than the average person and happily enjoy my 6hr drive to all parts of Kosciusko during winter and summer. The beautiful nature of
it is what brings me and my entire family coming back several times a year to enjoy it with a bunch of Lovely friends. Leave it the way it is, the way it is
, is the reason people around the world come to visit so don't ruin a beautiful place and deter People from coming to enjoy it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:37:55 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:37
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2017
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave national parks just that, parks. We don't want them full of paid attractions.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:47:38 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Flynn ACT 2615
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciuszko na ional park should remain accessible to all Australians, not just those who can afford to use the proposed facilities. National parks are a
unique environment for outdoor users to appreciate the natural beauty of Australia in an undeveloped capacity. Large developments encroach more of
our precious parks and will permanently alter the unique experience Kosciuszko national park provides to those who dearly love it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 14 August 2021 7:13:51 PM

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 19:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
North Nowra 2541
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Aiming for more higher paying guests and clearing any land for over development of this nature is against the principals of sustainable development.
We need to move away from he thing that you have to develop everything; clear trees, concrete over everything, invite more people and cars. This will
make money for people who already have money but won't help he environment and maintain he pristine environment of the park.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 17 July 2021 3:15:36 PM

Submitted on Sat, 17/07/2021 - 15:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
KAREELA NSW 2226
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Having an airpark in Jindabyne would be great, we would be able to fly in and out, summer and winter, for the time we spend down there each year.
This would allow us more time in the Town, and surrounds, and spending more money to stay longer, so helping the economy.
Thank you in advance,
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:02:45 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2259
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I would like to know how destroying such a large area of native landscape will benefit anyone but the wealthy. Just leave the snowy region alone. It's a
ridiculous plan and should not go ahead
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:06:39 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:06
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Queanbeyan NSW 2620
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Commercial development wi hin KNP should not take priority over nature conservation. DPIE should be the lead agency assessing proposed
developments in KNP.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:17:13 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:17
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2913
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 2:12:12 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 14:12
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Cynan
Last name
Lindsay
I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email
clindsaybusiness@gmail.com
Suburb/Town & Postcode
Glasshouse mountain 4518
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
What a way to Ruin an absolutely Gorgeous national Park, shame a real shame this was even proposed
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:53:23 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 23:53
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Heading: Jindabyne Housing and Development
Sub Heading: Object to proposed building heights
Reference: Draft Master Plan and image page 58 Structure Plan Report Part 1
Comment:
Retain current LEP building height to maximum 3 storeys (8.5 - 9.0 meters) throughout Jindabyne, no more than 2 stories near lake.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 10:25:44 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 22:25
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2030
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I would like to express my strong opposition to the development of an area hat is ecologically fragile and at risk of over development, which will
damage he habitat of na ive flora and fauna. This would be detrimental to the biodiversity of the unique alpine environment which is, unfortunately
already at risk from climate change. The developments proposed suggest that it would be for he benefit of visitors, but this deliberate degradation of
the natural environment will ensure that the enjoyment of his spectacular area is wholly destroyed beyond repair. Many native specimens can be
found here and no where else and must be preserved. Modelling suggests that the availability of natural snowfall will be non-existent within the next
twenty, if not not ten, years, leaving this pointless and monstrous interference as a "stranded asset" wi h a permanent negative cost to the
environment. This appalling over development must no go ahead.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:07:43 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Ngunnawal, ACT 2913
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
This submission relates to the Catalyst Precinct - Western Foreshore, and other precincts planned to help increase tourism to Jindabyne and the
Snowy region.
As a regular visitor to the region for over 30 years, the Jindabyne SAP Master Plan is a much needed plan for the area and provides guidance to the
region in positively moving forward.
The plan supports:
- Providing much needed accommodation for visitors;
- Providing upmarket accommoda ion that is unique and employs eco-friendly principles;
- The new zoning (SP3), which will assist and support local business in delivering more facilities and attracting more visitors to the region;
- Providing tourist facilities that are sustainable, and encourage visitors to embrace and respect he environment of the Snowy region; and
- Providing a range of leisure, recreation and tourism that posi ively impacts he foreshores.
Jindabyne is one of Australia’s premium tourist des inations all year-round which has significan ly grown over the years and will con inue to grow even
further. Therefore it is important that Jindabyne and he surrounding region continues to offer new and exci ing attractions for tourists and locals.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:04:14 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:04
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2602
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I've lived in Canberra for over a decade, and have very often travelled to Kosciuszko NP in both winter and summer, as an amature wildlife and
landscape photographer.
I'm very alarmed at the proposed changes to he park's management and seemingly to its very purpose. Yes, some degree of maintenance and
upgrading of facilities will always need to occur, but this plan seeks to turn at least parts of a wild national park into luxury resorts. This would in all
likelihood be only affordable for the very rich ski bunnies from Sydney, and would do bugger all for either the locals down there or the rest of the
broader southern highlands region for who Kosi is our backyard.
As evidenced by the plan's focus on Jindabyne as well as he national park, there are plenty of opportunities for development outside the national park.
The government's money and effort could be far better spent protecting the given the multitude of threads the park faces, from finally controlling
brumbies, to acting to ensure global warming doesn't completely obliterate the snow season.
The plan does propose some perfec ly reasonable actions outside the park, such as he improvement to transport and housing infrastructure in the
Jindabyne region, but the improvement of the region doesn't need to come at the cost of developing the Kosciuszko NP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:26:14 PM
knp-tourism-sub
-23-8-21 pdf

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
PHILLIP
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission file
knp-tourism-sub-

23-8-21 pdf

Submission
Dear Manager
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on he Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan (SMSAPdMP) and related draft
Amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) Plan of Management (PoM).
I am deeply concerned about the impacts of the proposals for large-scale tourism development on the unique and fragile flora, fauna and ecosystems
of KNP. While some tourism development/enhanced public access in he broader region is acceptable, the destructive nature and scale of the
proposed developments inside KNP – such as piping gas into the Yarrangobilly thermal pool – is unsustainable. The assumptions regarding
environmental impacts, let alone the supposed economic benefits, appear to be poorly researched and questionable.
Please find some more detailed feedback below:
• The SAPMP should not include any part of KNP.
• The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan (SMSAPdMP) must be completed before any amendments to the KNP PoM are
proposed. The KNP PoM must remain the prime document for the management of KNP.
• The overlay of the PoM with a future State Environmental Planning Policy (SEPP) sets a dangerous precedent whereby the environmental
management principles in he PoM can be overruled by a planning decision. Na ional parks are primarily for the conservation of nature.
• The draft amendment to the KNP PoM significantly threatens he ability of the PoM to deliver on its overarching principle to “maintain or improve the
condition of he natural and cultural values that together make the park a special place”.
• KNP faces many current and emerging threats to its ecological communities: with increasing weed and feral animal pressures and the changes
occurring through human induced climate change. Already the effects of climate change can be seen through extreme wea her events, changes in
rainfall patterns and the impacts of bushfires that are becoming more intense and frequent.
• Management of these pressures on KNP will become harder if the SMSAP is extended to include the national park as it will: 1) introduce further
developmental and recreational pressures; and 2) override the safeguards in the current planning processes for KNP.
• The proposals for KNP in the SMSAPdMP do not take into account the medium to long term viability of the snow industry in Australia as hat industry
becomes increasing affected by climate change. Proposals for significant increases in accommodation and associated infrastructure will lead to
stranded assets in future years as snow levels decline. Current proposals for increased accommodation would also indicate pressure to increase the
area of land in KNP covered by ski runs and associated infrastructure fur her compromising the fragile alpine environment.
Overall, I think that the SMSAPdMP and associated amendments to the KNP PoM are deeply flawed, and I hold grave fears for the future of this
special na ional park if control or management is taken away from the parks authorities. I believe that there is an unacceptably high risk of seriously
eroding the very assets you aim to promote, with the Snowy Hydro Legacy Fund adding to – rather than reducing – the damage to KNP by Snowy
Hydro 2.0.
Yours sincerely

Email:

I agree to the above statement
Yes

The Manager
NPWS Planning Evaluation and Assessment
Locked Bag 5022
Parramatta NSW 2124
Subject: Submission: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan; Draft
Amendment to the KNP Plan of Management
Dear Manager
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft
Master Plan (SMSAPdMP) and related draft Amendment to the Kosciuszko National Park (KNP) Plan of
Management (PoM).
I am deeply concerned about the impacts of the proposals for large-scale tourism development on the
unique and fragile flora, fauna and ecosystems of KNP. While some tourism development/enhanced
public access in the broader region is acceptable, the destructive nature and scale of the proposed
developments inside KNP – such as piping gas into the Yarrangobilly thermal pool – is unsustainable. The
assumptions regarding environmental impacts, let alone the supposed economic benefits, appear to be
poorly researched and questionable.
Please find some more detailed feedback below:
•
•

•

•

•

•

The SAPMP should not include any part of KNP.
The Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan (SMSAPdMP) must be completed
before any amendments to the KNP PoM are proposed. The KNP PoM must remain the prime
document for the management of KNP.
The overlay of the PoM with a future State Environmental Planning Policy (SEPP) sets a dangerous
precedent whereby the environmental management principles in the PoM can be overruled by a
planning decision. National parks are primarily for the conservation of nature.
The draft amendment to the KNP PoM significantly threatens the ability of the PoM to deliver on its
overarching principle to “maintain or improve the condition of the natural and cultural values that
together make the park a special place”.
KNP faces many current and emerging threats to its ecological communities: with increasing weed
and feral animal pressures and the changes occurring through human induced climate change.
Already the effects of climate change can be seen through extreme weather events, changes in rainfall
patterns and the impacts of bushfires that are becoming more intense and frequent.
Management of these pressures on KNP will become harder if the SMSAP is extended to include the
national park as it will: 1) introduce further developmental and recreational pressures; and 2) override
the safeguards in the current planning processes for KNP.

1

•

The proposals for KNP in the SMSAPdMP do not take into account the medium to long term viability
of the snow industry in Australia as that industry becomes increasing affected by climate change.
Proposals for significant increases in accommodation and associated infrastructure will lead to
stranded assets in future years as snow levels decline. Current proposals for increased
accommodation would also indicate pressure to increase the area of land in KNP covered by ski runs
and associated infrastructure further compromising the fragile alpine environment.

Overall, I think that the SMSAPdMP and associated amendments to the KNP PoM are deeply flawed, and
I hold grave fears for the future of this special national park if control or management is taken away from
the parks authorities. I believe that there is an unacceptably high risk of seriously eroding the very assets
you aim to promote, with the Snowy Hydro Legacy Fund adding to – rather than reducing – the damage
to KNP by Snowy Hydro 2.0.
Yours sincerely

Email:

2

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 8:43:03 PM

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 20:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Marulan
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
It would be ideal if the proposed green spaces could incorporate mostly local native flora, particularly considering the current plight of the Snow gums
being decimated by the longicorn beetle. It would also help facilitate he proposed Alpine design as hetic.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:57:15 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This Submission is in relation to the Park Road Extension Proposal
As long term residents of Jindabyne and the SMRC area we have a number of objections to he proposed Park Road Extension as follows:
1. The JJ Connors Oval is partly intersected by a sealed and gravel vehicular access from the entrance to the western end of Park Road. This is a high
pedestrian activity zone and marked as a 40 km area due to the danger of vehicles travelling through an open and high activity sports, play and
pedestrian area. Construction and use of the road for buses through he Oval would make this area totally unsafe and contrary to the community’s
aspirations for the use and enjoyment of the JJ Connor Oval and surrounds
2. We feel if the upgrade to this road through the oval is implemented it will become short cut hrough town for private vehicle traffic. There is little
chance of minimising and controlling this once the road is built.
3. We live overlooking this area and witness he diverse activities, including sport, community garden and children’s play area to name a few that takes
place within this area and cannot see how it would be possible to not endanger all users, young and old if the bus route was to be implemented.
4. The Ovals are the only green spaces in town designed for sport and activities, including children’s playground. The oval has been central to the
community since the new town centre was established. The Park Road Extension would destroy he whole concept of the community sports facility.
5. The monies estimated for the Park Road extension could be better spent upgrading the current facilities at the JJ Connors Oval.
6. The pedestrian and cycle pathways at the JJ Connors Oval is a major linking pathway for the school children , general community and mountain
bike track which used extensively day and night. Traffic cut ing through this area is an extremely dangerous proposal.
We object to his proposal both on safety and aesthetics and hope that the community’s voice can be heard and this route for the bus be revisited to a
more suitable location.
Regards

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:53:08 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We moved here because we love the rural (emphasised) alpine area & lake Jindabyne. The tranquility, peace, slower paced life, a place we are proud
& happy to call home. If we wanted high rise buildings, over passes and extensive foreshore development we would have stayed in Sydney. And I
know this is the same for the majority of locals.
Jindabyne is not a large town (the way we like it) and it already struggles with the influx of tourists during winter & recen ly also in summer. What the
SAP has outlined will not ease that struggle, it will just make it worse.
Unfortunately ( and embarrassingly) humans do a lot of damage to this world, and by going ahead with he SAP & not LISTENING to the community
who live here, all that will eventuate is more damage to an already fragile area & it certainly wont be a place that locals will love to call home anymore
The SAP draft Master Plan overrides the LEP to avoid having to comply with existing provisions of the LEP in catalyst precincts and reduce the
community expectations for development in these areas.
The SAP states that the LEP will no longer apply, and new controls introduced, along with a separate approval process outside of council
management. These new controls water down the existing LEP provision and reduce the requirements on developers to abide by the planning
environmental obligations of the LEP for these areas.
This changing of zoning and approval process appears to be purely to suit developers and facilitate development that would otherwise be
unacceptable to council or the community under the exis ing planning provisions.
I sincerely hope that whoever reads the submsisions actually takes the time to LISTEN to the locals, and then you may realize that the plans which are
proposed are not needed, wanted or welcome here.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 18 August 2021 8:34:08 PM

Submitted on Wed, 18/08/2021 - 20:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I Object The SAP
We Need More Time
You have given the community a small amount of ime to go through a complex, confusing & long winded SAP which would have taken you a lot
longer to put toge her then the time you have allowed us to go through it.
You expect the community to make an informed & detailed submission during he most hectic time of year. Snow Season, COVID, End Of Financial
Year.
Some would say that the imeframe that you have allowed for he community to send in submissions with every hing going on was deliberate.
You can at least give the community who will have heir lifestyle impacted by his SAP more time to go through it.
The SAP has many areas hat will destroy our pristine area & by the looks of it, its all to satisfy he Rich Man with no regard to local residents or the
environment which is already fragile.
Better s ill, cancel the SAP altogether - SAP's seem to do nothing but destroy areas by opening the doors to ridiculous developments by trying to
convince people that its for the greater good (creating jobs, attrac ing businesses and investors and drive economic growth). And all done wi h no
consideration to community or environment, its all about MONEY.
We haven't heard of ONE local who is in agreeance with this, funnily enough the only people who want it are the ones that will make money out of it.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:51:43 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
JINDABYNE
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Jindabyne Township
Two Words - Over Development
We understand that Jindabyne is a tourist town & that growth is inevitable, but what the SAP is showing is way over he top & by going ahead with
what you are proposing it will ruin the feel of he town, a RURAL COUNTRY ALPINE TOWN. And it is the RURAL ALPINE COUNTRY TOWN that
visitors love & come for.
Jindabyne is a community first, THEN a tourist town.
If you must/want to do any hing, improve he EXISTING town infrastructure first before building any more.
The SAP needs a lot of work & adjustments
- Building heights too high - suggest a maximum of 2 stories (NOTE: The original Go Jindabyne discussions made it very clear that he community did
NOT want high rise buildings, yet you are putting it in the SAP??)
- Number of buildings too many - I go back to RURAL alpine town
- Lake foreshore development too much - landscaping fine, but don’t start put ing buildings there, it will totally ruin the area. Boardwalks are not
needed, hey are expensive, unnecessary & don’t fit in with the RURAL COUNTRY ALPINE TOWN & Banjo Patterson Park needs to take into account
the solders memorial. The Lake foreshore needs to remain a public space, and not be destroyed by development
- Old Town Centre do not put any development in front of it - The Old Town Centre is an icon, manby people (locals & tourists) enjoy visiting the café's
& restaurants as it has incredible views across Kosci road onto the lake. By developing in front of it, it will destroy the history of the town & impact local
business greatly.
- New residential subdivisions - Rules need to be set so it doesn’t turn into a dogs breakfast like what is happening in East Jindabyne at the moment.
Crackenback is a great example as to how they have set it out, a little hidden pocket that does not ruin the scenery as you drive up he Alpine Way,
and has rules & regulations as to what can be built & how (architecturally)
The SAP seems to totally disregard the needs and wants of the community, and is put together for he needs / wants of the investors & developers.
We don’t need another shopping precinct, or tourist shops or coffee shops, so why put it in? Its certainly not for the community that actually LIVE here
but more so the people that are seeing a money grab & who have no regard whatsoever for the community that live here OR the fragile environment
we are in

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:44:27 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Business Parking
As it stands the parking in jindabyne is at full capacity locals, business owners & their staff are the ones who are suffering.
If you remove any of this parking, without offering an alternative the situa ion will just get worse.
The Rate Paying Locals, Business Owners & heir Staff should all have he ability to park in their own town without issue.
Residential Parking
Any residential / tourist dwelling (especially in Jindabyne) should be required to have sufficient parking spaces hat service hat site.
Jindabyne cannot cope as it is let alone if you introduce more tourist residen ial dwellings

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:50:35 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:50
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Your Timing
Appalling. To put something like this SAP together & only give residents a short space of time to
1. go through it
2. try to understand it
3. respond to it
and all while going through the busiest time of year, along with COVID as well as End on financial year is a total lack of regard to the people who live
here.
Some would say it was a deliberate act to try & have this pushed hrough with not a lot of fight.
Why else would you do this?
The local community needed more time & mul iple requests just fell on deaf ears

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:54:35 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2628
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We moved here because we love the rural (emphasised) alpine area & lake Jindabyne. The tranquility, peace, slower paced life, a place we are proud
& happy to call home. If we wanted high rise buildings, over passes and extensive foreshore development we would have stayed in Sydney. And I
know this is the same for the majority of locals.
Jindabyne is not a large town (the way we like it) and it already struggles with the influx of tourists during winter & recen ly also in summer. What the
SAP has outlined will not ease that struggle, it will just make it worse.
Unfortunately ( and embarrassingly) humans do a lot of damage to this world, and by going ahead with he SAP & not LISTENING to the community
who live here, all that will eventuate is more damage to an already fragile area & it certainly wont be a place that locals will love to call home anymore
The SAP draft Master Plan overrides the LEP to avoid having to comply with existing provisions of the LEP in catalyst precincts and reduce the
community expectations for development in these areas.
The SAP states that the LEP will no longer apply, and new controls introduced, along with a separate approval process outside of council
management. These new controls water down the existing LEP provision and reduce the requirements on developers to abide by the planning
environmental obligations of the LEP for these areas.
This changing of zoning and approval process appears to be purely to suit developers and facilitate development that would otherwise be
unacceptable to council or the community under the exis ing planning provisions.
I sincerely hope that whoever reads the submsisions actually takes the time to LISTEN to the locals, and then you may realize that the plans which are
proposed are not needed, wanted or welcome here.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 31 July 2021 6:44:47 PM

Submitted on Sat, 31/07/2021 - 18:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
WOOLLOOMOOLOO
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Australia is losing all it's unique heritage , along with its wildlife and fauna..This proposal will remain a 'white elephant' for most of the year ....and that's
if tourism even gets a shot at recovering ..no
concrete evidence to show hat it will,not now, or ever...
Enough corporate ownership of ' he peoples' land , his is not yours to do as you want, it belongs to everyone...There's enough pollu ing and 'raping'of
the land; time to give it a rest , and start caring about it, instead of just 'corporate greed' ...taking over everything .

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:18:29 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:18
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Mooloolaba, 4557
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This would turn a beautiful natural environment into a farcical tourist adventure.
Another poor proposal by the NSW govt.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 6:55:08 AM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 06:31
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2548
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This pristine and unique environment has suffered enough with wild horses, Snowy Hydro 1 & 2 and the Black Summer fires. The idea of using gas to
heat the hot springs waters is just absurd. Please leave our National Park as he beau iful natural environment it barely s ill is.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:52:55 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2259
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strongly object.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:26:23 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bonython 2905
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am deeply concerned about and object to the draft Special Activation Precinct plan.
Although some items, such as he sou hern connection road for Jindabyne, are excellent and long overdue, the plan relys too heavily on
commercialisation.
I feel this plan will destroy he natural beauty and alpine atmosphere/feel. These are he very things that attract people to the area.
I would hope this plan is rejected in full and is revisited with greater community consultation, not just consultation with those who may profit from his
plan.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:30:19 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 23:30
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2259
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please respect he fact that with what little wilderness we have left in this world, chipping away at the small pockets of wilderness we do have is simply
unacceptable. The idea of four wheel drives and helicopters shuttling the masses to places hat previously required a great deal of effort and
prepara ion to access is going to invariably lead to desecra ion of a fragile ecosystem that is already being overused I understand that demand is there
but sometimes the promise of short term gains must be resisted for long term goal of preserving our precious alpine region for generations to come so
they can still experience natural wilderness areas and enjoy what the have to offer which nothing man made can match...
Thanks for your consideration

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 8:27:40 AM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 08:27
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Kalkite 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I have concerns over some aspects of the SAP proposals. The sport and educa ion section seems to conflict in parts with what we have been told as a
community about the new school builds.
1. The inclusion of shared community use facilities on school grounds - possible safety risk to students.
2. The inclusion of athlete, coach and support staff accommodation adjacent to he school site who essentially form part of he general public possible safety risk to students.
3. Safety concerns over student pedestrian and bike access whilst this plan is being finalised as school site should be opera ional very early in the
process.
I would appreciate you considering and looking into these aspects of the plan. Thank you.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:51:35 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Bargo 2574
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral, Object
Submission
I do not support the destruction of the natural beauty in he snowy mountains, as it is you lock people out as to not disturb the natural beauties of the
place and now you want to develop it. Shame.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:06:02 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:05
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Captains flat
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is some of the most beautiful land in Australia and developing it will ruin what exists there.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 15 August 2021 4:41:17 PM

Submitted on Sun, 15/08/2021 - 16:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I would like to iden ify AGED CARE as a major issue.
We need a location just out of town but still linked into the local transport services.
A HEALTH CAMPUS would house multiple services and facilities.
The main facili ies would be a Hospital, Aged care facility and a Respite Day Care Centre.
Office space could be made available for Home Care Package co-ordinator as well as the Aged Care Assessment Team.
With this HOSPITAL BASE to service all tourists and residents for this growing area.
BUT WITH A DIFFERENCE
If a commercial kitchen is located on the campus it could be run as an independent service. Providing all meals for the Aged Care facility, Day Care
Centre and Hospital.
Other services could be Meals-on-wheels, Home Care Packages, Homeless shelters.
Also if a commercial laundry is located on the campus it also could run as an independent service. Providing laundry services for the Aged Care
facility, Day Care Centre, Hospital, Ambulance and Medical centres. Also during the winter season contract some extra services to the mountain
lodges as needed.
An Education Centre could be included for ongoing training for all staff. TAFE and Universities could be interested in placement education.
These services could provide permanent full-time and part-time employment as well as training possibilities in Nursing and Aged Care.
This CAMPUS could encompass Ambulance station, Medical centres (GP and Specialist services), Hospital as well as Age Care facili ies.
A Helicopter pad to service the mountain rescue and community needs.
This UNIQUE CAMPUS could be a Quality Service to this region which is sadly lacking good medical services.
Regards
Retired Registered Nurse/ Director of Nursing (Aged Care)

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 14 August 2021 11:43:17 AM

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 11:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
More should be planned for Arts in the community.
At least, allocation of land for a beautiful Regional Art Gallery ( similar to he Northern Rivers Art Gallery in Murwillumbah).
Precedent above, being for allowing the region to develop a Contemporary Art Gallery at the same standard.
It would become a Major Tourist attraction as well.
Regards
Resident of MOONBAH
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 14 August 2021 11:56:37 AM

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 11:56
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I believe we should have decently sizes block of land with parking allowed in the street
Otherwise, at town will turn into a SLUM / GETO.
We are a COUNTRY TOWN not a dirty city.
Regards
Resident of MOONBAH
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 14 August 2021 11:52:11 AM

Submitted on Sat, 14/08/2021 - 11:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We seriously need more health services for the community and tourists.
We need a HOSPITAL planned for with enough land to develop.
A mul i disciplinary Service campus for a major growing area.
The campus could cover a hospital, ambulance station, helicopter pad, medical centre/ specialist centre, aged care facilities (permanent and daycare
services) out of town with transport services available.
Regards
Resident of MOONBAH

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 2:42:43 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 14:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Hobart
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please value natural values above economic or tourism values.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 4 July 2021 12:56:02 PM

Submitted on Sun, 04/07/2021 - 12:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Cammeray 2062
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Seemed generally OK, but a glaring omission is that there is no provision for a connection to a future Sydney / Canberra / Melbourne high speed rail
link. Sadly, it's not going to happen tomorrow, but this is a 40-year plan and within that time frame it is reasonable to expect that high-speed rail will be
built.
Wouldn't it be fantastic if one could access the Snowy Mountains without a 6-hour drive from Sydney!
At the very least, there should be an area reserved in the new Jindabyne town area for a possible future station.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:45:57 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:03
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2580
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
The Snowy Mountain SAP should not go ahead. The proposals contained in it are completely antithetical to the role of KNP as a national PARK. Under
no circumstances should such a fragile and unique landscape come under the control of a department whose aim is to undertake development, not
conserva ion or preservation, which is the purpose of national parks. The scale and character of the proposed developments will fundamentally change
the amenity of many areas of park as well as the visitor experience in favour of artificial structures, noise and traffic, all of which will fundamentally
destroy the experience for the tens of thousands of visitors who value its characteristics as a natural, not built environment. The park is already under
severe pressure from climate change, weeds, Snowy 2.0 and he government's complete failure to manage feral horse numbers as well as other
damaging feral animal numbers. The management and control of KNP should remain under the remit of he Department of Environment and Heritage
and it should be managed to preserve its unique natural, cultural and heritage characteristics for all Australians and for the future. The Snowy
Mountains SAP should be rejected.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 10:53:05 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 10:52
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Aranda 2614
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is completely unnecessary & ruins a national treasure. This landscape is beautiful in its natural & doesn’t require irreversible damage for the sake
of profit. It is greedy & shows no appreciation for his part of Australia.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 10:32:57 AM

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 10:32
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Georgetown NSW
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to planned development proceeding in this natural National Park lands. I object to such development including 4wd driving and other
destructive activities to be allowed to proceed. There are plenty of areas such ac ivities could be established.
We all need to respect and enjoy the area in its natural state hat is to allow the natural flora & fauna to flourish.
Thankyou.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:46:18 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3060
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave such a beautiful area alone, open it all up to people, who can explore it as it is. Stop destroying our beautiful country.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

cycle ways, bus transit lanes etc. We believe strongly in NOT reducing the two lanes into one.
2. Parking.
Parking space helps drives commercial success.
is concerned of the lack of parking men ion in the plan. It is understood that it may well
appear in the delivered plan, however
believes strongly that there is the need for substantially more parking opportunities along the
different nodes (foreshore, shopping, tourism areas, parking and ride). Further it’s the belie
that parking will remain at the forefront of
residential growth. Cars, being the preferred Australian choice for transport will remain so for the SAP time horizon. Fuel source and size may change,
by personal transport concept will not. As to the size, we see larger cars on Australian road as well as caravans and motor homes. These must be
catered for in any delivered plan.
Associated with parking are intelligent signs that point drivers to available parking spots. This technology may also be used to provide information to
parking at the Ski tubes, Perisher and Thredbo. This sort of information may also assist the public in making the decision to use public transport.
3. Tourism Specific Attractions
The specific purpose of increasing the tourism demand on the snowy mountains away from winter to provide a year-round destination will need to have
added availability for tourism activities. In this regard
fully supports the proposed Mountain Bike Park and marvels at the possibilities of
the gondola idea.
However, we have equal weighting to the ideas for a:
· Indoor entertainment facility.
· Art, Culture and heritage centre.
· Lake specific tourism venture including boat service
believes that a sustainable Jindabyne is one that offers more than an accommodation base for the mountain activities. Hence, we fully
endorse any project that bring tourism into the area in the off-winter times.
4. Growth vs Catalyst focus
supports the premise behind he activation of the western foreshore, however splitting the SAP into Grow h and Catalyst zones seems
counter intuitive. Why is the West catalyst and not the East? Our rational is that the east is ready for development now whereas the land to the west
maybe some years away from development.
We understand the need for council to resume governance of large parts of Jindabyne, though we would think it more pragmatic to define growth and
catalyst in terms of activity rather geography. Case in point is the land sold by Snowy Hydro.
These parcels of land are strategic in location and should be seen a poten ial catalyst projects. Is it not possible for catalyst project to be deemed
commercial in nature (tourism accommodation, eco resorts, golf course, retail etc) and growth to be residential and repurposing?
Despite the focus we do support the rezoning of the western foreshore for commercial ac ivities such as eco resorts and o her attractions, with the
proviso that the accommoda ion split is conserved to ensure seasonal workers and staff are accommodated into the mix and associated activity
development (golf course etc) be part of the ini ial development and not be allowed to be relegated to later phases of development.
5. Lake Foreshore
Without doubt a signature project for Jindabyne. The project to complete the reconnection to the foreshore, allowing space for public to enjoy the lake
at various water levels. Adding the ability to facilitate an additional Commercial precinct, potentially linked with other parts of the lake community via
boat is truly exciting. Our two concerns would be to ensure public space remain a public space without encroachment of commercial activity, plus, that
the visual impact of any commercial development is in keeping with the nature of the lake. A square glass filled 6 storey building is not the ideal to
strive for.
In that regard we again understand that the delivery plan will outline some of the permissible design attributes such as colour, height and aesthetics,
though we believe they are integral with the master plan that they should have been included.
In conclusion, we reiterate our support for the SAP project. We believe the delivery plan will be key.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

Response and submission to
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Draft Master Plan
Background:
is the lead business organisation
representing the interest of local businesses. The membership is represented of a
board section of community.
has a tourism focused online presence
‘Destination Jindabyne’ whose prevue is to generate increased opportunities within
Jindabyne.
lobbying is at the heart of the Go Jindabyne Project and
has been a supportive of the subsequent SAP master Plan.
is made up of local business people and has a good
diversity of ages, gender, business experience and time spent in the community.
This submission is completed on behalf of
. Individual members businesses have been encouraged to
contribute to the entire process and has been asked to make individual and specific
submissions based on their experiences.
fundamentally supports the objectives of the SAP, that being to
broaden the period to which tourism provides economic prosperity to the region. We
are supportive of the long-term vision and the investment to be made by the State
Government.
In our support we believe it not overly critical in making comment of the master plan
lack the articulation of a vision. We believe that there needs to be a powerful catch
all description of what Jindabyne and the Snowy Mountains would represent moving
forward.
This vision should include a growing active full-time population, a pristine high
altitude tourism location rich in adventure, culture, heritage (indigenous and
western), and of course climate change.
Specific comments on important elements of the draft Master Plan:
1.

The Southern Connector

fully supports the concept of a reconnected foreshore. This
reconnection has the ability of allowing the construction of a main street and civic
centre. We understand the importance of creating the road to expose more land
opportunities and certainly understand the importance of direct access for the new
school precinct. What we have difficulties in understanding is the plans desire to only
have one lane each way on both the connector road as well as Kosciuszko Road. In
the past we have submitted the idea of land bridges to make the connection. We
believe that if the connector road to be financially supportive as a catalyst project
that it be designed with two lanes or an over generous allotment of width to allow for

turning into future development. At the same time, we submit not to reduce the width
of the Kosciuszko Road, but to have timed allocation for parking, cycle ways, bus
transit lanes etc. We believe strongly in NOT reducing the two lanes into one.
2.

Parking.

Parking space helps drives commercial success.
is concerned of the
lack of parking mention in the plan. It is understood that it may well appear in the
delivered plan, however
believes strongly that there is the need for
substantially more parking opportunities along the different nodes (foreshore,
shopping, tourism areas, parking and ride). Further it’s the belief of
that
parking will remain at the forefront of residential growth. Cars, being the preferred
Australian choice for transport will remain so for the SAP time horizon. Fuel source
and size may change, by personal transport concept will not. As to the size, we see
larger cars on Australian road as well as caravans and motor homes. These must be
catered for in any delivered plan.
Associated with parking are intelligent signs that point drivers to available parking
spots. This technology may also be used to provide information to parking at the Ski
tubes, Perisher and Thredbo. This sort of information may also assist the public in
making the decision to use public transport.
3.

Tourism Specific Attractions

The specific purpose of increasing the tourism demand on the snowy mountains
away from winter to provide a year-round destination will need to have added
availability for tourism activities. In this regard,
fully supports the
proposed Mountain Bike Park and marvels at the possibilities of the gondola idea.
However, we have equal weighting to the ideas for a:
ꞏ
Indoor entertainment facility.
ꞏ
Art, Culture and heritage centre.
ꞏ
Lake specific tourism venture including boat service
believes that a sustainable Jindabyne is one that offers more than an
accommodation base for the mountain activities. Hence, we fully endorse any project
that bring tourism into the area in the off-winter times.
4.

Growth vs Catalyst focus

supports the premise behind the activation of the western foreshore,
however splitting the SAP into Growth and Catalyst zones seems counter intuitive.
Why is the West catalyst and not the East? Our rational is that the east is ready for
development now whereas the land to the west maybe some years away from
development.
We understand the need for council to resume governance of large parts of
Jindabyne, though we would think it more pragmatic to define growth and catalyst in
terms of activity rather geography. Case in point is the land sold by Snowy Hydro.
These parcels of land are strategic in location and should be seen a potential
catalyst projects. Is it not possible for catalyst project to be deemed commercial in

nature (tourism accommodation, eco resorts, golf course, retail etc) and growth to be
residential and repurposing?
Despite the focus we do support the rezoning of the western foreshore for
commercial activities such as eco resorts and other attractions, with the proviso that
the accommodation split is conserved to ensure seasonal workers and staff are
accommodated into the mix and associated activity development (golf course etc) be
part of the initial development and not be allowed to be relegated to later phases of
development.
5.

Lake Foreshore

Without doubt a signature project for Jindabyne. The project to complete the
reconnection to the foreshore, allowing space for public to enjoy the lake at various
water levels. Adding the ability to facilitate an additional Commercial precinct,
potentially linked with other parts of the lake community via boat is truly exciting. Our
two concerns would be to ensure public space remain a public space without
encroachment of commercial activity, plus, that the visual impact of any commercial
development is in keeping with the nature of the lake. A square glass filled 6 storey
building is not the ideal to strive for.
In that regard we again understand that the delivery plan will outline some of the
permissible design attributes such as colour, height and aesthetics, though we
believe they are integral with the master plan that they should have been included.
In conclusion, we reiterate our support for the SAP project. We believe the delivery
plan will be key.
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I object to the proposal
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:57:22 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:57
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2209
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
How the hell is this even up for debate? One of the greatest nature reserves on the planet and its up for privatisation. Are you guys normal? I don't
even have to add facts or figures to prove this is a bad idea as it shouldn't of even made it this far, do your damn job and stop pussy footing around
with this idiotic plans. Just reject hem ffs, you don't need the people to object or approve this one is pretty obvious
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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What a waste of a national park, totally wrong and ridiculous.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I object to the plans being made by John Barilaro to build a resort.
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Yes
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Generally I think that the SAP provides an opportunity for tourism grow h in this area and it is being done well. However there are a few sticking points:
1. The southern connector intersection with the Barry Way gives me huge cause for concern. There is not enough informa ion on what it will
be.. another roundabout or a set of lights? This needs to be clear because a roundabout will cause the same amount of traffic build up down the Barry
Way that was previously at Kosciuszko Road. You are just moving the problem!!
And in fact making it worse if he school and more commercial and residential options are now available up the Barry Way. Traffic lights or a flyover
are required here!!
2. The educa ion zone with shared facilities for junior and high school is again just movement of the same problem we already have. Give the junior
and high school separate play areas (including a separate oval space) and separate assembly halls so hey can be completely independent but
combine when they want to.
3. We need access to more areas at the lake side for the public. Removing hatchery Bay to become a tourist area means that there is no longer an
area to access the lake with a dog and or a boat along that stretch...we are limited to the curiosity rocks bay and the claypits. That is insufficient when
you consider the tourists that already line those areas with pop up tents for their wake boarding boats all day every day in summer. That enviornment
is not safe for young children and dogs.
We used hatchery Bay as it was quieter and safer for the kids and the dogs.
Consider opening up another one of those bays along he Kosciuszko road area as a public access place to the lake but not within the national park so
we can still take our dogs to the lake.
I truly hope you have considered the impacts of reducing lake access and improving traffic flow in an area that is heavily impacted 2 seasons a year
and you want to make it year round. I appreciate we need more infrastructure...but don't take away the green space and access to the lake that we
have as more crowds and less area will just make the problem worse!
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:49:47 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Ocean Shores 2483
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object
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I am writing to oppose the proposed development in Kosciuszko National Park.
This site is not suitable for development of this scale. It will compromise and diminish the ecological values of the park.
Commercial development of this type is not appropriate in a national park and I believe contradicts the principles of the National Park and Wildlife Act,
requiring the conservation of nature, and for the ecological integrity of this area to be protected for future generations.
It is not sustainable visitor use hat is compatible with the conservation of natural and cultural values.
The huge increase in accomodation is inappropriate, as is more carparks, and helicopter flights onto the ski fields. The proposals to allow four-wheel
drives on open walking tracks and to heat the waters at Yarrangobilly hermal pools is a unnecessary and obscene perversion of the beauty of these
natural areas.
Personally I feel shocked and disappointed he government has submitted this proposal. This is our common wealth and it is being handed over to
private business interests that have financial gain not nature conservation values as their primary motivation. I am disgusted that John Barilaro MP has
been given control over this process. He has no regard for ecology, and leaves a trail of environmental destruction in his wake. The damage he has
already allowed by letting brumbies in the park has been documented and condemned elsewhere.
This iconic national park is already being subjected to the Snowy 2 hydro project. Please reject this proposal to commercialise our national park.
Please do not overturn the principals on the NPW Act.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Overrall I dont like anything about the development in the national park, it seems to be skewed towards the wealthy and not for the enjoyment of the
area by all. The alpine environment in Australia is scarce and needs to be continuued to be protected from this proposed needless development.
Specific issues I have with the park currently and proposed plans;
-- Reinstate actual camping in the national parks i.e. don't mind a small walk to tent.
Currently with the "COVID" booking system he diggings, island bend and ngarigo campsites are regularly booked out, and yet I still struggle to park
my car and set up my tent because here are multiple 18ft caravans parked in he campsites allocated. Addi ionally, I enjoy camping, and I regularly do
so to enjoy nature not to listen to generators - I really hought that this sort of setup was what he caravan parks in town were for. Also vans are being
driven up over grassy sections making the areas to pitch tents muddy and rutted i.e. at ngarigo
Suggest;
Build a site specific place for the campervans and caravans i.e. google michinoeki (japanese roadside station), provide toilets, bins, security and
showers, which will in turn take care of he accommodation issue in the short term. The van lifers are apart of ski culture in many different ski towns
around the world, but wi h the existing management plan being to just push them out of town is contribut⁹ing to the ruining of the national park
campsites, as well as he ruining of other land in the area from having to try and evade authorities. Sure hey dont spend up big on accommodation,
but you will find that they spend money in the local shops and at the ski resorts.

-- No helicopters as transport in the national park. Firstly, I enjoy waking up to he thredbo river and wildlife whilst camping and do not need to be
woken by an overhead helicopter. Secondly, has the person who has suggested this aware of the usual weather patterns i.e. wind. Thirdly, again the
alpine area in Australia is scarce, it isn't Canada with endless snow, stop treating it like it is.
-- No eyesore viewing deck at Porcupine, keep the skyline natural along the alpine way.
-- No glamping pods - this just creates a precedence where people with money can buy wilderness, locking out those with less. This is seen in various
other national parks around the country, please refer to this ar icle https://wild.com.au/conservation/luxury-lodges-means-wilderness-lost/
-- Good to see some thinking outside the box, but no a chair lift up the Thredbo valley is a ridiculous proposal, firstly a car can travel much faster, then
there is the necessary maintenance and weather conditions to consider.
I do not have any specific objections to the Jindabyne town end of the development. The town as it is now is not fit for purpose for example; even with
50% COVID capacity on a Tuesday night, I could not find a place to sit down and eat for dinner despite the usual places being open and hat is wi h
75% of the usual peak season population not in Jindabyne i.e. Sydney Lockdown. I have also stayed in several different "cabins" and "hotels" during
the Sydney lockdown for a fraction of the usual price and have found them to be very run down and in need of maintenance, why anyone would accept
the usual prices for these places is unfathomable, and speaks volumes of he housing crisis Jindabyne curren ly has.
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Leave it how it is
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 2:34:15 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 14:34
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Weetangera ACT 2614
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
In Jindabyne, the by-pass will do a lot to make the town more functional but there will still be too many people stopping in Jindabyne on he way
through, combined with he rush of resort workers at peak times for a two-lane Kosciuszko Road to work. By all means install the by-pass, but leave
the main road through town as it is.
A place for people to park vans, caravans etc wi hout being moved on by authorities or paying someone hundreds of dollars to be provided with no
services is sorely needed. Situa ions like that in he clay pits, Pender Lea and now any other space that can be found are making it clear that there not
all who enjoy visiting the area are being catered to. If litter is a concern, provide bins. If human waste is a concern, provide toilets. If safety is a
concern, then crime in the area must be a concern and more police should be stationed in the town, otherwise here is no issue. If he hit businesses
take is a concern, then it is a wake up call that people are in fact not willing to pay the going
rate for accommodation which has a reputation for being excessive and prevents a lot more people from visiting the region.
Forget glamping, no one is interested. There a many loyal long term visitors who using simple camping at exis ing sites to have an affordable stay.
Such visitors may not spend a premium on accommodation but they do contribute to economy. If anything, there should be more free and accessible
camping in the national park or else many will not stay as long when they visit or may stop coming altogether. Contrary to he claim in the master plan,
cabin style accommodation at Island Bend will actually deter visitors looking for a nature-based experience. It is already fit for purpose. Those who use
this site now will not go near it if the proposed changes are made. If you need evidence for this, I would point out hat his year, NPWS campsites were
heavily booked for weeks in advance while holiday park campsites could often be booked on the day of arrival even when they would be charging
around $100.
Keep snow play out of resorts. It is for people who spend a tiny frac ion of he money that skiers and boarders do but still put pressure on resort
facilities such as parking and amenities not to mention adding to the traffic. Adaminaby and Kiandra areas have huge untapped potential for this.
The idea of a gondola between Jindabyne, Bullocks Flat and Thredbo might be he most absurd idea in the proposal. Anyone who understands the
basics of how this machinery works and what it is capable of would not even entertain the notion. The reasons I say this would fill a book. I say his
with the expertise of someone who once spent nearly a decade opera ing and maintaining such machinery.
The idea of helicopter transfers between Jindabyne and the resorts is very questionable. It is such a short trip it would save no time and the noise
would would make everyone unhappy. People who live in Thredbo do not want helicopters taking off and landing there all the time, nor does anyone
else visiting for hat matter. The only reason to use this service would be to flaunt ones wealth. The industry should be working towards shedding its
reputation of being for the wealthy inner-city types. This will only make that reputation worse. People not interested in this service (as in, almost
everyone) will start to hate the place and leave.
It is about time the region targeted a more diverse market. This season should demonstrate that being so dependent on Sydney people is a mistake. I
live in Canberra now, a city that is growing towards half a million people and is close enough for these people to make day trips to he Snowy
Mountains. Yet I rarely, if ever, come across any material promoting the Snowies to Canberrans. Given the socio-economic status of the ACT, his is a
huge opportunity missed. I frequen ly meet people who have lived in Canberra for decades who have never even thought about going to he snow. The
tourism study attached to the master plan asked the Sydney population what would make hem interested in visiting. There is no need to radically
change the location for the sake of one population when targe ing a broader market has not even been tried. Which brings me to another point: when
Sydney people do travel to he region, it can hardly cope with the numbers. I do not understand why it would help to have even more.
Thank you for allowing the public to comment on the draft, I appreciate the effort made to understand the area and the people who use it. I make these
comments as someone who has lived and worked there in both summer and winter for many years and now makes very frequent visits. This gives me

the perspectives of a seasonal worker, permanent resident and that of a regular visitor.
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Some things are better left untouched, focus on removing the brumbies that do more harm than good
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:59:44 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
From: Long term Local Resident, Property Owner in Kalkite, Local business owner.
Heading: Town Centre and Foreshore
Sub Heading: All 3 - Support, Comment and Objections
Reference: - Page 42 – Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Like (Support)
Support increased pedestrian / cycle access and a reinvigoration of the foreshore for public use.
Year-round event space at the Claypits. This area is highly utilised already and due for a great infrastructure and amenities update.
Streets designed for people – Kalkite St, Snowy River Ave and he lower part of Thredbo Tce, I support to make far more pedestrian friendly.
Retention of the current NPWS Visitors Centre and integrating this into a “Town Square” idea wi h a community building and plaza area behind the
Memorial Hall.
Do NOT believe and OBJECT that the building of new shops that will impact the views of he existing town Centre are relevant to the vision of he
planners. It removes yet more parking which is already in short supply.
Redevelopment of the Mitre 10 corner (Thredbo Tce, Snowy River Ave) into something more appropriate to the Town Square. Mitre 10 should be in
Leesville. This place is better served as retail / tourist accommodation.
Aged Care Facility – This is mentioned briefly in the SAP but needs to be activated and integrated.
Community Facilities that also cater to tourists for poor weather days eg: Library, upgrade of the cinema, arts spaces, heritage centres, gym, climbing
wall.
Redevelopment of the existing school site to incorporate a range of the community services and civic buildings.
Health Services upgrade to more suitable locations eg: Current school site.
Support the beautifica ion/ upgrade of many of he current buildings in town to have a more alpine feel. EG: Town Centre, Razorback Plaza, Lakeview
Plaza
Support the growth for a second, more accessible supermarket.
Inclusive outdoor play spaces need to be expanded.
Redevelopment of the Lake Jindabyne Hotel.
Youth Hub at the existing school site with additional facilities eg Basketball Half Court
Upgrade shared path on ForeshoreRevegetation and clean up of area around Curiosity Rocks
Neutral –
Beach at Rydges. While a nice idea, it’s not well thought out, especially given the working nature of Lake Jindabyne as a functional dam. Limited
usage in late summer. It also has a major storm water outlet nearby and is not a great place to swim.
There has been a jetty/pontoon here in the past and it spent much of it’s time unused and high/dry on he mud.
This would be better served at the far more utilised area at the Claypits, along wi h a "water park" concept to focus new play and activity at the site.
Dislike (Object)

Kosciuszko Road should remain as a 4-lane road, with the outer lanes utilised as clearways for event parking.
If there is concern about pedestrian crossing, then add traffic lights or over/underpasses. By putting this down to a 2-lane road it has the poten ial on
busy days to grind the traffic in town to a halt, which already currently happens.
I am not happy hat he NRMA Holiday Park is being moved out in favour of an expensive “signature” development. This just unfortunately would cater
predominantly to the well heeled and to move the well established and busy tourist park currently in town to a location further away from the town
centre where these people will then need to drive to access retail / food / services.
Development of any accommodation that exceeds 3 storeys and impact existing town lake views.
Overdevelopment of he lake foreshore. This needs to remain as a public space. The concept of a Western JIndabyne is not appropriate as it will
overdevelop the Lake foreshore and is contrary to aims of SAP to enhance the reason to visit Jindabyne as a destination.
Additional comment
The focus of this part of the SAP appears to be almost en irely on economic factors and tourism rather than making our town more functional for he
community (both present and in the future).
This town does not need more coffee shops / café. It has a far greater need for community and social infrastructure. These things are mentioned, but
do not make a highlighted appearance and I fear that the large bulk of the development opportunities opened up here will be seen as just another
opportunity to continue on with the same old theme of fleecing winter tourism and the growing summer tourist market. This summer market is still a
minor driver and will likely be some years to balance for all year round tourism and business activation.
Any further development in Banjo Patterson Park needs to include the facilitation of a suitable Soldiers Memorial before it worries about more
playground equipment.
Keep in mind that this park occasionally goes under water when the dam height is high.
Boardwalks on the lakeshore are completely unnecessary. They are costly and not required given the current 100% lakeshore access that already
exists.
Retention of the current Disc Golf Course as a community facility which encourages diversity for a wide age range. This is far more popular than you
may realise.
Encouragement for business and all future accommoda ion be built to high eco standards, with integra ion of green energy solutions and green
spaces.
This is fitting with the vision of the alpine area and should be something that we take pride in, both now in the present and into the future.
The proposal for 3-5 storeys will create narrow, windy and shaded corridors which in winter will be cold, icy and slippery.
Look overseas to Niseko, Japan or Copper Mountain, Colorado as examples of poor multi storey designed accommodation blocks. These are out of
context for Australian regional places and towns.
The original Go Jindabyne meetings clearly demonstrated that community opinion was very much against high rise development.
Lower style, mixed development up to three storeys would not impede lake views and the feeling of open mountain and lake vistas. These need to be
planned well as is demonstrated in more urban locations.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:21:17 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Canberra 2604
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Subject: Submission Suppor ing the SM SAP Master Plan and PoM Amendments.

To: Manager, NPWS Planning Evaluation and Assessment; Executive Director, DPIE Key Sites and Regional Assessments

CC: Hon. Deputy Premier John Barilaro, Hon. Mat hew Kean, Minister for Energy and Environment

Dear Ms Sargeant

We appreciate your work to date releasing the Snowy Mountains Special Activa ions Precinct Plan and related Plan of Management Amendments for
exhibition.

As a Business Owner/Sublessee at Thredbo Resort, I was excited to see the SAP’s plans to improve access to the Alpine Resorts, which will ensure
that they remain premier destinations for Alpine Tourism over he life of he SAP. Alpine Resorts were created within the National Park to ensure that
ac ivities are concentrated in appropriate places and managed in an environmentally sustainable way that is compatible with the goals of the Park.

I believe that the draft SAP and PoM amendments reinforce these objectives. The only way that we can protect our park and environment is to share
its attributes with Australian and international visitors, and the plan will ensure that this can happen in a sustainable way with acceptable impacts on
the community of Jindabyne and the National Park. Ensuring that these areas, which form less than 1% of he National Park are well supported to
meet demand will improve the experience of visitors, boost the reputation of the region, and ensure that the broader park can con inue to be protected.

As an Alpine Stakeholder, I want to draw attention to the significance of the payments made by Alpine Resorts and their visitors, including myself, to
the NPWS estate, which funds environmental conservation and research works across the entire State of NSW. The Plan appropriately proposes that
some of these funds are spent to improve the experience and sustainability of the Alpine Resorts, which form a part of the NSW Crown Estate.
Implementing he SAP Master Plan and engaging with the Alpine Resorts will ensure that they can sustainably meet the demands of visitors by putting
accommodation where people want to stay, addressing road conges ion, and investing in climate-change adaptation. All these actions will support he
future of the Snowy Mountains Region throughout the life of the SAP and assist in the recovery of a region that has been challenged by bushfire and
two-years of COVID-19 related closures.

For the reasons above, I urge you to continue to develop the SAP Master Plan and support the Snowy Mountains through its implementation.

Yours Sincerely,
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Dear DPIE,
I was very interested to read the Snowy Mountains SAP Master Plan. Overall, I hought there were some good ideas for Jindabyne but I reject the
proposed amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management that create new private commercial interests within he national park.
The National Parks and Wildlife Act and the history of Kosciuszko National Park itself are clear that the park exists primarily for conservation. I can
accept the need for increased accommodation and facilities wi hin the existing alpine resort footprint to cater for growth but there is no justification for
new private accommodation or 4WD or helicopter tours within he national park. These activi ies will all displace existing park users and significan ly
downgrade the alpine experience of all other park users. There is no reason these business ventures cannot be pursued outside the park.
To be honest, the Snowy Mountains SAP gets off to a poor start by using a word that is not part of the English language in its vision statement
('unfounded'?!), and having two resorts transposed in the key Alpine Precinct map (figure 27), but the rest of he document is better.
I support sensible and sensitive development within the Jindabyne Precinct. It is a beautiful town whose 'centre' has moved around as new
developments have moved the retail and civic centres over the years I have been visiting (since the 1980s). I support continued growth and
redevelopment to suit the needs of Jindabyne residents while retaining the public spaces and views that help make Jindabyne special. Development
should not encroach on the Jindabyne foreshore park, and I would suggest the new school is a key community facility that should be located closer to
the centre.
Plans for the Jindabyne Growth Precinct hinge on whe her the forecast growth is achieved. Development should concentrate on existing infrastructure,
certainly in the short to medium term, so as to retain existing amenity and options for as long as possible. It would be very sad to see piecemeal
development of these areas.
The Alpine Precinct plans fall into two categories: development of the alpine resorts, which I cautiously support within existing footprints; and new
private commercial developments, which I oppose.
Improvements in building energy efficiency, renewable energy, water efficiency and sewage management should make it possible to cater for the 40%
increase in resort visitors forecast in the proposed amendments to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management within he exis ing resort
footprint. In that context, I support the redevelopment of existing buildings to cater for growth and deliver better building performance. However, I am
wary because he maps of 'in-fill' development in the Snowy Mountains SAP clearly show greenfields developments, which I do not support.
I reject the proposals to build a fishing lodge at the old Thredbo rangers sta ion (Alpine accommodation, p 110) and a caravan park at Island Bend
(Alpine camping, p 120). There is no reason hese business ventures cannot be pursued outside the national park, as demonstrated by the many
existing lodges and caravan parks in adjacent areas. The Snowy Mountains SAP makes no mention of alternative basic camping sites to replace the
loss of Island Bend. Further, proposed expansion of facilities at Sawpit Creek, Waste Point and around Jindabyne make hese developments
unnecessary.
The proposals in Visitor Access (p 124) are potentially the best ideas in the Snowy Mountains SAP for genuinely improving the residents' and visitor
experience of he Snowy Mountains. Substantial increases in the availability and capacity of public transport could solve many of the crowding issues
experienced in peak season (in town, on the road, in the resorts) and support better distribution of services and ac ivities across he region. The
Skitube has been a disappointment since the day it opened, being too expensive to be a viable alternative to private transport. Decades of debate
about the Perisher carpark could be solved by making Skitube more affordable. The popularity of existing shuttle services within the resorts proves that
people are open to the idea, so I strongly support proposals to extend shuttle services all the way back to Jindabyne. Again, if these were competitively

priced, many parking and traffic issues could disappear. Park-and-ride facilities would also be obvious new tourist centres that facilities, services and
businesses could cluster around.
I'm not convinced of the need for a viewing platform at Porcupine Rocks (p 128). They are a superb natural lookout. It might be OK if required for
conserva ion but it's not required for tourism.
Providing a shuttle service from Charlottes Pass (or even Perisher) resort to the turning circle (p 131) would be a welcome development. I don't think
anyone would miss the kerbside parking, though I would note he shuttle might need to transport bikes and overnight packs as well as day walkers.
I flatly reject the proposal for regular helicopter flights in the national park (p 131). There is no jus ification. They will ruin the natural setting and bush
experience for all other park users.
Overall, the Snowy Mountains SAP is a mixed bag, with some good ideas for the Jindabyne Precinct, some ideas that need to prove their necessity in
the Jindabyne Growth Precinct, and some sensible ideas to cater for growth and some silly business speculation in the Alpine Precinct. I enjoy a wide
range of outdoor ac ivities in the Snowy Mountains year round, and am happy to share with others, but I strongly object to proposals to privatise and
commercialise the national park, ruin the surrounding landscape or destroy the tranquility of the bush. Development needs to retain what makes the
mountains special.
I have no reportable political donations to declare.
Regards,
Canberra
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Submission
My submission is in the attachment. I am mostly supportive of he plans for Jindabyne. I am totally opposed to most plans proposed for the resorts.
This is a National Park. Skiing in Australia is not a long-term investment. Kosciuszko National Park burns; hot. SAP $ are precious; don't blow it all on
something that will be burnt down. I am, however, very supportive of the proposal for buses linking Jindy and the resorts.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Snowy Mountains SAP Draft Master Plan
Carrying capacity
There should not be an increase in bed numbers or significant new infrastructure within alpine
resorts as:
‐ If the SAP is based on science, then why/how could you consider increasing development in
a ski resort in Australia? The ski industry in Australia has best 20 years. After this time it will
be incredibly marginal and not worth investing in. Already, businesses are trying to make
virtually all of their money (particularly for Perisher/Charlottes Pass/Selwyn) in just 3‐3.5
months. They have 12 months worth of bills/maintenance and so it is incredibly hard to
make money from it. In 10‐20 years this will be totally unviable. Surely with the precious SAP
$ you would not waste it on spending money for a very short term opportunity!?!
‐ As we saw in 2019/20, Kosciuszko NP can experience very severe and life threatening fires.
There are few escape routes from the resorts out of the National Park. In severe fires, ALL
people are forced to leave the National Park. Building more infrastructure within the
National Park will put more lives at risk, create more traffic congestion leaving the park in
times of severe weather and put more pressure on authorities to remove and account for
people at the resorts
‐ People with houses/units/hotels within the resorts already have a very hard time trying to
find affordable insurance cover given the fire risk. This will only increase over time
‐ If the SAP is about environmental sustainability and best management planning, then you
don’t go building more infrastructure in outlier locations; you increase infrastructure in the
main node of Jindabyne. It costs much more to build and service developments in these
outlier locations. Buildings in resorts are much more expensive to heat, maintain and service
then at lower elevations nearer to larger centres and services/trades people
‐ It is widely known that the number of beds within resorts is already well over what is legally
allowed. This will just make it worse
‐ There is no policing of bed numbers
‐ People are not supposed to live all year round within a National park and yet they obviously
are. This will make it worse
‐ Increasing bed numbers will just increase the number of people skiing. The resorts are
already at capacity. Unless there are major upgrades to lift speeds that can reduce lift lines
then the result will be a poorer outcome for all. Faster lifts will not reduce congestion on the
actual ski slopes

Transport
There is an important need for cheap/subsidised public transport between Jindabyne and the ski
resorts. Public transport from the airport, Cooma and Canberra is also important.

Curiosity Rocks
As part of protecting Curiosity Rocks, there is an important need to limit vehicle access around this
part of the Lake. There are currently many cars travelling all around this important area when they
don’t need to. There are also, of course, far too many people doing stupid things with their vehicles,
including being bogged trying to cross flooded areas. Designated and properly bollarded carparks are
required in this vicinity.

There is also an important need for tree planting and weed control in this area.
Waterfront park
Do we really need the concrete and over‐development to create a waterfront park. People can swim
virtually anywhere around the Lake, so why try and have everyone in one place? The natural granite
is a nicer backdrop then all of the concrete.

Town square
I like the idea of the town square, more ‘people friendly’ walkways, landscaping and public spaces.
The upgrade of civic buildings to create a library is sorely needed. However, these building also need
to include large halls to hold large events and including a stage, for people/groups to hold
concerts/events.
There is an important need to establish public FREE areas with a roof as there is currently very little
to do with your family when it is raining or cold/windy – apart from pay money to go to a café, play
squash or go to the pool.

Aged care
Aged care in Jindabyne is VITAL. It should be one of the most important outcomes of the SAP.

Mountain bike and adventure park
This is an important initiative. Mountain biking is huge and growing. The local area already has a big
name but this could be very much enhanced through this development. The fact that it is right next
to Jindabyne is one of the most important features. THIS is where development should be occurring,
not within the National Park – just like other comparable centres like Queenstown in NZ. And
everyone loves a gondola!
I also think it’s a great idea to build an adventure park connected to the Mountain bike park. A great
summer tourist / local drawcard, loads of fun, and all very easily accessed from town.

Jindabyne West and other new development
It is important that new residential allotments can readily provide housing with good solar‐passive
design. It is hard to imagine but Jindabyne has way too many houses that have few or even no north
facing windows! This is a drain for everyone; especially the many young people that are renting.

East Jindabyne
There is a strong need for more commercial buildings in East Jindabyne. It has a large and
dramatically expanding population and yet there is only one small shop and this is up on Kosci Road.
Thredbo
Have you driven through Thredbo on a winter school holiday or August weekend? It is crazy. Cars
and people everywhere. Carparks full. Ski slopes full. More development in Thredbo, apart from
worker accommodation, is not appropriate. It has marginal snow and will get much worse, it is

isolated from major towns and infrastructure, it is a substantial fire risk and is in a National Park. It
just doesn’t make sense.

Thredbo East ‐ Carparking
How could you possibly include a carpark in the flood way north west of the Thredbo River!?! This is
a riparian zone, supports significant vegetation and it floods! It is listed/classified as such on the
Biodiversity Values Map. Its development has NOT been supported by all of the government
departments. Thredbo have approval to build a second storey carpark over the largest carpark so
building another carpark in this significant area should never be approved.
Thredbo Village West
The areas identified for more development in Thredbo West have important value to help fight fires
in the area, and so should not be developed; especially the site to the south of the village.
Building more carparks is not a solution to overcrowding. It will mean more overcrowding of ski
slopes, more traffic on the road, more individual people driving their car burning fossil fuels and
hitting wildlife.
Other
There is an important need for a pedestrian bridge linking carparks and Friday Flat

Perisher
As with the other resorts, there should be limited development within the resorts. They are
currently at carrying capacity. Ski slopes are crowded, lift lines are long. There is an important need
for subsidised public transport linking Jindabyne. There should not be an increase in carparks.
I do see that there is a need to upgrade buildings within the centre resort area such as the ski tube
building, the NPWS building and create a nice central plaza area.
There should not be a significant increase to bed numbers as it is not an appropriate location. It is
isolated, it has substantial fire risks, it has substantial issues re: insurance, it will only have visitors in
winter for the next 20 years max, and any development will need massive vegetation setbacks which
IS NOT appropriate in a National Park. There is already more bed numbers than what they are legally
allowed to have.
Have you spoken to locals and NSW Police about Pipers Gap? There are many jokes about this
location as a potential carpark as the wind howls across this area and it will be known as an ice rink.
Not a good spot for a carpark. Part of the reason that the old Perisher View lease was not renewed
was because of the loss of visual amenity that having development in this area would cause. So it
will be ugly, dangerous, situated on a threatened bog community supporting the endangered
wallaby grass, and its location is removed from the main resort area.
Guthega
Any camping facilities near Guthega should be located away from the road, along the Iconic walk.
There is already good car‐accessible camping available at Island Bend. As your document says,

Guthega is a very environmentally (and visually) sensitive location so is not suitable for car‐
accessible campgrounds; particularly right next to the Upper Snowy River.

Island Bend
What happens to the new infrastructure during the next major wildfire? It will burn down. Please
don’t spend precious $ on building new cabins and other infrastructure in this very isolated fire
prone location. Trying to protect it could cost lives.

Visitor access
Park and ride shuttle
This initiative is sorely needed. It will be even more successful if the pick up locations in Jindabyne
include:
‐ The Station – catering for gusts and the significant local population
‐ Multiple bus stops around Gippsland Street
‐ East Jindabyne
The experience in NZ was that when they put on free buses, they just created new carparks in
Queenstown. By having numerous pick up location options, people often didn’t have to drive from
their accommodation/house.
Charlotte Pass
There is no room for increased car parking at the Kosci Road turning circle. Many of the car parks in
this area are dangerous, and widening the road for more carparks would be extremely costly and
involve environmental impacts in a highly significant area. Some increased car parking may be
possible at Charlotte Pass but this land is also highly sensitive, with alpine bogs, mountain pygmy
possum and broad‐toothed rat habitat just some of the many issues.
I think it is best to stop cars at Perisher and have shuttles, as they do at Cradle Mountain. This could
be done at least for school holidays and weekends over the summer.

Porcupine Rocks
Porcupine Rocks is a very remote, highly sensitive and fragile environment. I don’t think this is a
good location for infrastructure. The attraction of the location is not about human‐made structures;
it is about the place; the views; the natural untouched environment; the granite; the trees; it is a
place where people come to enjoy nature. Please don’t reduce the attraction. We come to towns
and cities to enjoy the infrastructure! The picture you’ve included is beautiful, just as it is.

Snow play
Snow play is important. It is how our love of the area first started. It is one of the few things that
don’t cost a huge amount of money. It is important that low cost fun options are included in this
plan.
In terms of safety, access to good snow, access to gentle but fun slopes, transport and amenities,
Perisher will still be the best. Whatever the plan, people will want to travel to the highest point they
can in winter. They will still want to come to Perisher. We need to go with this rather than fight it.

The current location does have a few issues with access around the creek and low lying areas, and
impacting vegetation, particularly near the creek, but by‐and‐large, it is a good location.
It would also be nice to have some snow play options at all of the resorts.

Future ski terrain
I am somewhat relieved to see that you haven’t listed any future ski terrain areas. As mentioned
above, this is not an option in a country with limited and reducing snow cover, and precious
environments.

Future Jindabyne airport
I am also relieved to see no new airport listed. For the cost of a new airport you could provide a
shuttle for every person arriving at the current Cooma airport to the resort of their choosing for
longer than the life of the resorts themselves.
Now vertical take off landing options would be a real win to be able to utilise the current Jindabyne
airport more.
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Submission
I am a member of Brindabella Ski Club which has a 70 year history of association with Kosciuszko National Park, with two lodges in Guthega and a
lodge in Thredbo and is a member of SLOPES. I strongly endorse the Submission prepared by Brindabella Ski Club and the Joint Submission
prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and he Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct initiative provides a
unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a sensitive way that provides for
improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
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I object to the Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct which enables overdevelopment of the sensitive and pristine Kosciuszko National Park.
This plan is not consistent with the overarching principle of the existing Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management, which states "Maintain or
improve the condition of the natural and cultural values hat toge her make the park a special place."
Construction of additional accommodation and carparks should not be considered within a national park. Additional 4WD access should not be
allowed, par icularly on existing walking tracks, which will result in additional impacts to Kosciuszko National Park from increased access and resulting
impacts such as erosion. Commercial tour operators should not have additional access to what the public has to make profit from impac ing pristine
environments. Construction of additional accommodation and carparks should not be considered within a national park. Additional 4WD access should
not be allowed, particularly on existing walking tracks, which will result in additional impacts to Kosciuszko National Park from increased access and
resulting impacts such as erosion. Commercial tour operators should not have additional access to what the public has to make profit from impacting
pristine environments. Private helicopter access should not be allowed to the detriment of all others.
All of these impacts detract from and do not maintain he condition of Kosciuszko National Park, and the development should be rejected.
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1. Southern Connector Road - while this road has been penciled by the local council, then rubbed off he plans around 2007, and is some 20 years
overdue taking into account the delay of the RMS to widen Kosciusko Road between Jindabyne and Widows Bay, I fully and totally support this
proposal as a highest priority with provisional funding to be immediately set aside and progress on he detail design for tendering he works.
2. Sport and Education precinct - I fully support with the exclusion of he Primary School to remain in existing location, and a permanent and local
suburb integrated electric public transport system from Jindabyne Central to new Sport and Education precinct area.
3. The vacant areas of land around the Park Street church and he dwellings of Gippsland Street and Thredbo Terrace to be rezone for the purposed
of an aged care and retirement facility. It's so close to Central Town for services.
4. Footpaths must be immediately installed on all public roads within 800 metres of the Jindabyne Post Office corner.
5. Public trail around the lake is fully supported with the first priority from he Jindabyne Bowling Club around Townsend Point below all the club lodges
which have tried to privatize this lake frontages and including reinstatement of the pathway connection from the lake up to Cobbon Crescent near
Townsend Crescent and Banjo Patterson Crescent intersections.
6. I support the utilization of western Jindabyne lake frontage for uses as proposed and including a shared public pathway connected to existing
pathways.
7. Alpine Precinct - I do not support the restriction on any consideration of addition or connected alpine development for alpine activities including
additional alpine resort. The regular closure of existing alpine resorts due to peak demand in both numbers and private vehicular car parking
constraints indicates the management of he resorts by NPWS is contrary to meeting the increased public demand for snow sport and alpine
experience ie snow play.
8. Bulk transport seamless transi ion system from ski tube to Jindabyne wi h an extension of the ski tube rack and pinion train system to a normal free
railing system. This would require engineering solutions to adjust the existing ski tube rolling stock but it is possible.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Leave it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Keep the snowy mountains the way hey are
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Kosciusko National Park should remain untouched, to preserve the beautiful ecosystems hat for the most part have not been spoilt and ruined by
developers.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:07:48 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2320
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You’ve got to be absolutely brain dead if you want this to go ahead in one of the most pristine areas Australia has to offer. Leave it how it is and it will
remain pris ine for many years to come and stop being money grabbing
.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I object to the development of island bend into a commercialised camp ground. It is a beautiful natural camp ground on the banks of he snowy river
and should remain free and basic for families on a budget.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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In keeping wi h improving use of the area, using and acessing the lake I think paving the road to the Kalkite boat ramp and improving the boat ramp,
perhaps in he same way that the boat ramp near big 4 caravan park. Better parking and all season ramp.

I agree to the above statement
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I’d like to bring attention to the dire situation regarding early childhood care and particularly he lack of preschool availability in Jindabyne. I feel it is
important that this matter be addressed.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:36:07 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:35
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2259
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This area should not be ruined by development
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:49:40 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:49
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2777
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To Manager, NPWS Planning Evalua ion and Assessment and Executive Director, DPIE Key Sites and Regional Assessments
CC Hon. Deputy Premier John Barilaro, Hon. Matthew Kean, Minister for Energy and Environment
I am deeply concerned about and object to the proposed changes to Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management (Plan of Management) and
Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan (the Masterplan).
The opening up of our National Park to developers will put this precious and vulnerable ecosystem in great danger. I urge you to reject the changes to
the Plan of Management so that the park, our national estate, is protected from private development.
A national park is not an urban development site. To open such a large portion of national park to clearing and development is a threat to this precious
land and will put this vulnerable ecosystem in great danger. The Plan of Management should not be changed to expand commercial access and
returns.
National parks exist for conserva ion purposes and low-impact recreation. The facilities that would need to be built to support thousands of extra beds
in he park, including sewage treatment, have not been adequately assessed for environmental impacts. These facilities have only been justified for
economic reasons, which is in direct opposition to the intended conservation purposes of the national park.
We need stronger protections for our national parks, especially Kosciuszko, which is part of the Australian Alpine ecosystems hat make up less than
0.15% of our continent (1). The park is s ill recovering from unprecedented bushfires, ongoing destruction caused by feral animals and damage caused
by the Snowy 2 project. Many flora and fauna species are already endangered.
Please protect Kosciuszko National Park. It was created to save a unique environment for generations of Australians to enjoy, not for the interests of
profiteers.
(1) https:// heconversation.com/ecocheck-australias-alps-are-cool-but-the-heat-is-on-56997
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 9:30:52 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 21:16
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Maryville 2293
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
John Barilaro is corrupt.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:02:42 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:02
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Atherton
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 9:46:58 AM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 09:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Moonbah 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I don’t hink he busses should run through the sporting grounds as for safety reasons and deterioration of a already minimal maintained road, it would
cause even more clutter then there already is when the carpark is full.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:20:13 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Lane Cove 2066
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We belong to a lodge at Charlotte Pass and regularly visit the area in all seasons, for walking and cross-country skiing.
Our main concern is that the proposed developments in Kosciusko National Park would put too great a strain on the delicate and precious natural
alpine environment, which is already under great stress due to climate change and other disturbances.
Some specific concerns related to Charlotte Pass are:
• The increase in accommodation (a nearly 40% increase in number of beds at Charlotte Pass) would put enormous pressure on the current limited
water supplies and sewerage etc. and any upgrades would impact the local environment. We have experienced the water being heavily rationed in the
village in summer and the dam being augmented by trucked water.
• Allowing helicopters into the resort for “commuting” would spoil the peaceful atmosphere. One of he wonderful features of Charlotte is the journey
into a place hat is mostly without he sound of transport motors.
• Commercial vehicles on he Summit Road (al hough we note that it would be restricted to just one per day). If they must be allowed, they should be
electric so as to not pollute he air and silence.
We do support the proposals for more shuttle buses to reduce the number of individual vehicles accessing the trail heads.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 3 August 2021 3:44:47 AM

Submitted on Tue, 03/08/2021 - 03:44
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2640
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I personally object as I believe Na ional Parks should remain protected from personal or commercial development. They should be protected and
maintained to preserve the natural flora and fauna, the beauty of our countries unique environments and wildlife should be considered sacred!
The snowy mountain resorts have their place, the tourists have their place. What about the endangered and vulnerable wildlife; the Alpine Tree Frog,
the Mountain Pygmy-possum, Perisher wallaby-grass, and the Caladenia montana to name a few.
After spending many years in British Columbia, Canada and seeing the magnifiance of protected National Parks, it deeply saddens me to constantly
see the Lib/Nat NSW government attempting to create and/or change policy, and bring forward project ideas that do the opposite.
Heart-breaking and I object
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:29:02 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:28
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2230
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I do not want the natural beauty of his area ruined
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 4:20:14 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 16:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3093
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Disgusting proposi ion. How dare such a foul, money fuelled idea even be put forward.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:41:46 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:41
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
East Corrimal 2518
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave Kosciusko National Park as it is. Stop ruining these types of places.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:49:00 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:48
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2650
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Don’t destroy national parks ! So many people would ra her explore nature han you destroy it for a resort
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:52:18 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:51
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Mascot 2020
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Some of the most beautiful country we have in Australia and you want to destroy the environment around it by building a ‘wealthy person retreat’ your
a donkey and obviously don’t spend much time in our country camping or enjoying what it has to offer
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:13:42 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Catherine Field 2557
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We should be protecting he Snowy Mountains not developing them. Allow people to enter and camp if they want to have a short stay. Everyone
should be able to freely travel and experience our beautiful country but leave having minimal impact on the area.
Keep developments to the already developed main areas.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:00:00 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 22:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2099
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is an objection to the level of development in he east Jindabyne Sub-Precinct. The original plan was already too high a density with 2 and 3
storey apartments so out of character for the area
And now the alternative plan has encroached way further into the vitally important open area of grassland. That area should be open and unspoilt for
passive recreation and the preservation of views. I strongly object to here being a 'commercial opportunity' out on he point too.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:33:40 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:33
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Windradyne 2795
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Full objection
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Friday, 20 August 2021 1:07:54 PM

Submitted on Fri, 20/08/2021 - 13:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2008
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This is disgusting and anyone backing this greedy idea should be ashamed. Our environment is our most precious commodity. Digging it up and
building over it isn’t going to make us appreciate it anymore. Leaving it alone will.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Tuesday, 10 August 2021 11:11:50 PM

Submitted on Tue, 10/08/2021 - 23:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2145
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We need to protect this land with little interference as possible.
We need to stick to the basics in development in areas already developed and not creating new areas.
This is spiritual land, you will get more from it by respec ing it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 7:01:49 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 19:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
LEAVE Park Road the way it is. No hrough fare!!!
Lake frontage is good,
Love the bike park idea.
More staff accommoda ion needed
Southern connector road is good
No viewing platforms at porcupine
Leave yarrangobilly alone
Thanks
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Thursday, 5 August 2021 7:54:43 AM

Submitted on Thu, 05/08/2021 - 07:54
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Cloverlea
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I believe that the NPA has deep misgivings about this proposed development and it's affect on the Blog's ecosystem.
I think it is now obvious where treating our natural environment as primarily a cash commodity has delivered us.
I urge you not to be blinded by the $ sign and to recognise he true worth inherent in his pris ine place.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:08:46 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2230
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am concerned about the impacts on the national park, both in terms of environment and indigenous perspectives.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 12:01:25 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 12:01
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Croydon 2132
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to this proposal.
We visit the National Park to be in an undeveloped wilderness, and to see animals in their native habitats. We want to escape from he ever-present
vehicle noise of the city.
Proposed changes such as land clearing and increased numbers of (presumably petrol and diesel) vehicles would increase greenhouse gas
emissions, speeding up global warming and the loss of he snowfields.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 6:42:16 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 18:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2037
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
To Manager, NPWS Planning Evalua ion and Assessment and Executive Director, DPIE Key Sites and Regional Assessments
CC Hon. Deputy Premier John Barilaro, Hon. Matthew Kean, Minister for Energy and Environment
I oppose the amendment to Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management (Plan of Management) and Snowy Mountains Special Ac ivation Precinct
Masterplan (the Masterplan).
The opening up of our National Park to developers will put this precious and vulnerable ecosystem in great danger.Please refuse this application to
change the Plan of Management. We must protect our assets from privatisation and development.
The Plan of Management should not under any circumstances be changed to allow commercial access and profits for private organisations.
I am especially concerned about the development plan for Island bend. As a whitewater paddler, hiker, skier, and climber who frequently enjoy staying
at the Island Bend Campground, I strongly object to the proposed re-development and commercialisation of Island Bend Campground.The natural,
“basic” nature of the camping at Island Bend, with its free and flexible public access is what me and my outdoors club values for many of our weekend
club trips. We have strong concerns that the leasing and commercialization of Island Bend would restrict affordable camping and free access to the
river.
The purpose of a national park is not to serve the economic purposes of the rich at the expense of the people. There will be huge impacts from these
facilities which are not wor h the risk and cost to the environment.For profit organisations will never run a na ional park facility in the best interests of
the park.
Kosciuszko na ional park is a unique ecosystem - Australian Alpine which is less than 0.15% of our con inent. This country has been through so many
climate disasters - bushfires, invasion by feral animals and damage of o her commercial projects that have had unfortunate impacts. The landscape is
already delicate and the latest IPCC report outlines that unless big changes happen immediately, the climate and environmental crises are going to hit
harder from now on. The policies of Australian governments towards climate change are not even entertaining he idea of making the kind of change
needed. Kosciuszko National Park and all national parks need to be protected fiercely in this context.
Regards,
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 2:21:49 PM

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 14:21
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Melbourne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave our na ional parks alone.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 8:27:08 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 20:26
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Keiraville
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Your a complete disgrace. The level of greed and lack of conscience and udder disregard for he environment within the government makes me sick. I
hope you get over thrown soon and people wi h morals and integrity replace you. (Highly unlikely unfortunately but can’t hurt to dream).
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:14:21 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Thredbo, 2625
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Thanks for your detailed plans. They are well hought out and mos ly constructive. However the minor considera ion of, and deferral of any planning in
regards to, ski lift capacity is concerning. Almost doubling visitation numbers (even acknowledging your intention to smooth the distribu ion via building
off season tourism) wi hout increasing lift numbers or capacity ignores a major bottleneck in the system - and I would expect to be a significant risk to
the visitor experience and satisfaction. Given you are taking a long term and higher level view in this plan, I would have expected lift planning to be
part of it. I look forward to hearing your views on this.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 7:25:08 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 19:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Narrabundah/Canberra 2604
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I was dismayed to learn about this SAP and the proposal to take control of the KNP away from the environment minister.
Our National Parks are meant to areas where we preserve Nature, the environment and all he species that live here. We live in a world dominated by
economics and our precious national parks, especially our unique KNP are areas we need protect and preserve for future generations. They are not
meant to be managed to maximise tourist dollars. They need to be preserved in their natural state.
I object in the strongest terms to allowing further development, especially allowing vehicle access into wilderness areas and helicopters dropping
skiers.
Once these Wilderness areas are gone - they are gone forever. To open them up to fur her development and access by aircraft and vehicles is against
the principle of maintaining and preserving our wild places.
This is from a family of 6 that loves our wild areas and have spent much time bushwalking and ski touring in the park and looking after it.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:23:24 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2256
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Want to see feral horses removed from Kosciuszko National Park.
Want to see restoration of areas impacted by feral horses.
Want the Backcountry Alpine areas of Kosciuszko to remain only accessible by human power. No helicopters, skidoos, vehicles, mountain bikes.
No new huts in Kosciuszko National Park.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 7:00:45 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 19:00
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
4211
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to this master plan
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:46:23 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:46
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Fadden
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object tot his plan. Government has always a hidden agenda regarding makeing money over conservation. This should be managed by an ecological
agency.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 31 July 2021 1:43:46 PM

Submitted on Sat, 31/07/2021 - 13:43
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
3699
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Please, please, please don’t kill Kosciuszko National Park. The plans to endanger the safety of walkers on tracks by allowing vehicles to use them are
irresponsible. The existing shared tracks are already dangerous with the volume of bicycle riders, dirt bike riders and four wheels drives. There are
incidents and near misses every day in peak season. Expanding the four wheel drive access across the park increases this risk massively. It will also
expand the massive environmental damage caused be human activity in the park wi h vehicles ripping up land adjacent to tracks and creating turning
circles and hoon patches in previously trackless country. This damage is already visible along existing roads and tracks where four wheel driving is
allowed in the park.
The idea to artificially heat the thermal pool at Yarrangobilly is deliberate environmental degradation and means that the pool will no longer be able to
be labelled a natural hermal pool. There is nothing wrong with the natural temperature of the pool. Leave it alone. The damage that will be done to the
river from he outflow will be enormous.
Kosciuszko National Park is under massive stress and pressure from bushfires, uncontrolled and expanding development (particularly the expanding
Snowy Hydro project that will rip up huge sections of the park), uncontrolled feral animal and pest weed distribution and climate change that is the
impacting the fragile alpine ecosystem and damaging the ability of native plants and animals to survive. We should be acting to put LESS stress on he
alpine country, not increase the impact and damage we are doing to Kosciuszko National Park.
The Master Plan and the Draft Plan of Management need to be rejected for the safety of park users and for he future of the fragile ecosystems that
the national park was designed to protect.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:55:40 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 23:55
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627 Jindabyne
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Residential Housing
I do not feel that plans have accounted enough for the demand for residential housing you permanent residents and more should be added. I would
also like to see some areas that do not allow for tourist accommodations. People like myself who plan of calling this place home for a long time would
like be one day be able to live in a street with a real neighborhood and community feeling rather than the neighbors properties being abandoned mess
for most of the year and an ongoing party house all winter.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:15:13 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:15
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Roseville Chase 2069
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I strong object to this proposal
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 4:24:08 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 16:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Mount Beauty, 3699
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I am very concerned about and I object to the proposed changes to Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management (Plan of Management) and Snowy
Mountains Special Activation Precinct Masterplan (the Masterplan).
The opening up of our National Park to developers will put this precious and vulnerable ecosystem in great danger. I urge you to reject the changes to
the Plan of Management so that the park, our national estate and our children’s future is protected from private development.
A national park is not an urban development site. To open such a large portion of national park to clearing and development is a threat to this precious
land and will put this vulnerable ecosystem in great danger. The Plan of Management should not be changed to expand commercial access and
returns. The conserva ion values of Kosciuszko National Park far outweigh the short-term and short-sighted political and supposed economic benefit of
these proposals for the park. Private profiteering for corporate interests will not provide any benefit to Kosciuszko Na ional Park or the regional towns
and communities that surround the Park. The protection of the fragile alpine ecosystems and clean water catchment that the park encompasses will be
worth far more to the future of our country if it is protected from expanded development. The exis ing building envelopes of the resort areas offer plenty
of space for improvements to year-round visitation and accomodation. Development in he park should not be expanding into and putting further stress
on ecosystems and bush land that is under hreat from bushfire, drought, feral animals and climate change.
National parks exist for conserva ion purposes and low-impact recreation. The facilities that would need to be built to support thousands of extra beds
in he park, including sewage treatment, have not been adequately assessed for environmental impacts. These facilities have only been justified for
economic reasons, which is in direct opposition to the intended conservation purposes of the national park. The existing accomodation in Kosciuszko
National Park is massively under-u ilised outside of the ski season. It would require decades of increased visitation to the park in spring, summer and
autumn to utilise the existing infrastructure, particularly at Perisher, Smiggin Holes, Charlotte’s Pass and Guthega.
We need stronger protections for our national parks, especially Kosciuszko, which is part of the Australian Alpine ecosystems hat make up less than
0.15% of our continent (1). The park is s ill recovering from unprecedented bushfires, ongoing destruction caused by feral animals and damage caused
by the Snowy 2 project. Many flora and fauna species are already endangered.
Please protect Kosciuszko National Park. It was created to save a unique environment for generations of Australians to enjoy, not for the personal
interests of profiteers and politicians.
(1) https:// heconversation.com/ecocheck-australias-alps-are-cool-but-the-heat-is-on-56997

Yours sincerely,

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:45:25 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 23:45
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Jindabyne 2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Southern Connector Road
I support this road in principle but feel hat it needs to be build to 2 lanes each direction from the start. I acknowledge wide verges have been allowed
for future expansion but it should be built to two lanes from the start to allow for free traffic flow. I am concerned that 1 lane will not allow for smooth
intersection slow in and out of he suburban areas and the Barry Way. It will also cause major traffic delays when accidents occur (as they always do in
in winter conditions) when there is no opportunity to drive around a stopped vehicle with the proposed trees and bike lanes/footpaths.
Gondola
I do not feel this feature adds value to the area. I am opposed to a gondola connection into town from he Mtn Bike and Adventure Park and gondolas
from town into the National Park. I feel this has too great of an impact for the natural beauty of the town/na ional park. I do not see it a realisiting
transport mode but just a tourist attraction at a great cost to he other visitors and residents who use and enjoy the lake front. The gondola proposed in
the Mtb Bike and Adventure Park is acceptable due to the location and minimal impact lake front but it should not be extended from there.
Forshore Redevelopment
In principle I support he development of this area but the current proposal of a 6 story signature hotel is to large (High) and tourist centered. Some low
level development is good but keeping a strong focus on community facilities integrated in this area is important. A suggestion would be a public
outdoor pool/ kids water play area in summer, that can be converted into an outdoor ice skating rink in winter.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 11:47:17 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 11:47
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2790
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We need to leave more wild areas as they are.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 3:59:31 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 15:59
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2101
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I cannot understand why our precious wilderness needs to be locked up and unavailable to all australians
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Saturday, 21 August 2021 8:11:48 PM

Submitted on Sat, 21/08/2021 - 20:11
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Neutral
Submission
I do not wish for my name or o her personal identifying details published.

Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan

I believe there needs to be growth in Jindbyne however I do object to the current Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct draft Master Plan
proposal for the following reasons:

1) The opportunity for current year-round residents to purchase a house to raise a family in is severely limited. More residential land needs to become
available within the SAP for the residents of Jindabyne first and foremost or a scheme similar to Banff, Canada where to buy a house, you have to
have a full-time job within the local area. This should be a prerequisite to ensure those who live year-round and contribute to the running of said town
have priority over those interested in investment properties.
2) Seasonal staff accommodation that is accessible to the town centre by foot is a must due to the fact that many of the seasonal staff members are
based internationally and therefore do not have a car.
3) In keeping with the expansion of Jindabyne and increased extreme/adventure sports, Jindabyne must have a hospital or multipurpose centre
(similar to Bingara, NSW) as the current medical facilities are not sustainable for the increased rate of injury and illness. To attract and retain a vast
array of health professionals (medical and allied), diagnos ic services such as Medical Imaging and Pathology need to be available within he town to
aid the health professionals in conducting swift diagnoses and treatment.
4) JJ Connors Oval must stay at its present loca ion as it is a green space needed for the health and wellbeing of local residents providing
opportunities for exercise, recreation and green space. There should be no road link from Park Rd to Reedy's Cutting Rd due to the increased risk to
children.
5) The proposed SAP development viewing platforms, Island Bend eco-tourism cabins are not warranted or needed in Kosciuszko National Park. This
national park is pristine so lets leave it that way. Island Bend is one of the few camping grounds you can go to and not see another soul. This is an
appeal to many people who visit he region. Any development will create destruction and degradation of he local environment. Environmental
Management plans will do very little to mitigate the issue of silt and building materials entering the very fragile watercourse and ecosystem.
6) The ski resorts are already at capacity in the winter. So much so, many people get turned around at the resort gate from 7:30am. Increased
accommodation within he resorts will only compound this issue. Looking into the future, what is to become of the current ski resort accommoda ion
when climate change outpaces the resorts ability to make snow. The popularity of mountain biking will not match he current accommodation options
available and are the resorts to fall in disrepair when this occurs.
7) Bus services to he resorts should have been implemented years ago, however, I am strongly opposed to a bus service to Guthega due to the
increased risk of inexperienced people accessing the winter backcountry and the pressure that will put on local emergency search and rescue
services.

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 6:38:16 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 18:38
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2017
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Already abundant accommodation 9 mon hs of the year. A beautiful untouched part of Australia that development would destroy
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 1:08:59 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 13:08
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
5161
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
By going ahead with his, you are increasing the foot print of people on this amazing land, don’t do it. Don’t destroy pristine parts of our land.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:42:46 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:42
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2151
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Object strongly
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 9:10:01 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 21:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Theodore ACT 2905
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
destruction of an amazing national park. people go there for what it is already and the serenity . enough idiots trash the place on weekends and
holidays with fires and rubbish .
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 5:22:18 PM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 17:22
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
4306
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Enough of the environement has been destroyed for tourism. Enough is enough. Money grab by the politicians if I have ever seen it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 4 August 2021 4:09:48 PM

Submitted on Wed, 04/08/2021 - 16:09
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2508
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
This proposal is a horrifying display of developers continuous attempts to destroy sensi ive ecosystems for profit.
Nobody wants this development, nobody asked for this development.
This development exists to make money for developers, nothing more. It's disgusting.
As an Australian and frequent visitor to Kosciuszko Na ional Park, I am disgusted by the lack of considera ion for this sensitive ecosystem and the
myriad of rare plants and animals that inhabit it.
I have full confidence that this development will go ahead as I will do all in my power to organise everyone I know to object to this development here
and to write a submission to stop this horrifyingly damaging development.
This is an evil proposal that exists for no other reason but profit for big businesses out to make a buck.
STOP EVEN ENTERTAINING THIS KIND OF DEVELOPMENT!
PROTECT THESE RARE ECOSYSTEMS AND BEAUTIFUL LANDSCAPES!
END THE OBVIOUS CORRUPTION THAT IS RIFE IN THESE PROCESSES!
NATIONAL PARKS CANNOT BE BOUGHT AND PERMISSION TO BUILD ON THEM CANNOT BE BOUGHT.
STOP THIS DEVELOPMENT! STOP IT RIGHT NOW!
This Na ional Park is not a rich peoples playground. Expect to be inundated with objections to this proposal.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Wednesday, 28 July 2021 11:15:10 AM

Submitted on Wed, 28/07/2021 - 11:14
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Green Point, 2251
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Shifting control of developments in Kosciuszko from he Minister for the Environment to the Minister for Regional NSW, and engaging in heavy tourism
development in a time when ecosystems and species around the nation, and particularly in NSW are extremely damaged and fragile is beyond
irresponsible and a reprehensible proposal by the NSW government.
In par icular the changes proposed to the Kosciuszko National Park Plan of Management seemingly neglect the statutory requirements of such plans,
and place a large stake of the decision making power with commercial interests, leaving conservation and heritage preservation by he wayside.
As such I stand in strong opposition to the Snowy Mountain SAP.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:19:41 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 05:19
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Kingswood 2747
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
We don't need another ski resort in the na ional Park
Especially one pandering to he wealthy
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 10:14:22 AM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 10:13
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2065
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission

Langlauf Ski Club which is a member of SLOPES. Our club has been associated with Perisher for 60 years. I strongly
endorse he Joint Submission prepared by SLOPES, Perisher Blue and the Perisher Chamber of Commerce. The Snowy Mountains Special Activation
Precinct initiative provides a unique opportunity to enhance the amenity of the alpine environment whilst balancing a broad range of interests in a
sensitive way that provides for improved use and enjoyment of the Kosciuszko National Park for all.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:07:45 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:07
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name

Last name

I would like my submission to remain confidential
Yes

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2627
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
There is little reference in the draft plan to Jindabyne airport. As he SAP is a 40 year plan I feel the future of the airport should be considered in he
plan.
As Jindabyne borders the national park the airport should be developed to allow for fire fighting activity both fixed wing and helicopter aircraft.
Jindabyne’s position should put it in he frontline for for fire fighting activities in the Kosciuszko National Park as has already happened on several
occasions.
For adequate fixed wing fire fighting aircraft the runway needs to be sealed as well as apron areas to prevent dust from helicopters on takeoff. While
the runway would never be long enough for the large fire figh ing aircraft it will accommodate the crop duster type aircraft that form the backbone of fire
fighting operations. In NSW the large aircraft tend to operate from airforce bases.
Some activities in the National Park and surrounds tend to carry certain risk skiing,snowboarding and mountain biking just to name a few. Substantial
injuries can and do happen in these activities. Having an adequate airport for medivac ac ivities should be considered a priority.
Consideration should also be given to developing the airport for commercial operations ie charter and joy flight activi ies. As there’s emphasis on year
round ac ivities for Jindabyne, aviation activities should be included. Joy flights are available via helicopter already and I’m lead to believe have been
increasing over the last couple of years. There should encouragement to develop fix wing charter/ joy flights as well.
A vibrant aviation community is slowly developing at Jindabyne and should be encouraged. Other airports have allowed hanger house type
developments
. These developments have been quite successful.
In the draft plan there is still only a two lane road in and out of Jindabyne if this is blocked for any reason, and I expect this will happen with the
increased tourist ac ivity as it already has several times during the winter season, then the airport is the life line for evacuating medical emergencies.
I hope you will give consideration to this submission

I agree to the above statement
Yes

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Sunday, 22 August 2021 11:24:57 AM

Submitted on Sun, 22/08/2021 - 11:24
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Yanni
Last name
castrissios
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
2615
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
Leave it the way it is…. It’s beautiful untouched country and it should stay hat way
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 17 August 2021 8:21 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Tue, 17/08/2021 - 08:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Yvette
Last name
Le’Nepveu
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
2611
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I object to the destruction of the snowy mountain over artificial heated springs. Take these accommodations elsewhere if you need
to artificially heat them.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

1

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

noreply@feedback.planningportal nsw.gov au on behalf of Planning Portal - Department of Planning and Environment
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct
Monday, 23 August 2021 5:20:19 PM

Submitted on Mon, 23/08/2021 - 17:20
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
Yvonne
Last name
Fessler
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
4556
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission
I very strongly OBJECT to this proposal as these reckless proposals overturn more than 40 years of careful planning and management on the
Koscuiszko National Park.
The proposed construction of accommodation and visitor facilities would greatly undermine what is wonderful about this park and just treat it as a
commercial commodity.
This Park will suffer greatly and needs to be left as is...a beautiful alpine region!! It certainly does NOT need massive clearance and construction
works, overhead transmission lines and destruction of alpine habitats.
This Park is already under extreme environmental stress!!! Don't add to this by subjec ing it to higher levels of accommodation. There is plenty of
accommodation already!!!
Please leave our beautiful Park as is!!
There are enough areas destroyed!!
Thank you.

I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Submitted by: Anonymous
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Submission Type
I am making a personal submission
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Zac
Last name
Ghabrial
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No
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Email

Suburb/Town & Postcode
Adamstown 2288
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Object
Submission

August 22, 2021
To whom it may concern
Re: Objection to redevelopment and commercialisation of Island Bend Campground
As a user of the Kosciuszko National Park I am writing to express my strong objection to the proposed re-development and commercialisation of the
Island Bend Campground. My objections relate in particular to the proposal to introduce a structured camping environment including powered sites and
cabins and the leasing of the facilities for commercial benefit.
The items of most concern are:
1. Draft Master Plan
a. “A central camp kitchen and hot showers”
b. “Cabin style accommoda ion wi hin a ‘secluded retreat’ in the central camping area towards Guthega Road”
2. Draft NP Plan
a. “a campground at Island Bend to be operated under lease” (page 17)
b. “Powered sites at Island Bend supported by camping facilities such as camp kitchens, hot showers and flushing toilets, to meet the growing demand
for such facili ies” (page 20)
c. Bed numbers of up to 100 to be permitted at Island Bend (page 33)
d. Locations can be “leased for accommodation and other commercial purposes” (page 41)
Island Bend’s appeal is due to he lack of structured and commercial facilities, ensuring that campers can enjoy the natural surrounds with lit le formal
intervention. There is an enormous range of existing accommodation available within the Kosciuszko National Park and surrounding Jindabyne
region for people who are looking for the type of accommoda ion proposed in the Draft Master Plan, ie. Cabins, hot showers and camp kitchens.
Island Bend provides a much-need option for campers who do not want to access these facilities, people who ra her than ‘glamping’ actually enjoy
camping without electricity and the associated light and noise pollution. This should be maintained.
There are very few op ions of this sort available in this region, and this one should be protected. According to the NPWS’ website National Parks play
a key role in health and wellbeing and it is incumbent on the NPWS to maintain areas which continue to provide ‘sanctuaries’ where people can take
time out and enjoy nature in its most basic form.
Island Bend also provides an affordable option for people to stay in the NP and enjoy he snow season, giving access to this sport for people who may
not otherwise be able to afford accommodation on top of the already expensive tickets. It is crucial that this remains an option to ensure equity across
our society.
The ‘lack of formalised site markings’ is one of the attractive features of this campground. The large amount of area ensures campers can spread out,

finding their own space to enjoy the natural surrounds. Once commercialised, this campground will go the way of so many other campgrounds and
become a place where campers are packed into formally marked sites, crammed toge her with no privacy – all for the sake of profits.
I also oppose the proposal to lease the Island Bend campsite. The Draft Plan indicates that the entire campground will be leased to third parties who
can operate it for commercial, profit-making purposes. The current, free, and natural campground must be maintained with management by NPWS.
The proposed plans would also have a detrimental impact on the Guthega snow fields. Even in COVID restricted times, here are large numbers of
people accessing this area. The introduc ion of cabins and ‘glamping’ will only add further pressure to this area, which does not have the facili ies to
meet the extra demand.
In conclusion, I strongly oppose any commercialisa ion of leasing of this part of the Kosciuszko National Park and urge the Department of Planning,
Industry and Environment to ensure this campground retains its natural character wi h minimal amenities.
Yours sincerely
Zac Ghabrial
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Leave kozciuszko the way it is
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I completely object to this proposal. How can you possibly support this mass development of this precious land, and pretend to be for protecting the
environment
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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Hello
I object to the he planned road hrough the 2 ovals connecting Reedys cutting and Park road.
There are always children, teenagers and adults using bo h ovals and having permanent trafic will be very dangerous. It will be just a matter of time
before there’s a bad accident. If anything there should be more speed bumps on the current road to reduce he speed of the cars that come to the
ovals as there are a lot that drive too fast already.
There’s already enough roads around Jindabyne, it would be better to have a safe area where people can use he ovals for what they are intended
without having to worry about vehicles.
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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I object to increasing the number of beds for tourism as the park is already facing enough pressure with current numbers.
I object to helicopter flights into the park. National parks are meant to be places of nature not aircraft highways for the rich.
I object to allowing vehicle access on iconic walking trails. National parks are meant to be places of nature not for vehicle access.
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Please leave this park as it is so people can actually escape into nature for once instead of drive/helicopter right through it.
I agree to the above statement
Yes

Talia Walker
From:

Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au on behalf of Planning Portal Department of Planning and Environment
<noreply@feedback.planningportal.nsw.gov.au>
Monday, 12 July 2021 10:23 AM
DPIE PSVC Special Activation Precincts Mailbox
DPE PS ePlanning Exhibitions Mailbox
HPE CM: Webform submission from: Snowy Mountains Special Activation Precinct

Submitted on Mon, 12/07/2021 - 10:23
Submitted by: Anonymous
Submitted values are:
Submission Type
I am making a personal submission

Name
First name
zoya
Last name
toth
I would like my submission to remain confidential
No

Info
Email
Suburb/Town & Postcode
palm beach
Please select if you support or object the Snowy Mountain SAP
Support
Submission
Looking forward to the prospect of the new masterplan. This is long time coming and will provide employment, tourism and
especially putting the Alpine village feel on a world type scale
I agree to the above statement
Yes
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