




 

right to convey electricity did not contemplate uses of the rights of way at an industrial scale, 

including for transmission lines. In particular, there was no rental or fee required for the easement 

which might ordinarily be required for an industrial activity that would affect the values and public 

enjoyment of the public conservation land over which the easements cross. 

DOC considers the proposed activity may not, therefore, be authorised by the existing easements 

(putting aside the question of which easement is being relied upon for access). The proposed use of 

the easements could substantially increase the burden on the Crown land managed by DOC as a 

Stewardship Area under the Conservation Act 1987. 

It is common practice for new easements to be obtained where holders of DOC easements indicate 

that there will be substantial change in use. That is to ensure that the terms of the easement 

appropriately reflect the proposed use. 

In any event, the conditions of the existing easements mean that the Minister’s approval (not to be 

unreasonably withheld) would be likely be required to enable the project to proceed as currently 

proposed. For example: 

(a)  plans and specifications must be prepared and submitted to the Minister for approval prior to 

installing any easement facility (such as wires, cables, towers, poles, etc) for electricity or 

telecommunications; 

(b)   no notice or signage within Gammons Block Conservation Area must be approved by the 

Minister; 

(c)  no structures are to be erected without the prior written consent of the MinisterSuch approval 

does not fall within the meaning of “concessions” in clause 1 of Schedule 6, and cannot therefore be 

granted under the FTAA. Ministerial approval has not been sought for any of these activities at this 

stage. DOC also notes that:  

(a)   new easements would be required in any event if the location of access and transmission lines 

were to be altered from the current proposal (noting the plans suggest the transmission line 

route is indicative);  

(b)   it is unclear if the existing easement window is wide enough to protect the new lines from 

vegetation growth; and 

(c)    it is unclear whether there is sufficient area within the existing easements to accommodate 

additional electricity-related infrastructure. 

If the 1991 ROW is being relied upon, DOC notes that this allows for the formation and maintenance 

of forestry standard roads. It is not clear what the right of way is proposed to be used for, at what 

frequency, or whether forestry standard is appropriate for the intended use. DOC considers that any 

upgrade beyond forestry use is not likely authorised by the 1991 ROW.  

 

 











