


Report to the Commission  
This report is prepared under section 22 of the Planning Act, and considers the submissions made in relation to 
the proposal. 

 

1. GENERAL INFORMATION

PROPOSAL:  Amend the NT Planning Scheme to introduce provisions for 
the control of helicopter landing sites  

APPLICANT: Lands Planning, Department of Infrastructure, Planning and 
Logistics  

 
 
2. LEGISLATIVE REQUIREMENTS 
The Minister for Infrastructure, Planning and Logistics is responsible for determining 
proposals to amend the NT Planning Scheme including the rezoning of land. The Planning 
Act establishes requirements relating to the exhibition, consultation and reporting of 
proposed amendments to the NT Planning Scheme. 

Under section 22(2), the Commission must hold a hearing if public submissions are lodged 
during the exhibition period. 

Under section 24 of the Act, the Commission must provide to the Minister for Infrastructure, 
Planning and Logistics, a written report that addresses the issues raised in the submissions, 
the issues raised at the hearing and any other matters the Commission considers, the 
Minister should take into account when considering the proposal. 
 
 
3. PROPOSAL 
 
Background  

In February 2016, the Development Consent Authority (DCA) refused an application for a 
helipad addition to a single dwelling in Zone RL at Knuckey’s Lagoon due to amenity impacts 
arising from noise and dust on adjoining properties.  The property owners subsequently 
appealed the DCA’s decisions to the Northern Territory Civil and Administrative Tribunal 
(NTCAT) which confirmed the DCA’s decision.  The property owners then appealed the 
decision to the Supreme Court in December, which disagreed with the decision of the DCA 
because it deemed that the proposed use was ancillary to the single dwelling, in the same 
way a car is ancillary to a single dwelling, and therefore consent was not required.    
 
The decision of the NT Supreme Court has highlighted that the NT Planning Scheme has no 
provisions to regulate the private use of helicopters by property owners.  The unregulated 
use of Helicopter Landing Sites (HLS) has the potential to adversely impact on the amenity of 
adjoining and nearby residents.   
 
The proposal has been introduced to ensure that the establishment and use of a Helicopter 
Landing Site for private purposes will not detrimentally impact on the amenity of adjacent and 
surrounding dwellings.  It will allow the use of a Helicopter Landing Site in some zones as a 
permitted use subject to compliance with certain requirements.  In the event the 
requirements cannot be complied with, the granting of consent will have regard to an 
acoustic report assessing the impact of the use on adjoining property. 
 
 
4. PUBLIC EXHIBITION 
On 29 September 2017, the Minister for Infrastructure, Planning and Logistics determined on 
her own initiative under section 12(1) of the Planning Act to continue consideration of the 
proposed amendment by placing it on exhibition. 
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The proposal was on public exhibition for a period of 28 days, in accordance with the 
requirements of the Planning Act, and was advertised Northern Territory Wide in the 
following newspapers:  

• NT News on 13 October 2017 and 27 October 2017;  
• Katherine Times on 18 October 2017 and 1 November 2017;  
• Centralian Advocates on 17 October 2017 and 3 November 2017; and  
• Tennant and District Times on 20 October 2017 and 3 November 2017.  

The exhibition closing date was 10 November 2017.  
 
Submissions 
 
Three submissions were received from the public regarding this proposal, including one 
submission from Independent Member for Nelson, Mr Gerry Wood MLA.  

Comments were received from various Councils include the City of Darwin, the City of 
Palmerston, Katherine Town Council and Litchfield Council.  All Councils were generally 
supportive , except the Litchfield Council who opposed to the proposals.    

Comments were also received from Service Authorities include NT EPA, Environmental 
Health, Department of Health, Department of Defence and Darwin International Airport.  NT 
EPA suggested that it would be beneficial if a factsheet is created to guide applicants and the 
relevant authority or referral body for all applications.    

Below is a summary of the matters raised in the submissions, refer Attachments B01 – B12.  

Submissions are included in Attachment B with a cover page detailing the author and 
attachment number of each submission. 
 
Public Submissions (Attachments B01 to B04) 
Submissions received are summarised in the table below: 

Submitter Discussion Points 
Mr Gerry Wood MLA  
(Attachment B01) • All applications for helicopter landing sites on RL land should 

be discretionary and be considered  by the DCA – as there is 
quite a few lot sizes in Zone RL that are under 2ha.  

• The 50m boundary rule would be difficult to comply with as 
there are many 2 ha blocks within Zone RL that are less than 
100m wide.  

• The proposed subclause 2(b) doesn’t make sense.  
Ron Lawford 
(Attachment B02) • The Federal Government through the Civil Aviation Safety 

Authority (CASA) already covers the regulations for the 
operation of helicopters.  The NT Government cannot over-
ride the CASA regulations on helicopter operations.  

• Does the Government intent to amend the Planning Act to 
allow the DCA to make rules for the operation of motor bikes, 
motor vehicles, trucks, etc into the same areas as how they 
are intending to do for the helicopter landing sites that 
helicopters are no different to other forms of transport when it 
comes to going into or out of rural land?    

Bryan Baker  
(Attachment B03) • The proposed clause 7.10.10 makes no reference to any 

clearing of native vegetation clauses or restrictions.  Concern 
that potential applicant may take advantage of the loose 
nature of the proposed clause.  

• That a reference should be made within the proposed clause 
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7.10.10 to allow for potential applicant to note clause 10.2 
(Clearing of Native Vegetation) – when a development 
application is submitted.  

John Bonnin  
(Attachment B04) • Have taken legal advice and although have been informed 

that the proposal will not affect the continuing private ancillary 
operation of helicopter from the property, is concerned with 
the proposed provisions that highlights several conditions to 
operate a helicopter from "Rural Land" .  

• Darwin and the N.T. has always been a less regulated place 
to live when compared to the rest of the country.  

• What is considered the "rural area" comprises a growing 
number of former "residential" inhabitants who have chosen to 
move to acreage for the "rural" lifestyle as the regulators are 
fast introducing less and less attractive features into the 
residential precincts.  

• Planning for our future is a big job.  There are many issues to 
be dealt with, that take precedent over spending more money 
and time imposing more rules and regulations affecting a 
couple of dozen people who in the future may want to operate 
a helicopter from their back yard. 

• Let’s not confuse "Rural" with "Residential". 

• That there are several issues that do need to have some 
framework or structure within the planning scheme to protect 
"Rural living" and amenity. 

• In the proposed changes it is obvious that someone has 
looked at a rural plan and devised a series of measurements 
that make operating a helicopter from a 5 acre block almost 
impossible.  This has nothing to do with amenity.  This is 
about shutting down most future private "Rural" Helicopter 
operations. 

• A sensible alternative would be to focus on the core issue, i.e. 
noise. 

• Support the following notion: 
o that there should be separation from Schools, etc.  
o that Commercial use falls under a separate cover and this 

proposal remain ancillary to the single dwelling on the site. 
o that dust generation be controlled and prevented. 
o that fuel etc. be stored correctly. 

• Do not support the following:  
o that a 2 Tonne all up weight be imposed as there are a 

number of helicopters with 3 or 4 blades that have less 
blade slap and can take off vertically very quickly and 
would create less noise issues that "the most commonly 
used helicopters" in the N.T. 

o that there be a curfew on hours of operation.  Tell that to 
the Lawn Mowers, Chain Saws, Whipper Snippers, Trucks, 
Military Aircraft, Roosters and etc.  

o if the hours become an issue then the concerned parties 
may complain as is their right. 

• In relation to issues on noise and amenity impact, the 
following should be considered: 
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Service Authority Submissions (Attachments B05 to B08) 
Submissions received are summarised in the table below: 

o that genuine complaints about noise should be considered 
on a case by case basis.  

o If a neighbour has a genuine complaint then there should 
be a mechanism by which it can be heard. 

o remedial action should be considered – so that the issues 
of visual and/or noise abatement requirements can be 
determined.  

o one way forward may be to test neighbour reaction by the 
proposed user to gather support in writing or at least that 
there are no objections (visual, noise or other) from directly 
affected neighbours. 

o there are thousands of unusual noises in the rural area that 
in many cases are much louder and are sustained 
considerably longer than a Helicopter taking off or landing. 
Is the Planning authority going to stop that too? 

o have enjoyed living in the rural area and understand that if 
you live in a quarry you can expect to hear a bang.  

Service Authority  Comments 

Environmental Health 
Branch, Department of 
Health (DoH)    
(Attachment B05) 

• Helicopter landing site may require consideration under 
legislation administered by NT EPA.  

• That NT EPA to liaise with DoH regarding the drafting of NT 
EPA guidelines for the management of helicopter landing sites 
to ensure that DoH concerns are addressed under legislation 
administered by NT EPA.  

NT EPA  
(Attachment B06) • That Helicopter Landing Sites’ be defined in the Planning 

Scheme in a manner that minimises potential to cause 
environmental impacts and environmental nuisance. 

• Detrimental effects from helicopter noise on people who 
reside, work or commonly use areas in the vicinity of a 
helicopter landing site or helicopter flight path should be 
avoided and minimised to the extent possible.  

• Sensitive receptors to noise associated with helicopter 
landing, take-offs and flight paths should be formally identified 
through a public consultation process: 

o impacts to sensitive receptors should be avoided or 
minimised to the extent possible. 

o buffer zones are recommended between proposed 
helicopter landing sites and identified sensitive receptors or 
conflicting uses, to reduce potential impacts to acceptable 
levels. 

• Principles within the NT EPA guideline: Recommended Land 
Use Separation Distances should be considered in the 
development of helicopter landing areas in the Northern 
Territory: 

o helicopter landing areas have potential to cause noise 
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nuisance and noise conflicts.  

• Impacts on the local environment from helicopter operations 
(noise, vibration and down-draft) should be avoided or 
minimised to the extent possible, including disturbance of 
foraging, breeding and roosting sites of sensitive fauna (birds 
and animals) of conservation significance: 

o potential impacts of helicopter operations on sensitive 
environmental receptors in proximity to helicopter landing 
areas or flight paths should be avoided or minimised.   

o CASA Environmental Implications guidelines are relevant to 
this consideration.  

o a proposed helicopter landing site may require referral to 
the Australian Government for consideration under the 
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 
1999, if the proposal has potential to cause a significant 
impact on a Matter of National Environmental Significance, 
as defined under this Act.  

• Management to avoid / minimise / mitigate identified potential 
environmental impacts should be consolidated into an 
Environmental Management Plan for the proposed HLS. 

• The potential applicant: 

o must be made aware of their obligation to comply with the 
general environmental duty under Section 12 of the Waste 
Management and Pollution Control Act (WMPC Act). 

o should carefully consider how ongoing compliance will be 
achieved with Section 12 of the WMPC Act in relation to 
the proposed development and its likely environmental 
impacts. 

Department of Defence  
(Attachment B07) • That any future applications for HLS in close proximity to 

military airfields including field training areas and air weapons 
ranges (such as, RAAF Base Darwin, RAAD Base Tindal and 
Robertson Barracks) would need to comply with Defence 
restricted airspace requirements.  

• Recommend that the following wording be included  in the 
proposed provisions: 

Helicopter operations would need to comply with any 
Department of Defence restricted airspace requirements.  

• That all airspace and Defence related constraints are fully 
considered.  

• The National Airports Safeguarding Framework Guidelines F: 
‘Managing the Risk of Intrusion into the Protected Operational 
Airspace of Airports’ provides appropriate guidelines for the 
management of any infringements of protected airspace of 
airfields.   

Darwin International 
Airport (DIA) 
(Attachment B08) 

• DIA does not have any issues.  

• The proposed provision notes flight operations are managed 
through CASA and Airservices Australia.  

• Darwin Airspace (to a certain distance and altitude) is 
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Council Submissions (Attachments B09 to B12) 
Submissions received are summarised in the table below: 

Council  Comments 
City of Darwin 
 
(Attachment B09) 

• Generally supports the proposal as it: 
o will introduce controls to mitigate likely impacts from Helicopter 

Landing Sites (HLS) ancillary to dwellings.  
o prohibits HLS in zones where the use is likely to be 

inappropriate.   

• Any variations made under sub-clause 3 (to sub-clause 2), be 
accompanied with an acoustic report addresses impacts on all 
adjoining and nearby sensitive land uses, not just residential 
amenity.  For example a potential HLS which is located next to 
environmentally sensitive land uses such as bird nesting areas, 
situations where the minimum setbacks to uses such as schools, 
childcare centre or hospitals.   

City of Palmerston  
(Attachment B10) • Generally supports the proposal as it will provide regulation under 

the NT Planning Act and Planning Scheme.   

• In rural areas it may be difficult to enforce the distance from a 
dwelling requirement of 100m if the neighbouring site is vacant 
when the HLS is developed.  

Litchfield Council 
(Attachment B11)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Council objects to the proposal for the following reasons: 

• there is no information given as to the intent behind the separation 
distances, in relation to the proposed subclause 2(c) and (d), 
regarding distance from boundary lines, dwellings and schools, 
child care centres and hospitals.  

• It is unclear why a school, child care centre or hospitals, which are 
larger users where people are not expected to live full time, 24 
hours a day, would be more sensitive to the helicopter use than 
private residential dwellings.  

• It is difficult to support the proposal without knowing if the proposed 
separation distance will accomplish their intent.  

• If the reason for separation distance is noise, the proposed 
amendment should be accompanied by an acoustic study to prove 
suitability of the distances, as would be common practice when 
separating residential developments from larger noise sources, 
such as a main road: 

o concern that any portion of an adjoining residential lot could be 
inhibited by the off-site impacts from helicopter uses on the 
neighbouring lot. 

o oppose to the proposal to designate up to 50m of a private 
property adjoining a proposed helicopter landing site as off limits 
to further expansion of the existing dwelling or construction of an 
independent unit would otherwise be permitted.  

o that once a helicopter landing site is developed on a site, if the 
adjoining residential use then wants to construct a legal 
independent unit or an expansion of their existing house then 

managed by 452 SQN Darwin Flight RAAF.  
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that activity would not be permitted on the site.  

o the landing of a helicopter on a private lot is seen as an 
extraordinary activity that should not inhibit adjacent property 
owners from taking full advantages of the property they have 
purchased.   

o that all helicopter landing sites should be located a distance 
from the property boundary as identified and measured by an 
acoustic and environmental study as appropriate to shield noise 
and dust generation from neighbouring properties.  

o in the absence of such a study, a 100m radius around the 
helicopter landing site to the property boundary is recommended 
in order to protect the amenity of the neighbouring site.  

o as shown in the proposed diagram, if one were to draw the 
100m radius around the helicopter landing site as illustrated, 
almost half of the total area of the adjoining properties would be 
compromised and expansion of dwellings on that site prohibited. 

o that the dwelling is not the only part of a person’s property, they 
should have the right to enjoy free of noise and dust from 
offensive uses by their neighbour.    

• That a person may choose a rural property for its serenity and 
relaxing outdoor environment, which should also be freely enjoyed 
without infringement by a helicopter operating from the adjoining 
property.  

• The proposed subclause 2(h) recommends that property 
boundaries must be landscaped for a minimum distance of 20m 
each side of the centre point of the landing site to minimise 
acoustics impacts: 

o acoustic studies conducted for other developments have 
illustrated that landscaping does not act to adequately block 
noise and that, in fact, to block noise, only a solid wall will 
suffice.  

o several developments have been permitted only with conditions 
of installing solid walls – therefore it is clear that neither 
landscaping nor earthen mounds nor berms are adequate to 
block noise. 

o more information should be provided that will limit acoustic 
impacts.  

• That any dust generated across the property from the use of a 
helicopter, not just from the landing site, be contained within the 
property boundaries through the use of appropriate ground cover.   

• It is unclear how the Development Consent Authority may be able 
to assess or measure compliance with regards to the storage and 
handling of fuel.  It is considered that a more appropriate provision 
is needed to specify what characteristics or measurable aspects 
appropriate facilities would have.  

Katherine Town Council 
(Attachment B12)  That the proposed subclause 2(b) be replaced with the following 

wording: 

the HLS is sealed or maintained and watered grass area generated 
by the operation is appropriately managed to prevent its escape 
beyond the perimeter of the property.  
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5. RECOMMENDATION 
That under section 24 of the Planning Act, the Commission report to the Minister for 
Infrastructure, Planning and Logistics on the issues raised in submissions, issues raised at 
the hearing and any other matters it considers the Minister should take into account when 
considering the proposal.  
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NORTHERN TERRITORY OF AUSTRALIA 

PROPOSAL TO AMEND NT PLANNING SCHEME 
PA2017/0341 

The Minister for Infrastructure, Planning and Logistics has decided to consider an 
amendment the Northern Territory Planning Scheme to introduce provisions for the 
control of helicopter landing sites by placing it on exhibition. 

The proposed amendment will permit the establishment and operation of helicopter 
landing sites in certain zones subject to provisions to protect the amenity of 
adjoining and nearby property and the use remaining ancillary to the single dwelling 
on a site. 

The proposed amendment will: 
i. introduce Clause 7.10.10 (Helicopter Landing Site);
ii. alter Clause 3 (Definitions), Clause 5.0 (Zone Purpose and Tables) and

Zoning Matrix within the Background Material of the NT Planning Scheme;
and

iii. allow “Helicopter Landing Site” as a permitted use in Zones H (Horticulture), A
(Agriculture), RL (Rural Living), R (Rural), FD (Future Development).

An explanation of the proposed changes can be found in the attached Exhibition 
Package. 

Period of Exhibition and Lodging a Submission 
The exhibition period is from Friday 13 October 2017 to Friday 10 November 2017. 

Written submissions about the proposed planning scheme amendment are to be 
received by 11:59pm on Friday 10 November 2017 and addressed to: 

NT Planning Commission 
GPO Box 1680 
DARWIN NT 0801; or 
Email: planning.ntg@nt.gov.au; or 
Fax: (08) 8999 7189; or 
Hand delivered to Level 1, Energy House, 18 – 20 Cavenagh Street, Darwin 
For more information, please contact Lands Planning on telephone (08) 8999 8963.  

Attachment A
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Attachment B 

Author Attachment No. 

Public Submissions 

1. Mr Gerry Wood MLA B01 
2. Mr Ron Lawford B02 
3. Mr Bryan Baker B03 
4. Mr John Bonnin B04 

Service Authority Submissions 

1. Environmental Health Branch,
Department of Health

B05 

2. NT EPA B06 
3. Department of Defence B07 
4. Darwin International Airport (DIA) B08 

Council Submissions 

1. City of Darwin B09 
2. City of Palmerston B10 
3. Litchfield Council B11 
4. Katherine Town Council B12 





From: Ron Lawford
To: Planning NTG
Subject: PA2017/0341
Date: Wednesday, 8 November 2017 4:26:06 PM

Dear Sir/Ms,
 
I refer to the proposed amendment to the Planning Act to introduce controls for helicopter
landing sites.
 
I have no objection to the intent of ensuring that helicopters can land on any rural/sub/rural land
without DCA approval only if the helicopter operation remains ancillary to the single dwelling on
a site.
 
You need to be aware that the Federal Government, through the Civil Aviation Safety Authority
(CASA), already covers the field in that it has Regulations for the operation of helicopters, and an
NT Government body cannot over-ride the Civil Aviation Safety Regulations on helicopter
operations.
 
On a related matter, do you plan to amend the Act to allow the DCA to make rules for the
operation of motor bikes, motor vehicles, trucks, etc into the same areas?
CASA does not have any Regulations for the operation of those types of transport, so you could
regulate those without over – riding any Federal Regulations?
 
I note that Justice Barr, in his decision in Farris v DCA [2017} NTSC 44 stated that helicopters are
no different to other forms of transport when it comes to going into or out of rural land, hence if
additional rules are made for helicopters, it follows that additional rules should be made for
other forms of transport.
 
Ron Lawford
28 Sanders Street, Jingili NT 0810

mailto:Planning.NTG@nt.gov.au


=====================================================================

Submission Number: 3

Name: bryan baker

Phone: null

Fax: null

Email: bryan.baker@bigpond.com

Postal Address: 30 chrisp st rapid creek nt 0810

=====================================================================

 

The proposed Clause 7.10.10 makes no reference to any clearing of native vegetation clauses or

restrictions. My concerns are the loopholes that may open with this allowing developers to take

advantage of the loose nature of the proposed clause. My understanding of the proposed clause is

that a HLS can be developed without consent on Zones RL, R. H and A (as long as subclause 2 is

followed), and these zones also have restrictions on clearing of native vegetation. This means a

developer who has their native vegetation clearing application modified by comments or altered by

the Consent Authority and is unhappy having to retain a buffer, corridor or other sensitive

vegetation such as wetlands, rainforest, riparian or paperbarks etc could decide to develop a HLS,

then later say they dont want to use the site for helicopters (or the bona fide visitor comes once).

Or an applicant knowing they would not have an area approved for clearing makes the application

fit with Clause 10.2, then later clears further vegetation using Clause 7.10.10 as the reason. Also

there is nothing stopping a developer clearing more than one HLS, so they can clear one HLS,

then decide its the wrong location then clear another site, then another and another, and not even

need an application clear?!!

So somehow there should be a reference in Clause 7.10.10 to Clause 10.2, whether as part of

Subclause 2, or referenced on the side, or in some otherway.



From: Planning NTG
To: Julia Wanane
Subject: FW: Comments on Amendments to the NT Planning Scheme Re Helicopter Landing Sites.
Date: Friday, 24 November 2017 1:39:26 PM

Hi Julia,
 
I think the below email is meant for you.
 
Thanks
Ayla McGavin
A/Planning Coordinator, Lands Planning
Department of Infrastructure, Planning and Logistics
Northern Territory Government
 
Level 1, Energy House, 18-20 Cavenagh Street, Darwin
GPO Box 1680, Darwin, NT 0801
 
p   ...  08 8999 1300
f    ...  08 8999 9719
e   ...  ayla.mcgavin@nt.gov.au
w   ... www.nt.gov.au
 
The information in this e-mail is intended solely for the addressee named. It may contain legally privileged or
confidential information that is subject to copyright. If you are not the intended recipient you must not use, disclose
copy or distribute this communication. If you have received this message in error, please delete the e-mail and notify
the sender. No representation is made that this e-mail is free of viruses. Virus scanning is recommended and is the
responsibility of the recipient.
 
From: John Bonnin [mailto:johnbonnin@bigpond.com] 
Sent: Friday, 24 November 2017 10:57 AM
To: Planning NTG
Cc: johnbonnin@bigpond.com
Subject: Fwd: Comments on Amendments to the NT Planning Scheme Re Helicopter Landing Sites.
 

 

Begin forwarded message:

From: John Bonnin <johnbonnin@bigpond.com>
Date: 24 November 2017 at 09:58:27 ACST
To: johnbonnin@bigpond.com
Subject: Comments on Amendment to the NT Planning Scheme Re
Helicopter Landing Sites.

Dear Julia,

Thank you for forwarding the proposal to amend the Planning Scheme Re
Helicopter Landing Sites.

I have taken legal advice and although I am informed that this will not affect
my continuing private ancillary operation of a helicopter from my property I
am  concerned as to the proposed conditions to operate a helicopter from
"Rural Land".

mailto:/O=NORTHERN TERRITORY GOVERNMENT/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=G600110
mailto:Julia.Wanane@nt.gov.au
http://www.nt.gov.au/
http://www.nt.gov.au/
mailto:johnbonnin@bigpond.com
mailto:johnbonnin@bigpond.com


Darwin and the N.T. has always been a less regulated place to live when
compared to the rest of our country. 
It is very easy to forget that we can fit the residential population of Darwin
into the M.C.G. with a few empty seats remaining so it is understandable that
we should for quite some time to come, remain that way.

What is considered the "rural area" comprises a growing number of former
"residential" inhabitants who have chosen to move to acreage for the "rural"
lifestyle as the regulators are fast introducing less and less attractive features
into the residential precincts. I am one of them.

Planning for our future is a big job. In my humble opinion there are many
issues to be dealt with, that take precedent over spending more money and
time imposing more rules and regulations affecting a couple of dozen people
who in the future may want to operate a helicopter from their back yard.

Lets not confuse "Rural" with "Residential".

Having said all that I do believe that there are several issues that do need to
have some framework or structure within the planning scheme to protect
"Rural living" and amenity.

Broadly speaking in the proposed changes it is obvious that someone has
looked at a rural plan and devised a series of measurements that make
operating a helicopter from a 5 acre block almost impossible. 
This has nothing to do with amenity. 
This is about shutting down most future private "Rural" Helicopter
operations.

A sensible alternative would be to focus on the core issue. Noise.

Notwithstanding:
I agree that there should be separation from Schools etc as has been
proposed.
I agree that Commercial use falls under a separate cover and that use remain
ancillary as outlined.
I disagree that a 2 Tonne all up weight be imposed as there are a number of
helicopters with 3 or 4 blades that have less blade slap and can take off
vertically very quickly and would create less noise issues that "the most
commonly used helicopters" in the N.T.
I agree that dust generation be controlled and prevented.

       I agree that fuel etc be stored correctly.
       I disagree that there be a curfew on hours of operation. Tell that to the Lawn Mowers,
Chain Saws, Whipper Snippers, Trucks, Military Aircraft, Roosters, Etc Etc!
       If the hours become an issue then the concerned parties may complain as is their
right.

As to the noise and visual issues.
If there are no complaints, then there are no issues.
Genuine complaints quite simply should be considered on a case
by case basis.
If a neighbour has a genuine complaint then there should be a



mechanism by which it can be heard. I believe this exists at the
moment.
Moreover remedial action should also be a consideration, then
the issue of visual and or noise abatement requirements can be
determined.
To say that "these are the measurements to boundaries and
garden beds should be placed in these specific locations" is a
nonsense. Not least a near compliant impossibility.

One way forward may be to test neighbour reaction by the
proposed user to gather support in writing or at least that there
are no objections (visual, noise or other) from directly affected
neighbours.

There are thousands of unusual noises in the rural area that in
many cases are much louder and are sustained considerably
longer than a Helicopter taking off or landing. Is the Planning
authority going to stop that too?

I am here because I love it and live it and understand that if you
live in a quarry you can expect to hear a bang!

Kind Regards

John Bonnin
0418435129

 



From: Planning NTG
To: Julia Wanane
Subject: FW: DOH Comment: Proposed Planning Scheme Amendment to introduce provisions for the control of

Helicopter Landing Sites
Date: Tuesday, 31 October 2017 3:21:27 PM
Attachments: Exhibition Package.pdf

Hi Julia please see below comments for your action
 
Ayla McGavin
A/Planning Coordinator, Lands Planning
Department of Infrastructure, Planning and Logistics
Northern Territory Government
 
Level 1, Energy House, 18-20 Cavenagh Street, Darwin
GPO Box 1680, Darwin, NT 0801
 
p   ...  08 8999 1300
f    ...  08 8999 9719
e   ...  ayla.mcgavin@nt.gov.au
w   ... www.nt.gov.au
 
The information in this e-mail is intended solely for the addressee named. It may contain legally privileged or
confidential information that is subject to copyright. If you are not the intended recipient you must not use, disclose
copy or distribute this communication. If you have received this message in error, please delete the e-mail and notify
the sender. No representation is made that this e-mail is free of viruses. Virus scanning is recommended and is the
responsibility of the recipient.
 
From: Peter Rogers 
Sent: Tuesday, 31 October 2017 9:55 AM
To: Planning NTG
Cc: Claire Morton; FionaM Smith; Xavier Schobben; envirohealth THS
Subject: DOH Comment: Proposed Planning Scheme Amendment to introduce provisions for the
control of Helicopter Landing Sites
 
Attention: Julia Wanane
 
The Environmental Health Branch of the Department of Health has reviewed the Proposed
Planning Scheme Amendment to introduce provisions for the control of Helicopter Landing
Sites and notes the following:
 

·         The proposed amendment will allow ‘Helicopter Landing Site’ as a permitted use in
Zones H (Horticulture), A (Agriculture), RL (Rural Living), R(Rural), FD (Future
Development)

·         Helicopter landing site may require consideration under legislation administered by NT
EPA.

It is requested that NT EPA liaise with DoH regarding the drafting of NT EPA guidelines for the
management of helicopter landing sites permitted by this proposed Planning Scheme
Amendment to ensure that any DoH concerns are addressed under legislation administered by
NT EPA.
 
Regards
 
Peter Rogers | Senior Program Development Officer
Environmental Health Branch | Office of the Chief Health Officer | Department of Health

mailto:/O=NORTHERN TERRITORY GOVERNMENT/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=G600110
mailto:Julia.Wanane@nt.gov.au
http://www.nt.gov.au/
http://www.nt.gov.au/



NORTHERN TERRITORY OF AUSTRALIA 


PROPOSAL TO AMEND NT PLANNING SCHEME 
PA2017/0341 


The Minister for Infrastructure, Planning and Logistics has decided to consider an 
amendment the Northern Territory Planning Scheme to introduce provisions for the 
control of helicopter landing sites by placing it on exhibition. 


The proposed amendment will permit the establishment and operation of helicopter 
landing sites in certain zones subject to provisions to protect the amenity of 
adjoining and nearby property and the use remaining ancillary to the single dwelling 
on a site. 


The proposed amendment will: 
i. introduce Clause 7.10.10 (Helicopter Landing Site);
ii. alter Clause 3 (Definitions), Clause 5.0 (Zone Purpose and Tables) and


Zoning Matrix within the Background Material of the NT Planning Scheme;
and


iii. allow “Helicopter Landing Site” as a permitted use in Zones H (Horticulture), A 
(Agriculture), RL (Rural Living), R (Rural), FD (Future Development).


An explanation of the proposed changes can be found in the attached Exhibition 
Package. 


Period of Exhibition and Lodging a Submission 
The exhibition period is from Friday 13 October 2017 to Friday 10 November 2017. 


Written submissions about the proposed planning scheme amendment are to be 
received by 11:59pm on Friday 10 November 2017 and addressed to: 


NT Planning Commission  
GPO Box 1680 
DARWIN NT 0801; or 
Email: planning.ntg@nt.gov.au; or 
Fax: (08) 8999 7189; or 
Hand delivered to Level 1, Energy House, 18 – 20 Cavenagh Street, Darwin 
For more information, please contact Lands Planning on telephone (08) 8999 8963.  
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Northern Territory Government
Level 2B, Casuarina Plaza, 258 Trower Road, Casuarina
PO Box 40596, Casuarina, NT 0811
 
p ... 08 8922 7476
m ...0427 604 712
e ... peter.rogers@nt.gov.au 
w... www.nt.gov.au/health
                                                                                                       
Our Vision: Healthy Territorians engaged and living in Healthy Communities
Our Values: Commitment to Service | Ethical Practice | Respect | Accountability | Impartiality |
Diversity
 
Department of Health is a Smoke Free Workplace
The information in this e-mail is intended solely for the addressee named. It may contain legally privileged or confidential information
that is subject to copyright.  If you are not the intended recipient you must not use, disclose copy or distribute this communication. If
you have received this message in error,  please delete the e-mail and notify the sender. No representation is made that this e-mail is
free of viruses. Virus scanning is recommended and is the responsibility of the recipient.

 
 
From: Julia Wanane 
Sent: Friday, 13 October 2017 9:11 AM
To: darwin@darwin.nt.gov.au; records@ktc.nt.gov.au; palmerston@palmerston.nt.gov.au; Fire
Safety; bob.calaby@ntairports.com.au; envirohealth THS; lpsi.directorate@defence.gov.au;
astc@astc.nt.gov.au; info@centraldesert.nt.gov.au; ntepa epa;
Rowan.McKeever@Infrastructure.gov.au; ian.harris@ecnt.org; council@litchfield.nt.gov.au; Dev
TIPD; Michael Browne; peter.ball@casa.gov.au
Subject: Request for Comments: Proposed Planning Scheme Amendment to introduce provisions
for the control of Helicopter Landing Sites
 
Hi All,
 
The Minister for Infrastructure, Planning and Logistics has decided to continue consideration of
an amendment to the Northern Territory Planning Scheme to introduce provisions for the
control of helicopter landing sites by placing it on exhibition. The proposed amendment will
permit the establishment and operation of helicopter landing sites in certain zones subject to
provisions to protect the amenity of adjoining and nearby property and the use remaining
ancillary to the single dwelling on a site.
 
The proposal is on exhibition until Friday 10 November 2017. Please find attached a copy of the
exhibition package and provide comments pertaining to your area of concern before the end of
the public exhibition.
 
Advice your agency provides will be included in written reports prepared for the Minister who
has responsibility for decisions in relation to proposals to amend the NT Planning Scheme.
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me, should you require further assistance.
 
 
Regards,
Julia Wanane
Planner, Lands Planning
Department of Infrastructure, Planning and Logistics

mailto:peter.rogers@nt.gov.au
http://www.nt.gov.au/health
mailto:darwin@darwin.nt.gov.au
mailto:records@ktc.nt.gov.au
mailto:palmerston@palmerston.nt.gov.au
mailto:bob.calaby@ntairports.com.au
mailto:lpsi.directorate@defence.gov.au
mailto:astc@astc.nt.gov.au
mailto:info@centraldesert.nt.gov.au
mailto:Rowan.McKeever@Infrastructure.gov.au
mailto:ian.harris@ecnt.org
mailto:council@litchfield.nt.gov.au
mailto:peter.ball@casa.gov.au


••• NORTHERN 
.~ TERRITORY 
-· GOVERNMENT 

Dr David Ritchie 
Chair, NT Planning Commission 
GPO Box 1680 
DARWIN NT 0801 

Dear Dr Ritchie, 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENT AND 
NATURAL RESOURCES 

Environment Division 
Level 1. Arnhemica House 
16 Pa rap Road 
PARAP NT 0820 

Postal Address 
GPO Box 3675 
DARWIN NT 0801 

T 08 8924 4218 
F 08 8942 6554 
E ntepa@nt.gov.au 

File Ref: NTE PA2017/0007-017 
Your Ref: Helicopter Landing Areas 

Re: HELICOPTER LANDING AREAS IN THE NORTHERN TERRITORY PLANNING 
SCHEME 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the drafting of provisions to be included in the 
NT Planning Scheme to cover the purpose and definition of 'Helicopter Landing Sites'. 

Environment Division comments submitted to Development Assessment Services on 
16 March 2017 (attached) still apply to the proposed provisions. It is acknowledged that 
those comments have been partly addressed in the current exhibition package. The following 
further comments apply to the current exhibition package. 

To the extent possible, it is recommended that the 'Helicopter Landing Sites' be defined in 
the Planning Scheme in a manner that minimises potential to cause environmental impacts, 
including environmental nuisance. It is recommended that the following be considered with 
respect to the drafting of the 'purpose' of a Helicopter landing area and by proponents 
considering developing helicopter landing areas: 

• Detrimental effects from helicopter noise on people who reside, work or commonly use 
areas in the vicinity of a helicopter landing site or helicopter flight path should be 
avoided and minimised to the extent possible. 

• Sensitive receptors to noise associated with helicopter landing, take-offs and flight 
paths should be formally identified through a public consultation process. Impacts to 
sensitive receptors should be avoided or minimised to the extent possible. Buffer zones 
are recommended between proposed helicopter landing sites and identified sensitive 
receptors or conflicting uses, to reduce potential impacts to acceptable levels . 

• Principles within the NT EPA guideline: Recommended Land Use Separation 
Oistances1 should be considered in the development of helicopter landing areas in the 
Norther Territory. Helicopter landing areas have the potential to cause noise nuisance 
and noise conflicts. 

• Impacts on the local environment from helicopter operations (noise, vibration and 
down-draft) should be avoided or minimised to the extent possible, including 
disturbance of foraging, breeding and roosting sites of sensitive fauna (birds and 
animals) of conservation significance. 

o Potential impacts of helicopter operations on sensitive environmental receptors in 
proximity to helicopter landing areas or flight paths should be avoided or 
minimised. CASA Environmental implications guidelines2 are relevant to this 
consideration. 

1 Available on the NT EPA website at: https://ntepa.nt.gov.au/waste-pollution/guidelines/guidelines 
2 CASA Environmental implications guidelines are available at: 

https://www.casa.qov.au/standard-paqe/environmental-implications-guidelines 



2 

Helicopter Landing Areas - continued 

o A proposed helicopter landing site may require referral to the Australian 
Government for consideration under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity 
Conservation Act 1999, if the proposal has the potential to cause a significant 
impact3 on a Matter of National Environmental Significance, as defined under th is 
Act. 

Version note 
The Civil Aviation Safety Authority guideline (CAAP 92-2 (1 )) referred to in section 2.4 -
Other Requirements is not the most recent version of "Guidelines for the establishment and 
use of helicopter landing sites". 

Any queries in relation to this matter should be directed to Michael Browne, Planning Team 
Leader, on 8924 4149 or by email via: ntepa@nt.gov.au. 

Yours sincerely, 

Paul Purdon 
Executive Director, Environment Protection 

d-.£J November 2017 

Providing services for the 
Northern Territory Environment Protection Authority 

Attached: 
- previous Environment Division comments - Helicopter landing areas - 16.03.2017 

3 See Matters of National Environmental Significance Significant impact guidelines 1.1 - Environment 
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999, at 
http://www.environm ent.gov.au/system/files/resources/42f84df4-720b-4dcf-b262-
486 79a3a ba5 8 /files /nes-gu idelines_l. pdf 

www.nt.gov.au 











From: Bob Calaby
To: Julia Wanane
Cc: Victoria Moore; "452SQN DAR FLT FLTCDR"; "452SQN DAR FLT OPSCDR"
Subject: RE: Request for Comments: Proposed Planning Scheme Amendment to introduce provisions for the control

of Helicopter Landing Sites
Date: Thursday, 23 November 2017 9:02:15 AM
Attachments: image001.png

image003.png
Exhibition Package_pdf.msg

Hi Julia
 
Thank you.
 
DIA does not have any issues as such.
 
The document notes flight operations are managed through CASA and Airservices Australia.
 
Darwin Airspace (to a certain distance and altitude) is managed by 452 SQN Darwin Flight RAAF.
 
I have copied the Flight and Operations Commanders, they may wish to comment.
 
Kind regards
 
Bob
 
 
 
Robert Calaby | Aerodrome Safety & Standards Manager | Northern Territory Airports Pty Ltd
located at
Darwin International Airport
T: 08 8920 1851 | M: 0402 088 163 | PO Box 40996 Casuarina NT 0811 | 1 Fenton Court Eaton
NT 0820
E: bob.calaby@ntairports.com.au | www.darwinairport.com.au | www.ntairports.com.au
 

Follow us

   download the Darwin Airport iPhone app 

ü Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail
Northern Territory Airports Disclaimer
This email  may contain confidential or privileged information and is intended only for the person or entity to which it  is  addressed. If you are
not the intended recipient of this email, the use of this information or any disclosure, copying or distribution is prohibited and may be unlawful.
If you have received this in error please notify NTAPL by return email  and delete the original  email. NTAPL does not represent, warrant and/or
guarantee that the integrity of this communication has been maintained nor that the communication is free of errors,  virus, interception or
interference. The views expressed in this transmission are those of the sender except where they specifically identify with view of NTAPL.
 
 

From: Julia Wanane [mailto:Julia.Wanane@nt.gov.au] 
Sent: Wednesday, 22 November 2017 3:49 PM
To: Bob Calaby
Cc: Victoria Moore
Subject: FW: Request for Comments: Proposed Planning Scheme Amendment to introduce
provisions for the control of Helicopter Landing Sites
Importance: High
 
Hi Bob,
 
I’d like to touch base on the following email that was sent out to you on Friday, 13 October
2017.   I was wondering if you’ve had any chance to review the proposed provisions for
Helicopter Landing Sites.  The exhibition period for this proposal has ended on Friday 10

mailto:bob.calaby@ntairports.com.au
mailto:Julia.Wanane@nt.gov.au
mailto:Victoria.Moore@ntairports.com.au
mailto:452SQNDAR.FLTCDR@defence.gov.au
mailto:452SQNDAR.OPSCDR@defence.gov.au
mailto:bob.calaby@ntairports.com.au
http://www.darwinairport.com.au/
http://www.ntairports.com.au/
http://twitter.com/#!/Darwinairport
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Darwin-Airport/187107251324670
http://itunes.apple.com/au/app/darwin-airport/id405215672?mt=8
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10 November 2017 Please quote: 3665646 CR:hd 
 Your reference: PA2017/0341 

Dear Northern Territory Planning Commission 

To introduce controls for helicopter landing sites ancillary to a dwelling on a 
lot in Zones RL (Rural Living), R (Rural), A (Agriculture), H (Horticulture) and 
FD (Future Development) 

Thank you for the proposed Planning Scheme Amendment referred to this office 
12 October 2017, concerning the above. This letter may be placed before City of 
Darwin’s, Ordinary Council Meeting. Should this letter be varied or not endorsed 
by Council, you will be advised accordingly. 
 
City of Darwin generally supports the proposed Planning Scheme Amendment as 
it will introduce controls to mitigate likely impacts from Helicopter Landing Sites 
(HLS) ancillary to dwellings. The amendment also prohibits HLS in zones where 
the use is likely to be inappropriate. 
 
If the amendment is made, City of Darwin requests that any variation made under 
Sub-clause 3 (to Sub-clause 2), be accompanied with an acoustic report that 
addresses impacts on all adjoining and nearby sensitive land uses, not just 
residential amenity. This is to address the potential for HLS to be located next to 
environmentally sensitive land uses such as bird nesting areas, or situations 
where the minimum setbacks to uses such as schools, childcare centres or 
hospitals are varied.  
 
If you require any further discussion in relation to this application, please feel free 
to contact me on 8930 0528. 
 
Yours faithfully 

 
CINDY ROBSON 
MANAGER CITY PLANNING 

Northern Territory Planning Commission 
GPO Box 1680 
DARWIN  NT  0801 

 







o
LITCHFIELD

COUNCIL
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7 November 2017 Community ffirt ís essentíal

Lands Planning
Department of lnfrastructure, Planning and Logistics
GPO Box 1680
Darwin NT 0801

RE: Letter of Comment Planning Scheme Amendment Application

P42017t0341
lntroduce Provisions in the NT Planning Scheme for the Use of a Helicopter Landing Site

(HLs)

Thank you for the Planning Scheme Amendment Application referred to this office on
1311012017, concerning the above. This letter may be tabled at Litchfield Council's next Council
Meeting. Should this letter be varied or not endorsed by Council, you will be advised
accordingly.

The following issues are raised for consideration by the Authority:

Council obiects to the granting of a Planning Scheme Amendment for the following
reasons:

a) Presumably, the biggest matters of concern to do with helicopter use on an
adjacent property are noise and dust generation.

Proposed items (c) and (d) specify distances from boundary lines, dwellings and
schools, child care centres and hospitals. However, no information in given in the
application as to the intent behind the separation distances or as to how the
distances were arrived at, thus it is impossible to determine whether or not the
proposed distances are suitable for meeting the intent of the clause, as the intent
is not clear. lt is unclear why a school, child care centre or hospital, which are
larger uses where people are not expected to live full time, 24 hours a day, would
be more sensitive to the helicopter use than private residential dwellings. A
reasonable case could be made that helicopter use could be just as, or more,
disturbing to individual property owners of an evening as it could to a school or
hospital periodically during the day. lt is difficult to support the proposal with these
stated separation distances without knowing if the distances will accomplish their
intent. lf the reason for the distance is noise, the proposed amendment should be
accompanied by an acoustic study to prove suitability of the distances, as would
be common practice when separating residential developments from larger noise
sources, such as a main road.

b) The strongest objection to this proposal has to do with item (c)'s proposal for
100m separation distance to any dwelling on the adjacent property. Council has



2

significant concerns that any portion of an adjoining residential lot could be
inhibited by off-site impacts from helicopter uses on the neighbouring lot. Council
strongly objects to the proposal to designate up to 50m of a private property
adjoining a proposed helicopter landing site as off limits to further expansion of the
existing dwelling or construction of an independent unit that would othenrise be
permitted. Owners of a residential property should have full right to develop that
property within the NT Planning Scheme regulations and use the full extent of that
property for recreational ulses without those uses being inhibited by any helicopter
use on a neighbouring site. This amendment proposes that once a helicopter
landing site is developed on a site, if the adjoining residential use then wants to
construct a legal independent unit or an expansion of their existing house, then
that activity would not be permitted on the site. The landing of a helicopter on a
private lot is seen Es an extraordinary activity that should not inhibit adjacent
property owners from taking full advantage of the property they have purchased.
Council strongly objects to this section and recommends that all helicopter landing
sites should be located a distance from the property boundaries as identified and
measured by an acoustic and environmental studies as appropriate to shield noise
and dust generation from the neighbouring properties. ln the absence of such a
study, a 100m radius around the helicopter landing site to the property boundary is
recommended, in order to protect the amenity of the neighbouring site.

ln the example diagram provided in the application, if one were to draw a 100m
radius around the helicopter landing site, almost half of the total area of the
adjoining properties would be compromised and expansion of dwellings on that
site prohibited. lt is also considered that the dwelling is not the only part of a
person's property that they should have the right to enjoy free of noise and dust
from offensive uses by their neighbour; a person may choose a rural property for
its serenity and relaxing outdoor environment, which should also be able to be
freely enjoyed without infringement by a helicopter operating from the adjoining
property.

c) Proposed item (h) recommends that property boundaries must be landscaped for
a minimum distance of 20m each side of the centre point of the landing site to
minimise acoustic impacts. However, acoustic studies conducted for other
developments have illustrated that landscaping does not act to adequately block
noise and that, in fact, to block noise, only a solid wall will suffice. Several
developments have been permitted only with conditions of installing solid walls, as
it was noted that neither landscaping nor earthen mounds or berms are adequate
to block noise. Therefore, more information is required on how the proposal in

-item-(h) will-limit-aezustie-impaets. lt-is-acknowledged that-this-pr:ovision would be
supported in terms of reducing visual impacts.

d) Proposed item (g) regulates dust from the helicopter landing site; it is considered
that this provision be specifically worded so that any dust generated across the
property from the use of a helicopter, not just from the landing site, be contained
within the property boundaries through the use of appropriate ground cover.

e) For proposed item (i), while the appropriate facilities for storage and handling of
fuel are supported, it is unclear how Development Assessment Services or the
Development Consent Authority may be able to assess or measure compliance
with this provision. lt is considered that a more appropriate provision may be to
specify what characteristics or measurable aspects appropriate facilities would
have.

Têl (08) 8983 0600 r Fax (08) 8983 1165 ¡ Email council@litchfield.nt.gov.au
7 Bees Creek Road, Freds Pass NT 0822 o PO Box 446 Humpty Doo NT 0836 r www.litchfield.nt.gov.au

ABN: 45 0L8 934 501
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lf you require any further discussion in relation to this application, please contact Litchfield
Council's Planning and Development division on 08 8983 0600 and you will be directed to
the appropriate officer to address your query.

Yours faithfully

Acting Director lnfrastructure and Operations

Tel (08) 8983 0600 . Fax (08) 8983 1165 ¡ Email counc¡l@litchfield.nt.gov.au
7 Bees Creek Road, Freds Pass NT 0822 ¡ PO Box 446 Humpty Doo NT 0836 . www.litchfield.nt.gov.au

ABN:45 018 934 501



From: Agnes Adan
To: Julia Wanane
Subject: RE: Request for Comments: Proposed Planning Scheme Amendment to introduce provisions for the control

of Helicopter Landing Sites
Date: Tuesday, 24 October 2017 2:41:26 PM

Hi Julia,
 
Katherine Town Council only has comments that item 7.10.10.2(g) be replaced with:

·         The HLS is sealed or maintained and watered grass area generated by the operation is
appropriately managed to prevent its escape beyond the perimeter of the property.

If you have any questions please feel free to contact David Moore on the number below.
 
Regards,
 
Agnes Adan
Works & Services Administration Officer
Works & Services Department
Katherine Town Council
PO Box 1071
KATHERINE NT 0851
P: (08) 8972 5500
F: (08) 8971 0305
E: agnes.adan@ktc.nt.gov.au
 
This email is private and confidential. If  you are not the intended recipient, please advise us by return email immediately, and
delete the email or any attachments without using or disclosing the contents in any way. The views expressed in this email are
those of the author and do not represent those of Katherine Town Council unless this is clearly indicated.  You should scan this
email and any attachments for viruses. Katherine Town Council accepts no liability for any direct or indirect damage or loss
resulting from the use of any attachments to this email.

 
 
 
From: Julia.Wanane@nt.gov.au 
Sent: Thursday, 12 October 2017 11:41 PM
Subject: Request for Comments: Proposed Planning Scheme Amendment to introduce provisions
for the control of Helicopter Landing Sites
 
Hi All,
 
The Minister for Infrastructure, Planning and Logistics has decided to continue consideration of
an amendment to the Northern Territory Planning Scheme to introduce provisions for the
control of helicopter landing sites by placing it on exhibition.  The proposed amendment will
permit the establishment and operation of helicopter landing sites in certain zones subject to
provisions to protect the amenity of adjoining and nearby property and the use remaining
ancillary to the single dwelling on a site.
 
The proposal is on exhibition until Friday 10 November 2017.  Please find attached a copy of
the exhibition package and provide comments pertaining to your area of concern before the
end of the public exhibition.
 
Advice your agency provides will be included in written reports prepared for the Minister who

mailto:agnes.adan@ktc.nt.gov.au
mailto:Julia.Wanane@nt.gov.au
mailto:agnes.adan@ktc.nt.gov.au
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