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Important Note
Some supporters have provided their signed support requesting that their
confidentiality be preserved. We therefore ask that the parts of this report
which relate to names remain confidential.
We do not have permission to publish emails contained in Attachments 3 &
5 and we ask that Council do not publish these emails.
Further, we do not have permission to publish the names contained in point
19, other than provide these names to Council and Parks & Wildlife.
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This progress report has been prepared specifically for (a) the Flinders Island Council, and (b)
Tasmania Parks & Wildlife Service regarding the Proposal to recognise the first Warden of Flinders
Island Council, Valentine Huitfeldt, and rename the Emita Nature Recreation Area.
The purpose of this report is to summarise the process that has been followed over the past year in
making this Proposal available to the Flinders Island community and the response from the
community to date. There will be a final update on the number of supporters in March 2017.
1. Background. At the November 2015 meeting, Council agreed that recognition is due for the
island’s first Warden by unanimously supporting a motion stating "Council will collaborate with

the Huitfeldt descendants and the Furneaux Historical Research Association Inc., on options for
a suitable alternative recognition of the contribution made by Valentine Huitfeldt to the Furneaux
Community”. Huitfeldt descendants = Alan & Liz Robinson.
After collaboration with interested Councillors, Alan & Liz Robinson (the proponents) prepared a
proposal to rename the Emita Nature Recreation Area (ENRA) as the Valentine Huitfeldt Nature
Recreation Area (VHNRA). Currently this area has an out-of-date signpost (on Allports Beach Road)
as the “Emita Beach Coastal Reserve”. The area is now classified as a Nature Recreation Area and
this sign is due to be updated by Parks & Wildlife Service. The proposal was completed and first
made available to islanders by mid January 2016.
2. Proposal. The full proposal has been thoroughly researched and has been authenticated by a
respected former member of the Furneaux Historical Research Association. In January 2016 a copy
was handed to the Parks & Wildlife Ranger on the island and he agreed to postpone replacing the
“Emita Beach Coastal Reserve” sign while the proposal was circulated on the island. The Ranger
also offered the P&W Whitemark office as a place where islanders could (a) collect a proposal
copy, and (b) sign their support. In addition, the proponents directly contacted Parks & Wildlife
Service in Launceston to enquire about the process for renaming a reserve, and were advised that
the Nomenclature Board of Tasmania would also be involved. Recognition of Valentine Huitfeldt by
renaming the ENRA completely satisfied the Nomenclature Board’s “Rules for Place Names in
Tasmania”. Refer Attachment 1.
3. Proposal distribution in Emita area. In January 2016, the proponents handed bound, printed
copies of the full proposal (22 pages) to local Emita landowners / residents in the Port Davies Road
vicinity, adjacent to the ENRA, i.e those who walk or drive past this reserve on a regular basis. A
printed copy was mailed to absentee landowners for this area and/or a PDF copy was emailed. The
objective at the time was to check that there is good support for the proposal among landowners
immediately neighbouring the ENRA, prior to making it available to the wider island community.
This proved to be the case … see next point.
4. Emita support. The attached map of Emita township (the “affected” area) shows individual land
blocks (separate titles) highlighting blocks for landowners who have signed their support.
5. Proposal time-frame extended. At the outset, both the Council Deputy Mayor and the Parks &
Wildlife Ranger advised the proponents that the island community would need ample time to
consider the proposal and not to rush them. Consequently a 9 month timeframe was seen as
reasonable and would enable the proposal to be made available to all corners of the community.
6. Statement-of-Support. A signature sheet known as a Statement-of-Support (SoS) has been used to
collect signatures (with addresses) of landowners who support the proposal.
7. “Mini” proposal. Early feedback indicated that a some islanders would prefer a shorter version of
the proposal as an alternative to the full 22 pages. A three page “mini" proposal (a summary
proposal) was then made available.
8. Web-site. To expedite the availability of information, a straight forward website www.emita.net
was deployed displaying a PDF copy of the full proposal for reading on-line and/or downloading.
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9. First delay. In April-May, the island community was focused on the proposed Quoin resort
development with letters on this subject dominating the Island News during that period. The
proponents decided to delay for two months until this topic “cooled off” before writing to the Island
News to announce the proposal to the wider island community.
10. Proposal available to island community. In June 2016, the proposal was officially announced to
the island community with a letter from the proponents published in the Island News. This letter
nominated points in Whitemark, Lady Barron and Emita where interested islanders could (a) collect
a mini proposal and (b) sign a Statement-of-Support (SoS) if they chose to do so. The letter
highlighted that both the full proposal and mini proposal were available for reading &/or
downloading at www.emita.net In parallel, the proposal and web-site were publicised on Facebook
to the Flinders Island Facebook community.
11. Confidentiality. It became apparent to the proponents that some islanders who agreed with the
proposal, were reluctant to sign a Statement-of-Support (SoS) as their signature might then be seen
by other islanders who were signing the same SoS form. Respectfully, some islanders prefer not
make public their opinion on a subject such as a renaming a landmark. To address this, a ReplyForm with a tick-the-box option for confidentiality was included with all mini proposals as an
alternative to signing a Statement-of-Support.
12. Postage Paid. To make it an easy and no-cost process to respond, an Australia Post "Reply Paid"
number for return mailing Reply-Forms to the proponents was provided with each mini proposal.
This Reply Paid number was also published in the Island News.
13. Second delay. From July, the island community was preoccupied with the issue of the General
Manager of the Council being replaced so again the proponents decided to step back and take a
low-key approach during that period and aim at a 12 month+ time-frame. The impact of the
“General Manager” issue was not insignificant.
14. Further Availability of Proposal. In the July - September period, multiple copies of the mini
proposal were made available at distribution points in Whitemark, Lady Barron and Emita. In
September, a further 180 printed copies of the mini proposal (and Reply-Form) were distributed via
letter-boxes, each with an addressed Reply Paid envelope. In addition, printed copies of the full
proposal have been in circulation on the island for the past 13 months.
15. Web-site success. As at 28 Feb 2017, the www.emita.net web-site had received 1,442 unique
visitors with a total of 11,720 hits (see table below), clearly demonstrating its effectiveness

The population of
the island is less
than 800 people.
Allowing for the
majority of 1,442
unique web-site
visitors to be nonisland residents/
landowners, this
still demonstrates
an effective reach
to the community.
Total

1,442

1,987

2,729

11,720

Source: Netregistry Pty Ltd who host the web-site www.emita.net
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16. Ease of Reply. With the use of Reply Paid envelopes, it has been a straight forward no-cost
option for community members to voice their approval or disapproval of the proposal. No direct
letters of disapproval have been received to date.
17. Written support to date. As at the 28th February 2017, 57 signatures of support including
emails and letters have been received by the proponents. Additional signatures have been promised
and are expected to be forthcoming in March/April. Importantly, the proposal has received strong
signed support in the immediate area (as depicted in the map in Attachment 1). Four examples of
emails of support from Emita landowners are included in Attachment 3.
18. Verbal-only support has been considerable, however this has not been included as the
proponents have sought documentary proof (signatures or emails) to pass on to Council and Parks &
Wildlife. Specifically, a number of landowners/residents who agreed with the proposal chose not to
sign the SoS or a Reply-Form and have therefore not been counted in this tally.
19. Key Emita support. Significantly, those who signed the SoS without hesitation included all
landowners in the relevant Emita area (the ENRA neighbourhood), whose families have a long term
island history, with names including Walker, Cole, Klug, Bergamin, Robinson, Cooper & Frost. The
latter two being the two largest landowners surrounding the Emita township.
20. Written objections. Throughout the process, the proponents received only two written
disapprovals of the proposal. Both are included in Attachments 4 and 5. Note that neither of these
two written objections disapproved of acknowledging the first Warden.
21. Verbal objections. Only two other Emita residents verbally informed the proponents that they
disagreed with the proposal. Both focused their objection on the first Warden being acknowledged
rather than the landmark chosen (ENRA). Effectively this meant they disagreed with the Council’s
November 2015 motion (point 1) to acknowledge the first Warden.
22. Conclusion. A thorough, courteous and consultative process has been undertaken by the
proponents over a 14 month period, providing information to as many islanders as possible via
direct contact, via island post boxes, via the Island News, via a web-site and via Facebook.
Overall the community has been supportive, particularly in the Emita locality and neighbouring the
Nature Recreation Area.
The proposal and process over the past year has enabled the community to gain an insight into
their own first Council Warden, the justification for acknowledging him, the suitability of the Emita
Nature Recreation Area for this acknowledgement and his direct role 105 years ago in setting aside
this community space.
Footnote: All signed and written support including Statements-of-Support will be provided to
Council and Parks & Wildlife Service, noting that some signatories have requested confidentiality

Attachment 1 - Rules for Place Names in Tasmania - Nomenclature Board
Attachment 2 - Map of Emita township showing supportive landowners.
Attachment 3 - Four examples of emails from supportive landowners.
Attachment 4 - The only letter of objection written to Island News & reply
Attachment 5 - The only email of disapproval received by the proponents
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NOMENCLATURE BOARD OF

5 of 9

TASMANIA

Rules for Place Names in Tasmania
14. Commemorative place-names
(1) Place-names commemorating a person will generally only be assigned:
(a) posthumously; or ✔
(b) based on a demonstrated record of achievement. ✔
(2) Place-names commemorating living persons will only be assigned:
(a) in exceptional circumstances; and
(b) after due process with appropriate consultation.
(3) Assignment of the name of a deceased person to a place requires that the person being
commemorated should:
(a) have had a direct and long-term association with the location; or ✔
(b) have made a significant contribution to the area. ✔
(4) For the purpose of sub-rule (3) the matters that will be considered, include, but are not
limited to:
(a) Aboriginal inhabitants;
(b) early or long time settler; ✔
(c) developer or restorer of the feature or place;
(d) donor of the land to the community; ✔ or
(e) advocate and active protector of the land or feature for public benefit.
(5) Place-names assigned for commemorative purposes should use the surname for the specific
part of the name rather than the first name. Note: For example, Lake Plimsoll named after the
Tasmanian Governor Sir James Plimsoll.
(6) Assignment of the full name may be appropriate where the sole use of the surname results
in place-name duplication.
Note: Tommy Walkers Road was registered because of the existence of Walkers Road.
(7) Written permission of the family is required for the assignment of a place-name for
commemorative purposes where the proponent is not an immediate relative.
___________________________________________________________________________
Footnote to points (3) and (4) above:
In 1890, Valentine Huitfeldt was the first European settler to build a house and live inside what (21
years later) became the boundary of the Nature Recreation Area. This was in 1891, prior to his
home at Stella Maris in 1912. Regarding point (4) (d), refer to the Proposal, page 18, Evidence #4.
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Attachment 2 - Map of Emita township indicating land titles
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Attachment 3 - Examples of Supportive emails.
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Attachment 4 - Letter of objection to Island News and reply.

Island News
LETTER/S TO THE EDITOR

21 October 2016
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Attachment 5 - The only email of disapproval received

This is the only email or letter the proponents have received directly confirming a
disapproval of the proposal.
With respect to this landowner, this demonstrates a mis-conception that the proponents
are endeavouring to “change the local names already in place” or endeavouring to
change a name “recognised at Emita”. The name Emita Nature Recreation Area is
neither in place nor recognized in the Emita area yet as the relevant local signpost still
designates the area as “Emita Beach Coastal Reserve”.

Note a previous email from the same landowner, dated 16 November 2015
…
… “I am certainly not against using the Huitfeldt name somewhere in the area as I
recognise the significant contribution made by Mr. Huitfeldt and his legacy.” ….
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