
On behalf of my wife and myself 1 wish to comment on some of the proposals set out in the Review. 

Before doing sc , I wish to make several general comments. 

Thhem appear to 5e views, borne cut by thhe spestnan for Crown Lands who appeared on television some u-eeks eo, 
that ail waterhnt dwellers we w&y and that ~o~~-wi~terfioa people subsidise this group. Of course, this is Use on 
both counts. My wife and I receive the age pension and pay higher rates than non-waterfront dwellers even though we 
do not rwive any additional services *om our local council. Oir property represents not only our life's savings but 
my sttpamuation received on retisement. 

However, I accept that it is one of Eels realities that people such as my wge ar?d mysel€.cviU. not be able to reside on 
witerfnnt properties in the longer tern . ?%at I cannot zccept is a pmpsed massive increase in rentals that suiI! 
e i t k  force gs tc seU our standard pontoon to a neighbow or suddenly force us from a property that we carved out and 
built with our own bare hands. Your proposed rental is approximately our weekly imxrie. 

The proposal to link watdont rentals to the unimproved capital value of land is not a viable proposition. The UCV of 
lmd has lost its "magical" canne&on With general market fmces, including rentals of property. Because ofthe uniqtre 
name of the supply ~f land its price has acceler&d k y w d  other mwk& c o m d t i e s  and, as such, l d  councils 
are no longer able to use the TJCV as its basis fcr land rate increases , Instead , rate increases are capped at a Sir 
mud percentage increase which is rncnitored by t3e State Government. 

The proposal also assumes that the spice occupied by a poatoon or other such structure may be equated in some 
way with freehold property, This is an incorrect assumption . We own car land md, within sensibk regulations, 
are able to build on it, landscape it and use it exclusively for our o m  pleasure. The Crown space over w k h  our 
pontoon is constructed is neither our p ~ a p i t y  nor do we have exdudve use of our ponttjon. The latter situatioE 
persists even though we paid for the pontoon and ramp wd modified ow property insurance to cover damage 
to them. However, third party claims in relation to injuries to stranges 3 7 5 0  may use OW pentoon is 
contentious issue. 

a sey 

There is B much simpler and f&rer way to base rentid values, 

Revenue &om waterfront stnrchtres should not only ~ o v m  general current and capital expenditure but should be 
derived in such a manner to provide B susurplus to cover research and devdopmmt md other adxities designxi tii 
enhance our waterways. This margin could be determined each year according to cost structures and idation and 
capped in the m e  way 8s h d  rate on W o l d  pperty. f 
have the expertise to prepare accurate budgets. 

sure that the &ancbl planners of Crcwn LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLds 



I would also hope :hat the Crown Lands Dept, adopts a more considerate attitude towards pensioners and those 
in similar circumtances. Waterways already applies eonmsioml discounts of 50% on boat hxmGes, boat 
registration and moorings. 

Thank you for tZh opp~mnity to comment on the rental proposals and E do hope that my concerns zre considered. 

Biil Barton 7on behalf of my wife 
and mvsdf 


