


From:
To: Leonard, Matt
Cc: Apps, Peter
Subject:
Date: Monday, 10 February 2020 10:22:11 AM
Attachments: Request schedule.pdf

Decision letter to applicant - Partial release.pdf
Applicant binder - Redacted.pdf

Good morning Matt. Following up on our conversation on Friday, I would like to go ahead and
request the response from ABCsuports that has recently come through. I would also like to get a
copy of the original response from June 2017.
Can you please let me know how to go about this. regards 

On 29/05/2018 you contacted the ACT Government and an enquiry was submitted.
Below is a summary of your correspondence and the response to your enquiry.

Subject
Buildin ed and converted from non-habitable to habitable
area - 

Message
Response By Email (Corey) (27/11/2019 03.43 PM)
Good afternoon
I just got back to the office and i am responding to your message. I tried called you,
however you were not available.
I can advise you that we have taken regulatory action, and the lessee has 2 months
from 21 November 2019 to comply.
Regards
Corey Dashwood / A/g Senior Inspector
Building and Planning Compliance
Phone: (02) 620 53727 / Email: corey.dashwood@act.gov.au
Canberra | Chief Minister Treasury and Economic Development Directorate | ACT
Government
GPO BOX 158, Canberra City ACT 2601 | www.act.gov.au/accessCBR

Your Details

Additional Details (if available)
Reference #: 180529-001303
Date Created: 29/05/2018 02.02 PM
Status: Updated
Category: Land, Planning & Building



Type of Correspondence: Complaint

You can update or track your correspondence on our website.





Access to documents 

Pursuant to section 38(6) of the Act, I am required to defer access to all the identified 
documents as an affected third party has objected to disclosure. This third party may 
apply for review of my release decision within 20 working days after my decision, or a 
longer period allowed by the Ombudsman. I will write to you to advise when access is no 
longer deferred. 

Charges 

Processing charges are not applicable for this request because the number of pages being 
released to you is below the charging threshold of 50. 

Online publishing – Disclosure Log 

Under section 28 of the Act, CMTEDD maintains an online record of access applications 
called a disclosure log. Your original access application, my decision and documents 
released to you in response to your access application will be published in the CMTEDD 
disclosure log after 17 March 2020. Your personal contact details will not be published. 
You may view CMTEDD disclosure log at 
https://www.cmtedd.act.gov.au/functions/foi/disclosure-log. 

Ombudsman Review 

My decision on your access request is a reviewable decision as identified in Schedule 3 of 
the Act. You have the right to seek Ombudsman review of this outcome under section 73 
of the Act within 20 working days from the day that my decision is published in CMTEDD 
disclosure log, or a longer period allowed by the Ombudsman.   
 

We recommend using this form Applying for an Ombudsman Review to ensure you 
provide all of the required information.  Alternatively, you may write to the Ombudsman 
at:  
 

The ACT Ombudsman 
GPO Box 442 
CANBERRA ACT 2601 

Via email: actfoi@ombudsman.gov.au 

ACT Civil and Administrative Tribunal (ACAT) Review 

Under section 84 of the Act, if a decision is made under section 82(1) on an Ombudsman 
review, you may apply to the ACAT for review of the Ombudsman decision. Further 
information may be obtained from the ACAT at:  

ACT Civil and Administrative Tribunal 
Level 4, 1 Moore St 
GPO Box 370 
Canberra City ACT 2601  
Telephone: (02) 6207 1740  
http://www.acat.act.gov.au/ 



Should you have any queries in relation to your request please contact me by telephone 
on CMTEDDFOI 2020-022 or email CMTEDDFOI@act.gov.au.  
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 
Philip Dachs 
Information Officer 
Information Access Team 
Chief Minister, Treasury and Economic Development Directorate 

11 March 2020 





From: APSF APSF
To: Gaze, Reuben; Dashwood, Corey; BARR Reception; GENTLEMAN
Cc: Warre, Tanja; Cubin, Derise; rohan.conner@act.gov.au; Human Rights; mark.kalleska@act.gov.au; Riches,

Dominic; Middlemiss, David; Lees, Robert; robert.gibson@act.gov.au; tanya.carter@act.gov.au
Subject: Section 353 notice dated 4/10/2019
Date: Friday, 18 October 2019 4:53:57 PM
Attachments: 20191018 135638.PDF

Dear Mr Dashwood ACCESS and Mr Gaze ACTPLA

Associated parties;

Attached is the response to your notice dated 6 June 2017 that was directed to Mr
Apps accordingly.at the time this mater is considered closed.

Procedural y; this is the third notice formed on "self initiation" of Mr Apps. 
In the Supreme Court, Depositions disclose Mr App's, getting instruction from the
son of a ACT Court and Tribunal officer (retired with much referent capacity) who
was responsible for complaints of public officers in the judiciary and gov. This
suggests these notices might be for improper purpose.

Notices "self initiated" appears to reflect the intent to avoid that complainant
retaliatory activities, in breach of the Personal Protection Orders to protect or
tenant, were if not advised to ACTPLA, fully considered by Mr Apps to avoid
breach of ACT Law.

Further, Without cause that person apparently supported by Mr Apps to act in
direct contradiction to personal protection laws has on public record made
statements ACCESS has advised him We are continually carrying out unapproved
developments; that ACCESS and that person Mr App's appear to support, has had
unending meetings with executive staff / registrars on how to attend our concerns
and not in any light of addressing what is a simple $7,000 issue of re damaged
UN-approvable "building works" by Mr Apps referenced member of the ACT
community. That ACCESS form of "approval" was to sign approval and "hand
shake" to over ride "building work" he (apparently supported by Mr App's)
undertook that made our lease hold;  and real property void of insurance for
personal injury of anyone attending the site; voiding ACTEW coverage of any
further damage they assessed was caused not from their network "works and
maintenance"  and further real property damage to our building's a result.

To protect Mr App's apparent preferred human, in ACT (demonstrated by the
secrete direct communications to avoid one humans "buildings works" done on our
site without approval or consent (informed or otherwise) the officers / ministers
responsible appear to have expended millions of public resources attacking our
disabled son as seen as an easy alternative.

The latest third duplicated "self initiated" notice appears to be confused as to what
Certificate of Title Volume Folio it relates unless these are regularly altered without
notice. Please advise so any further expense in response can be properly
addressed or recognized past responses were improperly to Notices of no
standing and only made to harass and further intimidate or disabled son.



At point 5. Page 2 your appear to have now identified "new" material your notice
relies that you are unable to identify when or if it was previously raised with
ACCESS.

Also you appear not to have any records of our disclosures to the past notices
(exact duplicates to which this notice relates (your point 1. of this latest 3rd copy of
the same in essence and perceived intent duplicated communication for an
improper purpose. Please see attached in the first regard previous response
copied before to your appointed officer, who now is deposed as constant continual
communication with the perpetrator of seeking unfair financial advantage from real
property by the constant abuse of our son and re-damaging our real property that
we spent over $10,000 to fix the first time. For what this latest notice for
undisclosed reasons appears to have improperly been unable to be "seen" by Mr
Apps and this "new officer" that appears set up with no peripheral vision, or
allowed to act independently in a proper manner given the duplicated actions.

We request on behalf of the lease holder, an extension of time to address the
"new" apparent information that your notice appears unable to reliable identify is or
was bono-fide in its appearance, and that appeared not on your file relevant to the
preceding exact same claims those already twice asked met and dealt with
dismissed; now for a third third "self initiated" time.

If this request is required in writing please post the applicable "form" or words you
require the lessee to sign and return.

We are requesting any meeting or action be supported by Human rights advocate
and Federal resources in that regard to up hold the Law.
as and for lessee you identified of Block 2 section 21 Mawson 

Further:  ACCESS called our disabled son yesterday at 9.11am suggesting a
referral made on his behalf to ACCESS to investigate his concerns of Illegal
Structures on our property in Waramanga. Despite him disclosing his concerns
were not related to his parents property in Waramanga, ACCESS building and
planning compliance CMTED; Bojan stated your only interest was seeking to
investigate our property in Waramanga. Is this the next "self initiated event" in
ACCESS eyesight for investigation. Despite; ACCESS claim Our disabled son
mad the complaint to the third party reporting it on his behalf ACCESS refused to
advise who that person holding themselves out, as claimed by ACCESS to be his
proxy and providing ACCESS "cause" to intimidate and harass our family for no
reasonable cause.

APSF










































