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1. APOLOGIES 

 
 
 

2. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES (OPEN MEETING) 

That the minutes of the Council meeting held on 26 October 2020 be confirmed.   
 
 
 

3. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE CHAIR 

 
 
 

4. PECUNIARY INTEREST NOTIFICATION 

 
 
 

5. RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS PUBLIC QUESTIONS TAKEN ON 
NOTICE 

Questions on notice – Robert Holderness-Roddam  
(received 21 October 2020) 

Q1. How many housing subdivisions, including the quantity of individual lots, 
with primary access to Main Road in Austins Ferry and Granton, have been 
approved since 01 January 2010? 

A: Since 1 January 2010 Council has approved one residential subdivision in 
Austins Ferry with primary access to Main Road. This subdivision, which is 
known as Whitestone Point, has a total of 213 lots. Within the same time 
period Council has also approved a residential subdivision of 9 lots in Granton 
with access to Main Road via Hestercombe Road and Presnell Street. 
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Q2: How many road accidents have been reported for Main Road, Austins Ferry, 
between St Virgil's Senior College (i.e. just north of Tavistock Road) since 
01 January 2010?  Details of precise location and date would be appreciated. 

A: A list of road accidents, which have been reported to TasPolice, for Main Road, 
Austins Ferry, between St Virgil's Senior College and Granton, was provided to 
Mr Holderness-Roddam via email on 11 November 2020. 

 
Questions on Notice - Janiece Bryan, Montrose  
(received 26 October 2020) 
 
Please refer to amended questions received from Mrs Bryan on 17 November 2020 
under ‘Public Question Time’, below 

6. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME (15 MINUTES) 

Please note: 

• the Council Meeting is a formal meeting of the Aldermen elected by the Glenorchy community.  It is chaired 
by the Mayor 

• public question time is an opportunity in the formal meeting for the public to ask questions of their elected 
Council representatives about the matters that affect ratepayers and citizens 

• question time is for asking questions and not making statements (brief explanations of the background to 
questions may be given for context but comments or statements about Council’s activities are otherwise 
not permitted) 

• the Chair may permit follow-up questions at the Chair’s discretion, however answers to questions are not 
to be debated with Council 

• the Chair may refuse to answer a question, or may direct a person to stop speaking if the Chair decides that 
the question is not appropriate or not in accordance with the above rules 

• the Chair has the discretion to extend public question time if necessary. 

 

Questions on Notice - Janiece Bryan, Montrose (updated) 
(received 17 November 2020) 

In 2014, Planning laws stipulated 204 parking spaces were required for the 
Glenorchy Health Centre (GHC) based on the size of the building, the number of staff 
and clients as well as the fact there are 51 consulting rooms. A relaxation of the laws 
was granted on the basis that there would be a total of 124 spaces in the vicinity of 
the Centre (Clause 10.8 and Clause 10.1 of the Planning Scheme). In 2014 the 
Glenorchy Health Centre Report stated that the Centre has provided 40 spaces and 
there were 40 (full-time equivalent) employees at the time.  There was also a loss of 
48 Public car spaces heavily used by businesses and their staff behind the Health 
Centre when the land was sold. 

Council is now proposing to dispose of the entire car park being 65 previously 
allocated spaces identified to meet planning requirements.  Why is Council failing to 
prioritise the best interests and safety of the GHC staff and clients, welfare of CBD 
businesses and the community who use these car spaces? Many clients attending 
the Centre are elderly, unwell and have mobility problems. Why isn’t Council 
considering the impact this will have on the viability of the Health Centre to 
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efficiently provide health services and the viability of established businesses to 
survive with the loss of 53 car spaces plus the 12 car spaces removed from the Main 
Road? The community is also impacted by the denial of suitable and safe access to 
the essential, heavily relied upon Taxi Service provided to the shopping public. 

The significant loss of 65 car spaces will result in 59 remaining spaces instead of the 
legislated 204 spaces required to service the needs of the Health Centre. There will 
be a marked increase in traffic activity in the area with the inappropriate 26 
Residential Apartments (16.4 metre height) built in the middle of the CBD Business 
and Service Zone. 

Q1.  Has a Traffic Impact Assessment of this proposal been completed by Council 
including the Road Safety consequences of this proposal? 

A:  A Traffic Impact Assessment has not been completed.  At this stage Council is 
only engaging in a preliminary investigation and conversation with the 
community about the potential disposal of this land. It would be an 
inappropriate use of ratepayer funds to engage any consultants this early in 
the process. 

Q2.  Is the Council’s Traffic Management Plan publicly available? 

A: See answer to question 1, above.  However, Council’s Traffic Management Plan 

Policy and Traffic Calming Devices policy are available on our website 

https://www.gcc.tas.gov.au/your-council/council-policies.aspx  

Q3.  Why is this car park referred to as Mill Lane Car Park when it is more correctly 
called the Barry/Regina Car Park? This is misleading to the community, 
wrongly influences, compromises and calls the merit of the consultative 
process into question. 

A:  While the car park is located on the corner of Barry and Regina Street, its 

description is as described on its official property address and on its certificate 

of title, which is “Mill Lane, Glenorchy”.  

To ensure there is no confusion or suggested misleading information to the car 

park’s location, the consultation documents and pages include a map, the title 

and folio references and also describe its location in all reports and content. 

Q4.  Where is the transparency, accountability and opportunity for community 
input into decision-making when these important proposals are 
workshopped and discussed in Closed Council? Do you agree that the 
community is extremely disadvantaged by this process? 

A:  Both the resolution made in closed Council, and the report that was considered 

by Council were published in the open Council agendas and minutes. While the 

item was moved to the closed part of the meeting, this was only to allow 

discussion of commercial in confidence information provided by the 

proponent under the original decision to dispose of a nearby but different 

parcel of land in support of its request to extend an exclusive dealing period 

(which Council declined to do).  

https://www.gcc.tas.gov.au/your-council/council-policies.aspx
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As you were advised in by email on 5 October 2020, Council’s resolution to 

commence investigations into the potential disposal and rezoning of the site is 

to be published in the open minutes.  As part of that, a preliminary 

investigation process to determine whether there are any significant concerns 

about the potential disposal will now be undertaken.  This step is not required 

but is part of Council’s adopted process for disposing of any land, to ensure 

that the community is given multiple opportunities to provide feedback and 

comment.  

Council has assembled a unique Community Engagement Plan for these types 

of investigations, which will be executed prior to advertising the investigation.  

This will include door knocking surrounding stakeholders, advertising the 

investigation into the potential disposal and providing instructions on how to 

provide feedback on this our website and Facebook page, offering hard copy 

forms of the survey and providing a contact, email and phone number for all 

other enquiries. An online survey was also made available through Council’s 

website and ‘Let’s Talk Glenorchy’ community engagement platform 

Council’s intention is to collectively compile feedback received from the 

community on their thoughts around the investigation and summarise these 

results in a report to Council. 

Q5.  Could Council please explain their reasoning behind this proposal as there is 
growing concern in the community? 

A: As part of the Regional Land Use Strategy and the Draft Greater Glenorchy 

Plan, an objective for the future of our CBD is to plan for the growth and 

opportunity for infill development that bring investment and grow the 

economy of Glenorchy.   

This land has been identified as a potential site for future development, 

however no decision has been made. As a first step in our Land Disposal 

Process, we are consulting with the community and the feedback received 

through this process will assist Aldermen in their decision on whether to 

proceed with the a formal land disposal process (which can include, sale, 

exchange or lease) or to retain the land. 

Q6.  How is Council able to breach the legal requirement for these previously 
allocated Car Spaces to service the critical Glenorchy Health Centre caring for 
our community? 

A:  The Glenorchy Health Centre’s Planning Permit requires that 40 clearly marked 
car parking spaces are provided at all times.  The parking is provided on the 
Health Centre site. There is no other condition on the permit that requires any 
parking on the subject Mill Lane site. 

Q7. Please refer Council Agenda 28 September 2020 Page 60 stating “Under the 

City of Glenorchy Community Plan 2015 -2040, the Community has prioritized 

transparent and accountable government”. 
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Could Council please explain how it considers the 2-week computer survey 

‘Investigation into Potential Disposal of Mill Lane’ meets that objective and 

satisfies the Community Consultation Strategy? 

A. This is explained in the answer to question 4, above. Council has undertaken 

much more detailed investigations than simply an online survey and would also 

undertake a further public consultation process as required under the Local 

Government Act if it were to decide to proceed further.  This process goes 

above and beyond what is required under the Act. 

Q8. Could you please explain the Council’s future plan (Key 5- Community Plan 

2015 -2040) to dispose of all Public Car Parking in this part of the CBD for 

inappropriate “Residential Infill” and further disadvantage the community, 

viability of city centre businesses and critical healthcare services delivery? 

A.  As noted above in question 5, as part of the Regional Land Use Strategy and 

the Draft Greater Glenorchy Plan an objective for the future of our CBD is to 

plan for the growth and opportunity for infill development that bring 

investment and grow the economy of Glenorchy.  Council would assess any 

application for any development in the CBD to ensure that it is appropriate for 

its proposed location and meets all planning requirements.  

Q9. What is the Council’s plan for providing Taxis access for the community both 

drop-off and pick-up that was previously available in the front of Northgate? 

How many spaces will be available? Will they be close to the Main Entrance 

to accommodate the elderly and disabled with trolleys, walkers etc? 

A. The CBD revitalisation work currently being carried out by Council will maintain 

the same number of taxi pick-up and drop-off points outside the Northgate 

Main Entrance. The new Taxi zone will be located near the National Bank 

Australia Glenorchy Branch on Main Road. 

One additional Maxi-Taxi space has been added to Main Road adjacent to the 

south entrance on Main Road.  This is constructed on a raised table, meaning 

that people with a disability will not need to transverse a kerb or crossing to 

access the area where the taxi parks.  

 

Question on Notice – Eddy Steenbergen (received 7 November 2020) 

My question relates to the manner in which Council moved an item to closed session 
at its September 2020 meeting. The recently published minutes of that meeting 
show a resolution "That the agenda be reordered so that item 12 (Investigation into 
the disposal of public land – Mill Lane (car park)) is dealt within the closed section of 
the meeting due to the commercial-in-confidence nature of certain information 
provided by the proponent." but in the audio recording of the meeting the Mayor 
asks for someone to move the motion (and I quote) to "Move item 12 to the closed 
session of council meeting" with no spoken reason.  
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The Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015 state that Minutes 
must accurately record any motion moved during the meeting.  

Q. Can you please explain the difference between what was actually said and 
what is written in the minutes?   

A: While the Mayor did not expressly state the reasons at the time (which was an 
accidental omission), regulation 15(5) of the Local Government (Meeting 
Procedures) Regulations 2015 requires that if Council closes a part of the 
meeting, the grounds for the closure are to be recorded in the minutes relating 
to the part of the meeting that is open to the public.  

Those reasons, and the intention behind the motion being sought, were 
therefore recorded in the minutes to ensure that the requirement in regulation 
15(5) was met and that there was a clear record of the reasons why the item was 
moved to into closed Council.  

The minutes would have been incomplete and non-compliant (and arguably also 
inaccurate) had that intention not been recorded in the minutes. 

 
Questions on notice – Leigh McAdam (received 26 October 2020) 

I have some questions I wish to ask on behalf of the Glenorchy City Bowls Club 

Q1. Why is the FOGO service not currently available to sporting clubs and other 
similar bodies? 

A: Council provides kerbside services for residential dwellings and some businesses 
where their requirements are similar to those of residential dwellings. Council’s 
kerbside service is not able to be tailored to most businesses and sporting clubs 
where the services they require are sometimes more frequent or event 
dependent. Most sporting clubs and businesses approach private waste service 
providers who can better deliver these types of services. 

Council, as part of our FOGO disposal contract, is working to incentivise 
increasing the amount of organic waste diverted from landfill. As part of this, we 
are encouraging private contractors to provide FOGO type services to other 
businesses and sporting groups including supermarkets and hotels. Expansion of 
FOGO and recycling services will be further incentivised when the State 
Government introduce a waste levy on general waste. 

We would encourage sporting groups and other similar bodies to approach 
private waste service providers requesting a FOGO service. 

Q2. Is it expected that this service will be extended to such bodies at any stage and, 
if so, do you have any ideas on when this may happen? 

A: Council does not propose to introduce a non-residential type FOGO service (for 
the reasons outlined above) 

Q3. On a somewhat similar vein, our club currently has a weekly rubbish collection 
for which we pay. However, what we really need is a weekly recycling 
collection, but we are told that this is not available. Why is this? Would Council 
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consider making this available to clubs such as ours? We would naturally be 
willing to pay a reasonable additional fee for such a service. 

A: Council does not offer recycling services to businesses and sports clubs for the 
same reasons as are outlined in question 1 in relation to FOGO services, and is 
not proposing to.  The Glenorchy Bowls Club is encouraged to approach private 
waste service providers about recycling services. 

 
Questions on Notice – Janine Foley, Chigwell (received 16 November 2020) 

Ms. Foley submitted an extensive list of questions relating to various historical and 

other matters. The questions and supporting documentation provided by Ms Foley are 

included as Attachment 1 to this agenda. 

Given the volume and nature of the questions asked, it would be an inappropriate use 

of Council’s resources to investigate and answer these questions.  Answers to these 

questions will therefore not be provided. 

 

7. PETITIONS/DEPUTATIONS 
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COMMUNITY 
 

Community Goal: “Making Lives Better”
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8. ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE MAYOR  

Author: Mayor (Ald. Kristie Johnston)  

Qualified Person: General Manager (Tony McMullen)  

ECM File Reference: Mayoral Announcements         

Community Plan Reference: 

Under the City of Glenorchy Community Plan 2015 – 2040, the Community has 
prioritised ‘transparent and accountable government’. 

Strategic or Annual Plan Reference: 

Objective 4.1 Govern in the best interests of the community 

Strategy 4.1.1 Manage Council for maximum efficiency, accountability and 
transparency 

Reporting Brief: 

To receive an update on the recent activities undertaken by the Mayor. 

Proposal in Detail: 

The following is a list of events and external meetings the Mayor has attended during 
the period Tuesday 20 October to Monday 23 November 2020. 

Tuesday 20 October 2020 

• Filmed International Day for Elimination of Violence Against Women video with 
Greater Hobart Mayors 

• Attended the Greater Hobart Mayors Forum 

• Attended the Local Government Division Code of Conduct Consultation session. 

Wednesday 21 October 2020 

• Attended the LGAT Lunchtime Webinar series 

• Attended a meeting with Moonah and Glenorchy Business Association 
representative 

• Attended a meeting of the LGAT Charitable Rates Steering Committee. 

Friday 23 October 2020 

• Read a Facebook Live Story for Book Week. 

Sunday 25 October 2020 

• Attended the Glenorchy Clean Up Taskforce monthly activity. 
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Monday 26 October 2020 

• Attended a meeting with a business representative 

• Filmed a video for Breast Cancer Awareness Month 

• Attended a tour of Taroona Football Club facilities 

• Chaired the Council meeting. 

Tuesday 27 October 2020 

• Filmed the October Council meeting video 

• Attended an interview with ABC Hobart Mornings Program 

• Provided a Glenorchy Economic Recovery Program briefing for Minister 
Ferguson and Minister Archer. 

Wednesday 28 October 2020 

• Attended a meeting with Arthritis Tasmania 

• Attended the Emerging Leaders Program at Montrose Bay High School 

• Attended the Emerging Leaders Program at Cosgrove High School 

• Attended a 26Ten Week Workshop at Government House. 

Thursday 29 October 2020 

• Presented the Keys to Kindness Safer Communities Award to Moonah Primary 
School students 

• Attended a TasWater Owner’s Representatives meeting 

• Attended the Greater Glenorchy Group meeting. 

Friday 30 October 2020 

• Attended an interview with Hit100.9 Jimmy and Nath about the BreastScreen 
Bus 

• Attended the Glenorchy District Football Club Junior Presentation night. 

Sunday 1 November 2020 

• Attended the Austins Cottage Garden Working Bee 

• Attended the Moonah Nature Mates Walk and Talk at Jim Bacon Reserve 

• Attended the Baddiley-Leedham Game. 

Monday 2 November 2020 

• Chaired the Council workshop. 

Tuesday 3 November 2020 

• Attended a Greater Hobart Mayors Workshop  



Monday 30 November 2020   Council Meeting Agenda 

15 

• Attended the Melbourne Cup Luncheon at Elwick. 

Wednesday 4 November 2020 

• Attended the TasWater Owner’s Representative Annual General Meeting in 
Launceston. 

Thursday 5 November 2020 

• Attended an interview with the Hobart Magazine 

• Attended a meeting with a community group representative. 

Friday 6 November 2020 

• Attended a tour of the Cleanaway MRF at Derwent Park. 

Saturday 7 November 2020 

• Attended and presented at the Moonah Rotary Strategic Planning Day 

• Attended the Northern Suburbs Table Tennis Association Quiz night. 

Monday 9 November 2020 

• Attended a LGAT Charitable Rates Steering Committee meeting 

• Attended a media event with the Premier at the Derwent Entertainment Centre 

• Chaired a Council workshop 

• Chaired the Glenorchy Planning Authority meeting. 

Tuesday 10 November 2020 

• Hosted the unveiling of the CBD Artworks on Council lawns with Austins Ferry 
Primary School children 

• Launched the “Life Story of Chandra Bir Thapa” book written by Aashna Thapa. 

Wednesday 11 November 2020 

• Attended a meeting with a representative of the Hobart Northern Suburbs Rail 
Action Group 

• Laid a Wreath of Remembrance at the Glenorchy Memorial 

• Attended and laid a wreath at the Claremont RSL Sub-Branch Remembrance Day 
service. 

Thursday 12 November 2020 

• Hosted Senator Jonno Duniam for a brief tour of the development in the City 

• Attended a meeting with representatives of the Collinsvale Community 
Association 
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• Attended a meeting with new board members of the Multicultural Council of 
Tasmania and CEO. 

Friday 13 November 2020 

• Attended the Planning Institute of Australia Tasmanian Conference function. 

Monday 16 November 2020 

• Attended a meeting with a business representative 

• Attended a LGAT Charitable Rates Steering Committee meeting 

• Chaired a Council workshop. 

Tuesday 17 November 2020 

• Attended the Greater Hobart Mayors’ Forum 

• Attended a meeting with the Mayor of Kingborough. 

Wednesday 18 November 2020 

• Participated in the Property Pod podcast 

• Attended the Cosgrove High School Action Day 

• Attended a meeting with Minister Ferguson. 

Thursday 19 November 2020 

• Attended the Economic Development Conference (online). 

Friday 20 November 2020 

• Attended a meeting with Opposition Leader, Bec White 

• Attended a meeting with Meg Webb MLC 

• Attended the Scout Tasmania Annual General Meeting. 

Sunday 22 November 2020 

• Attended the Multicultural Sports League Grand Final and Awards Ceremony 

• Attended a media interview regarding Cosgrove High School. 

Monday 23 November 2020 

• Attended an interview with ABC Hobart Breakfast program 

• Attended a media interview regarding Cosgrove High School 

• Attended a meeting with representatives from the Glenorchy District Football 
Club and Montrose Bay High School 

• Chaired a Council workshop. 

In addition to the above meetings/events, the Mayor attended numerous internal 
meetings and performed other administrative duties.  
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Consultations: 

Nil. 

Human Resource / Financial and Risk Management Implications: 

Nil. 

Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications: 

Nil. 

Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications: 

Nil. 

Recommendation: 

That Council: 

RECEIVE the announcements about the activities of the Mayor during the 
period from Tuesday 20 October to Monday 23 November 2020. 

Attachments/Annexures 

Nil.  
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9. GLENORCHY CITY COUNCIL 2020 MUNICIPAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT PLAN  

Author: Director Community and Customer Service (David Ronaldson)  

Qualified Person: Director Community and Customer Service (David Ronaldson)  

ECM File Reference: Emergency Management         

Community Plan Reference: 

Leading Our Community 

We will be a progressive, positive community with strong council leadership. 

Strategic or Annual Plan Reference: 

Leading Our Community 

Objective 4.1 Govern in the best interests of our community 

Strategy 4.1.3 Maximise regulatory compliance in Council and the community 
through our systems and processes 

Objective 4.2  Prioritise resources to achieve our communities’ goals 

Strategy 4.2.1  Deploy the Council’s resources effectively to deliver value 

Strategy 4.2.2  Ensure that we have a skilled, capable and safety-focused workforce 

Objective 4.3  Build strong relationships to deliver our communities’ goals 

Strategy 4.3.1 Foster productive relationships with other levels of government, 
other councils and peak bodies to achieve community outcomes 

Action 4.1.2.04 Ensure we are prepared for disaster and maintain Emergency 
Management Strategies 

Reporting Brief: 

This report presents Council’s draft Municipal Emergency Management Plan for 
endorsement and submission to the State Emergency Management Controller, 
Commissioner Darren Hine, for approval. 

Proposal in Detail: 

In accordance with the Emergency Management Act 2006 (the Act), Council is 
required to develop a Municipal Emergency Management Plan (MEMP) that details 
Council’s approach to responding to emergencies. 

Council acknowledges that effective emergency management relies on partnerships 
between individuals, businesses, local emergency management organisations and all 
tiers of government. 
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Council has an integral role in emergency management and has resources and vital 
information about the community that are critical in the process of responding to and 
recovering from an emergency. 

Council is committed to achieving a high standard of emergency management 
capability by: 

• recognising the value of community contributions in emergency management 
and engage with the community as required 

• developing a review system based on continuous improvement principles 

• developing documentation that confirms Emergency Management capabilities 
and arrangements 

• defining and adequately addressing all elements of Prevention, Preparedness, 
L3 Response and Recovery 

• establishing and maintaining Glenorchy’s Municipal Emergency Management 
Committee  

• preparing and maintaining a MEMP that is reviewed every two years, or after a 
major emergency event, in accordance with the Act; and 

• participating in Tasmania’s state emergency management structures. 

The MEMP is designed to cover all types of emergencies, not just natural disasters, 
and aligns with the Tasmanian Emergency Management Arrangements across all 
emergency management phases, namely:   

• Prevention and mitigation 

• Preparedness  

• Response, and  

• Recovery. 

The draft MEMP has undergone significant review with relevant stakeholders and is 
presented to Council as Attachment 1 to this report. 

Municipal Emergency Management Committee 

Council’s Municipal Emergency Management Committee (MEMC) has an important 
role in maintaining relationships so that information is shared and effective 
arrangements are in place for emergency management.   

Council’s MEMC is chaired Alderman Fraser who was appointed to this role at the 
beginning of the current Council term. Alderman Fraser is supported by Council’s 
Municipal Coordinator (MC), David Ronaldson as Executive Officer. 

The MC has a central role in communicating with external agencies and internal to 
Council before, during and after an emergency, including to ensure that Council 
resources are available as required. Council’s current MEMC members are listed in 
Attachment 2. 
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Municipal Emergency Management Team 

To deliver the MEMP and support the MEMC to deliver across all emergency 
management phases (i.e. Prevention and mitigation, Preparedness, Response and 
Recovery) Council has an internal emergency management team. The team is made 
up of Council officers and comprises: 

• Municipal Coordinator – David Ronaldson 

• Deputy Coordinator – Marina Campbell 

• Deputy Coordinator – Jenny Richardson 

The above officers are recommended for appointment by the General Manager and 
formerly appointed by the Minister for Police, Fire and Emergency Management. 

Council also has a Social Recovery Team which is appointed by the General Manager. 
The Social Recovery Team comprises 

• Social Recovery Coordinator – Jill Sleiters 

• Deputy Recovery Coordinator – Kirilly Crawford 

• Deputy Recovery Coordinator – Paulene Dwyer 

The team is supported by an internal Emergency Management Working Group made 
up of officers from departments across Council who would have an active role in 
responding to any emergency. The current membership of the working group is listed 
in Attachment 3. 

Consultations 

Consultations for the development of the new MEMP have been underway since 
January 2020. The consultation process was delayed by the need for officers to refocus 
efforts on responding to the COVID19 pandemic. 

The officers and other stakeholders who contributed to the review include: 

• General Manager 

• the Municipal Emergency Management Team (as listed above) 

• the MEMC, including Tasmanian Fire Service, Tasmanian Police, Ambulance 
Tasmania (as listed in Attachment 2) 

• Council’s internal Emergency Management Working Group (as listed in 
Attachment 3) 

• The SES Emergency Management Planner 

• The SES Regional Manager – South 

• Consultant – Steve Smith 

Human Resource / Financial and Risk Management Implications: 

Financial 

While there are no direct financial implications that would arise from adopting the 
MEMP, Council is required to resource and train its workforce to deliver the MEMP 
and respond to a disaster event. This forms part of Council’s obligations under the Act.  
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Council also makes an annual contribution of $21,000 to the regional SES General 
Response Unit – South along with other bordering councils (Hobart, Kingborough, 
Clarence and Sorell) to support the functioning of this highly regarded service to the 
community. 

Human resources 

As required under the Act, Council must appoint a Municipal Emergency Management 
Coordinator and support roles to enable the MEMP to be properly executed. These 
duties are undertaken by council officers on a voluntary basis and in addition to their 
normal duties.  

Risk management 
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If the plan is not approved by the Commissioner, 
the Emergency management Team with 
involvement from the SES address the areas of 
concern and resubmit the plan for endorsement 
by Council and re-submission. 

 

The MEMP is deficient and 
amendments are required by the 
State Emergency Management 
Controller 
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 If the plan is not endorsed by Council, the 
Emergency management Team with 
involvement from the SES address the areas of 
concern and resubmit the plan for endorsement 
by Council. 

Council breaches its obligation under 
the Emergency Services Act 2006 to 
ensure it has a current MEMP that is 
reviewed every two (2) years.  

Council’s ability to effectively respond 
to an emergency is diminished by 
relying on an out of date plan.  

Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications: 

Community consultation 

Public comments on the draft MEMP were invited through Council’s website and 
through a Facebook post, however no comments were received. This is not 
unexpected, given that the MEMP is focused on Council’s role in responding to an 
emergency and is primarily operational in nature. 

Public relations 

There are no material public relations implications.
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Recommendation: 

That Council: 

1. ENDORSE the draft 2020 Glenorchy City Council Municipal Emergency 
Management Plan, and 

2. DIRECT the General Manager to arrange submission of the draft 2020 
Glenorchy City Council Municipal Emergency Management Plan to the State 
Emergency Management Controller, Commissioner Darren Hine, for approval. 

 

Attachments/Annexures 

1
⇨  

Draft GCC MEMP  

2
⇨  

Glenorchy Emergency Management Committee contacts  

3
⇨  

Internal Emergency Management Working Group contacts  
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10. GLENORCHY - CITY OF ARTS 2040 STRATEGY   

Author: Coordinator, Arts and Cultural Development (Eleanor 
Downes)  

Qualified Person: Director Community and Customer Services (David 
Ronaldson)  

ECM File Reference: Arts and Culture Strategy         

Community Plan Reference: 

We are a proud city; a city of arts; of opportunity; of partnerships; a city that makes 
exciting things happen. 

Making Lives Better 

We will focus on developing a hub of multiculturalism, arts and culture 

We value our aboriginal communities’ arts, culture and heritage 

We continue to welcome new arrivals from all countries, and work with them to build 
on the multicultural traditions in our community through arts, food, music, 
entertainment and shared experience. 

Valuing Our Environment 

We will improve the amenity of our public spaces through public art and quality 
landscaping, promoting walking and bike access and encourage high standard 
contemporary design for new buildings alongside creative reuse of heritage buildings.  

Leading Our Community 

Community and business leaders will be a key part of decision making, enabling vision 
to become a reality. The community will be strongly engaged to play an active part in 
designing our future.  

Building Image and Pride  

We will show our pride as a city and others will see it. 

The entrances to our city are striking and welcome people to the city of the arts, 
opportunity and partnership. 

Strategic or Annual Plan Reference: 

Making Lives Better 

Objective 1.1  Know our communities and what they value 

Strategy 1.1.1 Guide decision making through continued community 
engagement based on our Community Plan 
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Strategy 1.1.2 Encourage diversity in our community by facilitating 
opportunities and connections 

Objective 1.2 Support our communities to pursue and achieve their goals 

Strategy 1.2.1 Encourage and support communities to express and achieve 
their aspirations 

Strategy 1.2.2 Build relationships and networks that create opportunities for 
our communities 

Strategy 1.2.3 Promote creative expression and participation and life-long 
learning as priorities for our communities 

Action 1.2.3.01 Deliver and support community and cultural events and awards 

Valuing our Environment 

Objective 3.1   Create a liveable and desirable city 

Strategy 3.1.2 Enhance our parks and public spaces with public art and 
contemporary design 

Action 3.1.2.01  Identify and deliver opportunities for delivery of public art as 
per the Public Art Policy 

Building Image and Pride  

Objective 5.1  We will show our pride as a city and others will see it 

Action 5.1.1.09 Deliver an Arts and Culture Strategy 

Action 5.1.1.10 Implement the Arts and Culture Strategy 

Reporting Brief: 

Seek Council’s endorsement of the draft Glenorchy – City of Arts 2040 Strategy to 
Council for release for public comment during December 2020 and January 2021.  

Proposal in Detail: 

Overview: 

The City of Glenorchy Community Plan 2015 2040 sets the following vision for our city 

by 2040: 

“We are a proud city; a city of arts; of opportunity; of partnerships; a city that 
makes exciting things happen” 

Becoming a city of the arts featured heavily in the Community Plan when it was 

developed and is a consistent theme that has run through our strategic planning ever 

since.  

The development of an Arts and Culture Strategy is intended to make the vision of 
being a city of the arts come to life.   

Substantive work on the development of the strategy commenced in August 2020 with 
the engagement of project consultants, Inkhorn Projects. Since commencing, Inkhorn 
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has been working with Council and in consultation with key stakeholders to develop a 
draft arts and culture strategy. 

The draft Glenorchy – City of Arts 2040 Strategy (the Strategy) has now been prepared 
and is presented to Council as Attachment 1. The draft Strategy sets out how the 
community’s vision for Glenorchy to be a city of the arts (as envisaged in the 
Community Plan may be achieved.  

The draft Strategy sets out a series of forward-looking strategic goals that have been 
developed through initial consultation and community feedback undertaken between 
September and November 2020.  

These closely reflect the arts and cultural life of the community and the city and 
recognise the range of strategies, plans, policies, actions or aspirations held by the 
community and Council.  

The goals, objectives and actions in the draft Strategy are intended to provide a clear 
direction for Council and community for the achievement of a culturally rich and 
vibrant city, as described in the Community Plan. 

The draft Strategy presents how arts and culture is able to engage and enrich 
communities, as well as connect with existing Council plans, strategies and policies. It 
also aligns with all five of the Council’s strategic goals for 2016-2025, as set out in 
Council’s Community, Strategic and Annual plans. 

Development of the draft Strategy 

The draft Strategy was developed in close consultation with Council officers and 
through extensive engagement with the arts community and other key stakeholders.  

Inkhorn facilitated community engagement through public gatherings, on-line 
questionnaires, workshops for children, families and young people, and in-depth 
meetings and discussions with various sectors of the municipality and Council. These 
have been synthesised to create a long-term strategic document that provides 
direction to Council and community towards achievement of the Community Plan 
vision. 

The following work was undertaken: 

• data gathering, desktop research and analysis of the City’s arts and cultural 
environment, assets, opportunities, gaps and existing / potential connections 

• a range of internal and external community stakeholder consultation 

• writing and development work including the development of a discussion 
document 

• consultative workshops with the Glenorchy Arts and Culture Advisory 
Committee 

• consultative workshops with students, young people and community at the 
Glenorchy library, and 

• conducting of two surveys, one for an art audience and one for general public.
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Further community engagement and consultation 

Setting the framework for how Glenorchy can become a city of the arts can only be 
done in consultation with the communities of Glenorchy. 

While there has been extensive consultation undertaken to develop the draft Strategy, 
it is essential that the Glenorchy community is given the opportunity to comment and 
provide feedback on the draft strategy before it is adopted.  

It is proposed that Council approves the release of the draft Strategy for public 
comment and feedback through December 2020 and January 2021.  

Any changes that are identified during the consultation and engagement process will 
then be made before it returns to Council for final endorsement in February 2021.  

Related Council Strategies and Plans 

The following strategies and plans already adopted by Council are related to, and have 
helped inform the development of, the draft Strategy: 

• Glenorchy Community Plan 2015-2040 

• Economic Development Strategy 2020-25 

• Cultural Development Policy (2016) 

• Public Art Policy (2016) 

• Community Development Strategy Project  

• GCC Access Plan 2016 – 2021 

• Youth Strategy and Action Plan 2014-2019 

• Safer Communities Framework 2019-29 

• Multicultural Framework Statement 

• Successful Ageing Framework 2019-2024 

• Building a Learning Community in Glenorchy Strategy 2014-2017 

• Glenorchy Healthy Communities Plan 2014-2023 

Consultations: 

A Project Working Group was established comprising Aldermen Richardson and Sims, 
Council staff and representatives from the Glenorchy Arts and Culture Advisory 
Committee. The working group has been meeting monthly to support the consultants.  

Other officers and stakeholders who have been consulted in the development of the 
draft Strategy include:  

General Manager 
Executive Leadership Team 
Manager Community 
Manager City Strategy and Economic Development 
Economic Development Coordinator 
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Open Space Coordinator 
Community Development Coordinator 
Coordinator Community Planning and Engagement 
Visual Arts Program Officer 
Cultural Program Officers 
Operations Officer MAC 
Marketing Officer MAC 
Major Events Officer 
Community Engagement Officer 
Heritage Officer 
Community Development Officer – Children, Youth and Families 

Human Resource / Financial and Risk Management Implications: 

Financial 

$60,000 has been allocated in this year’s budget (as part of Council’s COVID-19 
Economic Stimulus package) to fund the development of the Strategy. 

The Strategy presents a vision detailing strategic themes, opportunities, gaps and 
priority sectors, activities or projects. If the Strategy is ultimately adopted, these 
would form the basis for future funding applications, be they from within Council, 
State/Federal grants or through other means, to help deliver on the Strategy’s 
objectives. 

The activities of Council’s Arts and Culture section, would also be informed by the 
Strategy and would then form the basis of the four-year operational implementation 
plan and budgets. 

The Strategy would also, albeit to a lesser degree, help inform budgets and annual 
plans for other related areas of Council, such as Major Events, Economic Development 
and Open Space Planning.  

The implementation of actions under the Strategy would be monitored and reported 
through Council and a review and update of the strategy would commence in 2022. 

Human resources 

Adopting the recommendations in this report would trigger the draft Strategy’s 
release for public comment and consultation.  This would be undertaken by Council 
officers as part of their ordinary duties.  

The Strategy provides a recommendation for the future directions for staffing of 
Council’s Arts and Culture program. This may require changes to resourcing through 
future annual planning and budget processes and funding opportunities suggested 
within the Strategy. 
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Risk management 
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No specific mitigation measures have been 
identified.  However, the draft strategy has 
undergone extensive consultation during its 
development which, in itself, helps to mitigate 
this risk  

Community dissatisfaction with the 
draft Strategy, leading to the need to 
make comprehensive changes and 
incur additional costs in doing so. 

Do not adopt the recommendation 
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Council articulates any deficiencies in the draft 
Strategy and reconsiders its release for public 
consultation at a future meeting.  

Council fails to meet the vision of 
Glenorchy as a City of Arts as stated in 
the Community Plan 2015-2040. 

Council fails to meet the community 
expectation generated by the 
consultation and promotion of the 
project development by the 
consultants. 

Council fails to realise a priority 
project of the Economic Stimulus 
Package. 

Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications: 

Community consultation 

The development of an Arts and Culture Strategy for the City arises directly from 
expectations and aspirations articulated in the Community Plan.  

Inkhorn Projects has consulted widely across community, arts and cultural 
stakeholders, leaders in the municipality, Council staff and the broader community. 
The document reflects this engagement and a list of the organisations and individuals 
is provided. 

The project has been supported by a Project Working Group and Council’s Special 
Committee, Glenorchy Arts and Culture Advisory Committee, with membership 
comprising community, Aldermen and Council officers.  

This report recommends that the draft Strategy is released for public comment and 
feedback through December 2020 and early January 2021. Following that process any 
resulting adjustments would be made to the document before it returns to Council for 
final endorsement in February 2021. 

Public relations 

An Engagement Plan would be developed with the Communications team and 
Community Engagement Officer for public comment and feedback during December 
2020 and January 2021. 
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Recommendation: 

That Council: 

1. APPROVE the release of the draft Glenorchy – City of Arts 2040 Strategy for 
public comment during December 2020 and early January 2021 

2. NOTE that the final Glenorchy – City of Arts 2040 Strategy will be presented to 
Council for consideration and proposed adoption in February 2021.  

Attachments/Annexures 

1
⇨  

Glenorchy - City of Arts 2040 Strategy  
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ENVIRONMENT 
 

Community Goal: “Valuing our Environment” 
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11. REVIEW OF REPRESENTATIONS ON DRAFT GLENORCHY LOCAL 
PROVISIONS SCHEDULE  

Author: Strategic Planner (Lyndal Byrne)  

Qualified Person: Director Strategy and Development (Sam Fox)  

ECM File Reference: Tasmanian Planning Scheme         

Community Plan Reference: 

Making Lives Better 

Our lives will be enhanced by using good design to create safer, more welcoming 
public spaces. 

Open for business 

We will create a strong economy and jobs for the future. We will encourage business 
diversity, innovation and new technologies to stimulate jobs, creativity and 
collaboration. We will be a place where business can establish, continue and flourish. 

Valuing our environment 

We will value and enhance our natural and built environment. Our CBD areas of 
Glenorchy, Moonah and Claremont will be revitalised, with a strong emphasis on great 
design, open space and public art. 

Strategic or Annual Plan Reference: 

Open for business 

Objective 2.1 Stimulate a prosperous economy. 

Strategy 2.1.1  Foster an environment that encourages investment and jobs. 

Action 2.1.1.03 Consult on and finalise the Glenorchy Local Provisions Schedule. 

Reporting Brief: 

For Council, acting in its capacity as a Planning Authority, to consider representations 
received during the recent exhibition of the Draft Glenorchy Local Provisions Schedule 
(Draft Glenorchy LPS) and to endorse two reports to the Tasmanian Planning 
Commission: 

1. a report to the about those representations, recommended changes to the 
Draft Glenorchy LPS and the Planning Authority’s opinion of the compliance of 
the LPS with statutory criteria, and 

2. a further report notifying changes that might be needed to the State Planning 
Provisions.
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Proposal in Detail: 

Background 

Development and exhibition of the Draft LPS 

The Draft Glenorchy LPS is the local part of the Tasmanian Planning Scheme. It 
contains maps of the Zones and Codes that apply to use and development, as well as 
any specific provisions that might apply to a parcel of land (for example, urban design 
and heritage outcomes). 

At its meeting of 26 November 2018, Council endorsed the submission of the Draft 
Glenorchy LPS to the Tasmanian Planning Commission (the Commission) under the 
relevant provisions of the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (LUPAA). 

In July 2020, the Commission directed Council to exhibit the Draft Glenorchy LPS. 
Exhibition tool place between 23 July and 21 September 2020.   

Broad consultation on the Draft Glenorchy LPS was undertaken. This included adding 
fliers to rates notices, providing letters to land owners who did not receive a rates 
notice, advertising in the Glenorchy Gazette (August and September 2020 editions), 
publishing information on Council’s website (including an interactive map), a media 
release, posts on Council’s Facebook page, referrals to State Agencies and all Councils 
within the southern region, and statutory notices in The Mercury newspaper (22 July 
and 5 August 2020). 

Statutory requirements for reporting on the representations 

Section 35F(1) of LUPAA requires the Planning Authority to provide the Commission 
with a report outlining the representations received on the Draft Glenorchy LPS within 
60 days from the end of the exhibition period.  In this instance, due to Council’s 
reporting cycle, the Commission has granted an extension until 1 December 2020. 

Section 35F(2) of LUPAA indicates that the report on the representations must 
contain: 

• a copy of each representation 

• a statement containing the planning authority’s response to the matters 
referred to in any LPS Criteria outstanding issues notice 

• a statement of the planning authority’s opinion as to the merit of each 
representation and whether the draft LPS should be modified and the effect on 
the draft LPS as a whole if it was modified to address the representation 

• a statement as to whether the planning authority is satisfied the draft LPS 
meets the LPS criteria, and 

• the recommendations of the planning authority in relation to the draft LPS. 

The LPS criteria is prescribed under section 34(2) of LUPAA. These require an LPS to: 

• contain all the provisions specified by the State Planning Provisions (SPPs) 
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• be in accordance with section 32 of LUPAA (which outlines how the LPS is 
constructed) 

• further the objectives set out in Schedule 1 of LUPAA 

• be consistent with each State policy 

• be consistent with the relevant Land Use Strategy 

• be consistent with Council’s strategic plan 

• be consistent with, as far as practicable, the LPS provisions of neighbouring 
Councils, and   

• have regard to the safety requirements set out in the standards prescribed 
under the Gas Pipelines Act 2000.  

Section 35G of LUPAA also allows a planning authority to advise the Commission if, 
having considered the representations on the Draft LPS, the content of a provisions of 
the SPPs should be altered. 

Merit of Representations on Draft LPS (s. 35F Report) 

Thirty-three representations were received on the Draft Glenorchy LPS. All 
representations were received within the exhibition period.  Several representations 
were received from State Agencies (Department of State Growth, Tasmanian State 
Emergency Services, TasWater, TasRail and TasNetworks). Eight representations were 
on one specific issue, and one representation was received from Council officers 
(primarily raising concerns with the workability of the Draft Glenorchy LPS). 

The representations raised a broad range of issues including zoning changes, 
application and extent of code overlays, and heritage values. Attachment 1 provides a 
description of the issues raised and officer recommendations as to whether the Draft 
Glenorchy LPS should be modified in response to representations under section 35F(2) 
of LUPAA. 

Representations have been summarised for the purposes of this report. As Council 
officers have raised several issues with the workability of the Draft Glenorchy LPS, and 
as some of these issues may impact on the SPPs, the officer representation has been 
included in Attachment 2.  

Recommended changes 

The following changes to the Draft Glenorchy LPS are recommended, subject to a 
transparent consultation and assessment process: 

• change TasWater water tank areas in Tolosa Street, Glenorchy and Marys Hope 
Road, Rosetta from an Environmental Management Zone to a Utilities Zone 

• change 100 Myrtle Forest Road, Collinsvale from a Rural Zone to a Landscape 
Conservation Zone 

• subject to owner consent, change 36 Wessing Lane, Collinsvale from a Rural 
Zone to a Landscape Conservation Zone 

https://www.legislation.tas.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/act-1993-070?query=((PrintType%3D%22act.reprint%22+AND+Amending%3C%3E%22pure%22+AND+PitValid%3D%40pointInTime(20180730000000))+OR+(PrintType%3D%22act.reprint%22+AND+Amending%3D%22pure%22+AND+PitValid%3D%40pointInTime(20180730000000))+OR+(PrintType%3D%22reprint%22+AND+Amending%3C%3E%22pure%22+AND+PitValid%3D%40pointInTime(20180730000000))+OR+(PrintType%3D%22reprint%22+AND+Amending%3D%22pure%22+AND+PitValid%3D%40pointInTime(20180730000000)))+AND+Title%3D(%22Land%22+AND+%22Use%22+AND+%22Planning%22+AND+%22and%22+AND+%22Approvals%22+AND+%22Act%22+AND+%221993%22)&dQuery=Document+Types%3D%22%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3EActs%3C%2Fspan%3E%2C+%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3EAmending+Acts%3C%2Fspan%3E%2C+%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3ESRs%3C%2Fspan%3E%2C+%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3EAmending+SRs%3C%2Fspan%3E%22%2C+Search+In%3D%22%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3ETitle%3C%2Fspan%3E%22%2C+All+Words%3D%22%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3ELand+Use+Planning+and+Approvals+Act+1993%3C%2Fspan%3E%22%2C+Point+In+Time%3D%22%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3E30%2F07%2F2018%3C%2Fspan%3E%22#GS32@EN
https://www.legislation.tas.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/act-1993-070?query=((PrintType%3D%22act.reprint%22+AND+Amending%3C%3E%22pure%22+AND+PitValid%3D%40pointInTime(20180730000000))+OR+(PrintType%3D%22act.reprint%22+AND+Amending%3D%22pure%22+AND+PitValid%3D%40pointInTime(20180730000000))+OR+(PrintType%3D%22reprint%22+AND+Amending%3C%3E%22pure%22+AND+PitValid%3D%40pointInTime(20180730000000))+OR+(PrintType%3D%22reprint%22+AND+Amending%3D%22pure%22+AND+PitValid%3D%40pointInTime(20180730000000)))+AND+Title%3D(%22Land%22+AND+%22Use%22+AND+%22Planning%22+AND+%22and%22+AND+%22Approvals%22+AND+%22Act%22+AND+%221993%22)&dQuery=Document+Types%3D%22%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3EActs%3C%2Fspan%3E%2C+%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3EAmending+Acts%3C%2Fspan%3E%2C+%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3ESRs%3C%2Fspan%3E%2C+%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3EAmending+SRs%3C%2Fspan%3E%22%2C+Search+In%3D%22%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3ETitle%3C%2Fspan%3E%22%2C+All+Words%3D%22%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3ELand+Use+Planning+and+Approvals+Act+1993%3C%2Fspan%3E%22%2C+Point+In+Time%3D%22%3Cspan+class%3D'dq-highlight'%3E30%2F07%2F2018%3C%2Fspan%3E%22#JS1@EN
https://www.legislation.tas.gov.au/view/html/inforce/2001-10-24/act-2000-091
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• change a portion of 584 Main Road, Granton from a Particular Purpose Zone 1 
– Future Road Corridor to a General Residential Zone 

• change a portion of 181 Chapel Street, Glenorchy from an Open Space Zone to 
a General Residential Zone 

• change 85 Barossa Road, Glenorchy from a Utilities Zone to a General 
Residential Zone 

• correct the State Government’s landslip hazard band mapping to match 
current cadastral data (Rosetta and Casuarina Crescent landslips) 

• change sections of access road adjacent to Goodwood Road, Goodwood from a 
Utilities Zone to a Port and Marine Zone and from a Utilities Zone to a General 
Residential Zone and portions of land behind 34-54 Acton Crescent, Goodwood 
from an Open Space Zone to a Utilities Zone 

• subject to a statement from the landowner (the Crown) that the land is not 
contaminated, change 73 Elwick Road, Glenorchy from a Utilities Zone to an 
Inner Residential Zone  

• change 1-5 Springfield Avenue, Moonah from a Light Industrial Zone to a 
Commercial Zone 

• remove the Bushfire Prone Areas Overlay from several recently subdivided 
areas at Whitestone Point, Mahoney Drive, Claremont and 48A Creek Road, 
Lenah Valley 

• change a portion of land off Bilton Street, Claremont from an Inner Residential 
Zone to a Utilities Zone 

• ensure approved zoning changes under PLAM- 19/01 for Wilkinsons Point and 
PLS43A- 18/01 for 115 Allunga Road, Chigwell, occur with the approval of the 
LPS 

• align the Site-Specific Area mapping for Wellington Park with the full extent of 
the park 

• reassess the watercourse classification for Roseneath Rivulet and other 
watercourses in the municipality, and 

• request modifications to the S8A Guidelines and TPC Practice Notes to ensure 
mapping is clear and unambiguous.  

The remaining issues raised in the representations are not supported.  These are 
discussed in detail in Attachment 1. 

Should the Commission support the recommended changes and identify that there 
may be a public interest, it may determine that the change is a substantial 
modification to the Draft LPS and direct the planning authority to re-exhibit the 
modified Draft LPS.  

It is recommended that Council, acting as the Glenorchy Planning Authority, endorse 
Attachment 1 Summary of representations, as its s. 35F report.   
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It is considered that the draft LPS, subject to the recommendations outlined in 
Attachment 1, meets the LPS criteria prescribed in s. 34 of LUPAA. It is recommended 
that Council, acting as the Glenorchy Planning Authority, advise the Commission of 
this. 

Changes to the State Planning Provisions (s. 35G Report) 

Attachment 3 provides an assessment of issues raised in the representations that 
identify operational and workability concerns with the SPPs.  These matters relate to: 

• clarifying exemptions  

• vehicle access and road requirements  

• the need to consider open space in subdivision applications 

• impact of illuminated signs on traffic 

• access and parking, and particularly requirements for accessible parking 

• issues with the Heritage Code, Natural Assets Code, Scenic Protection Code, 
and 

• lack of consideration for stormwater management. 

It is recommended the Council, acting as Glenorchy Planning Authority, endorse 
Attachment 3 as its s. 35G Report and submit it to the Commission. 

Next steps 

Following receipt of the report under section 35F of LUPAA, the Commission would 
hold hearings into the representations made.  Representors would be invited to attend 
by the Commission. Council officers may be required to provide more information to 
the Commission and therefore additional delegations are recommended to officers to 
authorise this. If the Commission recommends any substantial modifications, 
additional consultation on the changes would need to occur. The Commission would 
then seek the agreement of the Minister for Planning to approve the Glenorchy LPS. 

There is no legislative process prescribed for a notice submitted under section 35G of 
LUPAA. 

Consultations: 

Development Department Officers (Planning Officers, Heritage Officer, Development 
Engineers, Environmental Health Officers and Building Officers) 
Manager Infrastructure, Engineering and Design 
Open Space Coordinator 
Environmental Coordinator 
Traffic Engineer 
Senior Civil Engineer 
Public Compliance Coordinator
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Human Resource / Financial and Risk Management Implications: 

Financial 

The Planning Scheme Review Project is managed within the Planning Services budget.   

Human resources 

Council Officers would represent Council at the Commission hearings on the 
representations to the Draft Glenorchy LPS. This function was delegated to Council 
officers at the 26 November 2018 Council meeting. 

Risk management 

Council, acting as Planning Authority, has a statutory obligation under LUPAA to 
consider the representations received on the Draft Glenorchy LPS and determine their 
merits. Submitting the s. 35F report to the Commission would continue the Draft 
Glenorchy LPS process and allow for representors to express their views to the 
Commission in a public forum.  

Planning Services are concerned that the SPPs in their current form would not result 
in quality planning outcomes for the community and it is therefore recommended that 
the Commission be notified of these issues. 
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Representors provided with opportunity for 
their concerns to be independently considered 
by the TPC.  

Representors dissatisfied with 
Council’s position. 

Approval of the Glenorchy LPS would 
bring the SPPs into operation, which 
are considered (in their current form) 
to provide poor planning outcomes. 
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Continue to advocate for improvement to the 
SPPs, review of regional Land Use Strategies and 
creation of Tasmanian Planning Policies.  

Do not adopt the recommendation 
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Given this is a statutory requirement, other than 
adopting the recommendation, no other risk 
mitigation has been identified. 

Council would breach its obligations 
and duties as a Planning Authority 
under LUPAA. 

Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications: 

Community consultation 

Community consultation on the Draft Glenorchy LPS was undertaken in line with the 
statutory requirements of LUPAA. A broader notification process to alert the 
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community of the pending exhibition was also undertaken, by including fliers about 
the new scheme with the December 2019 rates notices and sending letters to those 
property owners who did not receive a rate notice.  People were encouraged to view 
Council’s website and keep in touch with officers about the pending exhibition. 

During the exhibition period, advertisements were included in the Glenorchy Gazette 
(August and September 2020), a media release issued, and social media posts made 
about exhibition. 

A dedicated page was set up on Council’s website, which provided detailed 
information about the Draft Glenorchy LPS and copies of all the documents which it 
comprised. The page also included an interactive map that enabled members of the 
community to identify specific properties and see which controls (Zones, Codes and 
site-specific controls) would apply to it. This was considered particularly valuable for 
people who did not have the time or opportunity to come into Council offices.  

Council officers also spoke with and wrote to many members of the community about 
the Draft Glenorchy LPS prior to and during exhibition. 

Exhibition yielded 33 representations, which is considered a reasonable outcome.  By 
comparison, the exhibition process for the Glenorchy Interim Planning Scheme 2015, 
which included a direct mailout to all owner-occupiers, attracted 18 representations. 

Recommendation: 

That Council, acting as the Glenorchy Planning Authority (GPA): 

1. RECEIVE and NOTE representations received as a result of statutory notification 

of the draft Glenorchy Local Provisions Schedule (LPS) 

2. SUBMIT a report to the Tasmanian Planning Commission (TPC) pursuant to 

section 35F of the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (the Act) in the 

form of Attachment 1, providing: 

(a) a copy of each representation made under section 35E(1) of the Act 

(b) a statement of the GPS’s opinion as to the merit of each representation 

(c) a statement noting that the GPA is satisfied that the draft LPS, including 

the changes in Attachment 1, meets the LPS criteria in section 34 of the 

Act 

(d) the recommendations of the GPA in relation to the draft LPS 

3. NOTIFY the TPC, pursuant to section 35G of the Act, that it is of the opinion 

that the content of the State Planning Provisions should be altered as set out in 

Attachment 3  

4. DELEGATE under section 6 of the Act, to the General Manager, Coordinator 

Planning Services and Strategic Planner, the function and powers to modify the 

reports submitted under clause 2 in accordance with any directions from the 

TPC under section 35K of the Act 
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5. RESOLVE that the reasons for the GPA’s decision are set out in the details and 

conclusions in Attachment 1 and Attachment 3 

Attachments/Annexures 

1
⇨  

Section 35F Report Summary of Representor Issues and Officer 
Response 

 

2
⇨  

GCC Officer Representation on Draft Glenorchy LPS  

3
⇨  

Section 35G Report  
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GOVERNANCE 
 

Community Goal: “Leading our Community”
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12. APPROVAL OF ECONOMIC RECOVERY LOAN  

Author: Accounting Coordinator (Mark Patmore)  

Qualified Person: Director Corporate Services (Jenny Richardson)  

ECM File Reference: Borrowings         

 

Community Plan Reference: 

Leading Our Community 

We will be a progressive, positive community with strong council leadership, striving 
to make Our Community’s Vision a reality. 

The communities of Glenorchy will be confident that the Council manages the 
community’s assets soundly for the long-term benefit of the community. 

Strategic or Annual Plan Reference: 

Leading Our Community 

Objective 4.1 Govern in the best interests of our community 

Strategy   4.1.1 Manage Council for maximum efficiency, accountability and 
transparency 

Objective 4.2 Prioritise resources to achieve our communities’ goals 

Strategy   4.2.1  Deploy the Council’s resources effectively to deliver value 

 

Reporting Brief: 

To recommend that Council formally approves borrowings of $5 million in the  
2020-21 financial year to fund Council’s Economic Recovery Program, as 
foreshadowed in Council’s approved COVID-19 Community Assistance Package and 
2020-21 budget estimates. 

 

Proposal in Detail: 

The COVID-19 Community Assistance Package adopted by Council on 18 May 2020 
provided a wide range of assistance measures, including ten stimulus projects that 
form the foundation of Council’s Economic Recovery Program for the City. 

The 2020/21 Budget Estimates, considered and approved by Council at a Special 
meeting on 19 June 2020, also foreshadowed the intention to fund the Economic 
Recovery Program through a $5 million loan from State Government’s $200 million 
Local Government Loan Program (LGLP). 

Council’s Long-Term Financial Management Plan (which was approved at the same 
time as the 2020-21 budget), provides for the loan to be repaid over a five-year period, 
taking advantage of the LGLP whereby Council would receive a grant equivalent to the 
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interest payable on the loan for the first three years of the borrowing period.  The loan 
would be repaid on a principal and interest basis to ensure it is fully cleared within the 
five-year period. 

Council received notification in early July that the State Treasurer had approved 
Council’s application under the LGLP for $5m in borrowings.  In addition, Council has 
also been approved for the borrowing through the Tasmanian Public Finance 
Corporation (TasCorp). However, Council has not yet drawn down on the loan and 
seeks Council’s formal approval to do so. 

Legislative Requirements 

The Local Government Act 1993 requires Councils to approve loans and the granting 
of security. 

78. Borrowings 

(1) A council, for the purpose of raising a loan or obtaining any form of financial 
accommodation, may decide by an absolute majority to provide any of the following 
forms of security: 

(a) debentures; 

(b) bills of sale, mortgages or other charges; 

(c) inscribed stock; 

(d) guarantees; 

(e) any other document evidencing indebtedness other than bearer instruments. 

(2) A council may not raise a loan in any financial year exceeding any amount the 
Treasurer determines for that financial year. 

(3 In this section, loan includes any financing arrangement as determined by the 
Treasurer. 

Council should note that it effectively approved the loan when it approved its  
2020-21 budget and has therefore arguably already complied with the requirement 
under section 78. However, out of an abundance of caution, formal approval under a 
separate resolution is being sought to ensure that all statutory requirements have 
been met. 

Loan details 

The loan would be between Council and TasCorp pursuant to a Deed of Charge (Deed). 
The Deed together with an existing signed Master Loan Agreement and Loan 
Schedules combine to create the entire loan agreement. 

The Deed provides a floating security charge over all Council revenue and cash at bank 
as well as other more general terms. These general terms include broadly expressed 
warranties and indemnities, general powers to inspect our records and take rights 
over our trading assets and that seeks to restrict Council from encumbering, 
transferring or otherwise dealing with our assets, except in the ordinary course of 
operations.  

Council’s Senior Legal Counsel has been consulted and is of the opinion the Deed is in 
the usual State Government drafted format. 
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Summary 

The LGLP provides for loans over three years to local government authorities to 
encourage investment in and employment of more Tasmanians to upgrade, renovate 
and to do necessary maintenance to improve existing local government infrastructure. 

This is a one-off opportunity to take advantage of State Government supported 
finance and Council nominated projects that assist in the economic recovery journey 
from COVID-19. 

Consultations: 

Chief Financial Officer 
Senior Legal Counsel 
Finance staff 

Human Resource / Financial and Risk Management Implications: 

Financial 

Financial implications are set out in the body of this report. 

Human resources 

There are no material human resources implications resulting from the approval. 

However, projects carried out under the stimulus package which the loan will fund are 
likely to require additional project management resources. Any additional resources 
would also be funded from the loan amount. 

Risk management 

Risks associated with Council’s financial expenditure and sustainability were managed 
through the process for developing Council’s annual budget and are being monitored 
through ongoing reporting on Council’s Strategic and Key Operational risk register. 

Risk Identification 
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Continue ongoing monitoring of Council’s 
financial position and the Economic Recovery 
Program and continue to provide monthly 
reporting to Council.  

Council’s financial position 
deteriorates, and we are unable to 
repay the debt. 

Do not adopt the recommendation 
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Council would need to reconsider proceeding 
with the Program and / or seek alternative 
funding sources.  This includes looking at funding 
from within existing cash holdings. 

The Economic Recovery Program 
would be unfunded, leading to an 
urgent need for Council to review its 
priorities and adopt a revised budget 
for 2020-21.  
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Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications: 

Community consultation 

Community consultation was not undertaken specifically for this report due to the 
consultation and promotion undertaken as part of the Community Assistance Program 
and 2020/21 Budget Estimates reports.  

Public relations 

There are no material public relations implications. Council has previously 
foreshadowed its intention to fund the Economic Recovery Program through loan 
borrowings, and this was made clear in external communications around Council’s 
budget. 

 

Recommendation: 

That Council: 

1. APPROVE borrowings of $5 million under the Local Government Loan Program 
in accordance with section 78 of the Local Government Act 1993 

2. AUTHORISE the General Manager to sign and seal the loan documents on 
behalf of Council, and 

3. AUTHORISE the General Manager to appoint authorised representatives of 
Council.  

 

 

Attachments/Annexures 

1
⇨  

Tascorp Deed of Charge  

  

 

../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=OC_30112020_ATT.PDF#PAGE=281


Monday 30 November 2020   Council Meeting Agenda 

44 

13. UPDATED COUNCIL POLICIES  

Author: Manager Corporate Governance (Tracey Ehrlich)  

Qualified Person: Director Corporate Services (Jenny Richardson)  

ECM File Reference: Council Policies         

 

Community Plan Reference: 

Under the City of Glenorchy Community Plan 2015 – 2040, the Community has 
prioritised ‘transparent and accountable government’. 

Strategic or Annual Plan Reference: 

Annual Plan Reference 4.1.1 Manage Council for maximum efficiency, accountability 
and transparency. 

Reporting Brief: 

To present two (2) updated policies to Council for adoption. 

Proposal in Detail: 

All policies adopted by Council are reviewed cyclically.  The ordinary review period for 
Council policies is four (4) years after adoption, however policies may be reviewed 
earlier if it is appropriate to do so. 

This report presents the following two (2) updated policies to Council for adoption: 

• Tree Management Policy, and 

• Flag Policy. 

All reviewed policies are provided on Council’s updated policy template.  Other 
administrative changes have also been made, for example to update Council 
department or directorate names. 

Tree Management Policy 

Council’s current Tree Management Policy was originally adopted by Council at its 
meeting in May 2016. The Policy provides guidance to external parties and Council 
officers in the planting and management of street trees. 

Attachment 1 is a copy of the recommended updated Tree Management Policy 
November 2020. 

Attachment 2 is a copy showing tracked changes from the current May 2016 version. 

The changes and updates to the original policy substantially relate to recognising the 
amenity value of street trees and ensuring the appropriate management for street 
trees, including consultation with Council’s Arborist. The policy also updates 
references to Council’s current planning scheme (the Glenorchy Interim Planning 
Scheme 2015). 
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Flag policy 

Council’s Flag Policy was also adopted by Council at its meeting on 29 August 2016. 
The policy provides guidance to Council officers as to which flags are to be flown at 
Council Chambers. 

Broadly, the policy provides that the flags that will ordinarily be flown are the 
Australian flag, the Aboriginal flag and the Glenorchy City Council flag.  All relevant flag 
protocols will be observed, and different flags may be flown on certain significant 
occasions, as directed by the State Protocol Office or the Department of Prime 
Minister and Cabinet.  

Attachment 3 is a copy of the recommended updated Flag Policy. 

Attachment 4 is a copy of the Flag Policy showing tracked changes from the current 
version.  

No substantive changes are proposed to this policy. Updates are mainly 
administrative, to update department and directorate names, although reference to 
the United Nations Flag has been removed, as Council does not possess a United 
Nations Flag and does not intend to purchase one to be flown on only one day each 
year. 

Consultations: 

Infrastructure and Works Directorate 
Manager Customer Services 
Corporate Governance department 

Human Resource / Financial and Risk Management Implications: 

There are no human resources or financial implications. 
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Responsible officers continue to monitor 
compliance with policies and ensure that any 
amendments are made in a timely manner, as 
required.  

None of the recommended updated 
or new policies represent any 
significant departure from established 
practices or statutory requirements.  
There is a chance that procedural 
difficulties may be identified once 
they are implemented, leading to 
operational inefficiencies. 
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) Council officers are instructed to review the 

policies and implement any changes requested 
by Council as soon as practicable.  Governance administration would be 

less optimal due to the presence of 
outdated and less effective policies. 
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Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications: 

Nil. 

 

 

 

 

Recommendation: 

That Council: 

1. ADOPT the updated Tree Management policy in the form of Attachment 1, 
and 

2. ADOPT the updated Flag policy in the form of Attachment 3. 

 

 

Attachments/Annexures 

1
⇨  

Tree Management Policy 2020  

2
⇨  

Tracked Changes Tree Management Policy 2016  

3
⇨  

Flag Policy November 2020  

4
⇨  

Tracked Changes Flag Policy 2016  
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14. DISPOSAL (LONG-TERM LEASE) OF PART OF COUNCIL LAND AT 
210 TOLOSA STREET, GLENORCHY  

Author: Property Sales and Administration Officer (Jasmine Budd) 
Sport and Recreation Project Manager (Neal Ames)  

Qualified Person: Director Infrastructure and Works (Ted Ross)  

ECM File Reference: Disposal of Council Land Public Consultation 2020         

Community Plan Reference: 

Leading Our Community 

We will be a progressive, positive community with strong council leadership, striving 
to make Our Community’s Vision a reality. The communities of Glenorchy will be 
confident that the Council manages the community’s assets soundly for the long-term 
benefit of the community. 

Strategic or Annual Plan Reference: 

Leading Our Community 

Objective 4.1 Govern in the best interests of our community 

Strategy 4.1.1 Manage Council for maximum efficiency, accountability and 
transparency 

Strategy 4.1.2 Manage the City’s assets soundly for the long-term benefit of the 
community 

Objective 4.2  Prioritise resources to achieve our communities’ goals 

Strategy 4.2.1 Deploy the Council’s resources effectively to deliver value 

Reporting Brief: 

To recommend that Council commences investigation into the disposal (long-term 
lease) of Council land at 210 Tolosa Road, Glenorchy (which is part of Tolosa Park 
currently accommodating the Sporting Shooters of Australia Association Mitchell 
Range) in accordance with its process for investigating potential land disposals which 
precedes the commencement of a formal land disposal under section 178 of the Local 
Government Act 1993. 

Proposal in Detail: 

The Sporting Shooters of Australia Association (SSAA) operates two shooting ranges 
within the larger area of Tolosa Park. The first, shown on the map below, is the 
Australian Imperial Forces (AIF) Range, which has been on its current site since 
approximately 1950. The second range, which is the subject of this report, is the 
Mitchell Range, which is also shown on the map below. The Mitchell Range is located 
in Limekiln Gully below the Limekiln Dam.  



Monday 30 November 2020 Council Meeting Agenda 

 

The Mitchell Range, and the land which surrounds the range, is currently situated on 
land owned by Council, also known as 210 Tolosa Street, Glenorchy (title ref: 226221/1 
and 172728/1). For the purposes of this report, the two titles which comprise the 
Mitchell Range will be referred to as the Land. 

Proposed new lease area 

The SSAA (the Club) currently holds a lease over a portion of the Land (the area 
between the inner green lines on picture 2 on the following page).  

At its October meeting, Council adopted the Glenorchy Mountain Bike Masterplan. A 
number of the recommendations from the Master Plan would have direct impacts on 
the Club if they were implemented. In particular, the Master Plan proposes that 
mountain bike and walking trailheads would be situated on the area currently 
occupied by the AIF Range. The Master Plan notes that the range features from the 
AIF Range could be incorporated into the Mitchell Range and the AIF Range then 
decommissioned. All shooting disciplines undertaken by the club would then be at the 
upgraded Mitchell Range.  

To facilitate future work on the Mitchell Range, it is proposed to investigate granting 
the Club a long-term lease over the larger lease area, being the area shaded in yellow 
on in Picture 1 (below) and outlined in red in Picture 2 (over page). 
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Picture 1 – Recommended lease area 

Statutory requirements for long-term leases 

The area proposed to be leased includes the entirety of both titles.  However, it would 
also include a small area within the boundaries of Wellington Park which forms part 
of the Limekiln Gully Reservoir. Separate negotiations are currently underway with 
both TasWater and the Wellington Park Trust around the potential re-alignment of the 
Park boundary.  

The approximate location of the Land is the area outlined in red in the Picture 2 
below. As noted above the inner green lines show the boundaries of the Club’s 
existing lease area.  
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Picture 2 – Approximate lease boundary location 

Council officers have been engaging extensively with the SSAA since October 2019 
over the potential closure of the AIF Range and a possible upgrade to the Mitchell 
Range. These negotiations have focused on the Club’s requirements for an upgraded 
Mitchell Range to ensure that there would be no loss of shooting disciplines if the AIF 
Range were to close. The upgrade of the Mitchell Range would provide an opportunity 
to establish a contemporary and national standard shooting facility. To that end, 
Council has developed, in collaboration with the Club, a draft range upgrade plan (see 
Picture 3 below) which includes five new ranges.  

The Club has provided written support for these designs. It also provided extensive 
submissions during consultation around the development of the Mountain Bike Park 
Master Plan in support of this proposal. Council understands that the proposal has 
been presented to and endorsed (by a vote) by the membership of the Club. 

A number of state level organisations (including Tasmania Police) utilise the Club’s 
SSAA ranges for shooting training. Because of this, consideration around the future 
requirements of the ranges has included consultation with these external 
stakeholders.  

It is important to note that this proposal has not been considered in any of Council’s 
current or past budgets.  It is also not proposed to include it in future capital budgets.  
If the proposed upgrade to the Mitchell Range were to progress, external funding 
opportunities would need to be explored to finance the upgrade.  
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Picture 3 – Recommended upgrade to facilities 

Council process to dispose of Public Land 

Council has developed a process for investigating the potential disposal of parcels of 
Council owned land.  The process is set out in the ‘Disposal of Council Land Flowchart’ 
(Attachment 1).  

The flowchart outlines the process that Council Officers would take when identifying, 
investigating and recommending the leasing or disposal of Council land.  The flowchart 
in Attachment 1 identifies that the current process is currently in the investigation 
stage, which requires a report to Council (this report). 

This initial report to Council recommends that Council commences an investigation 
and evaluation of the potential long-term lease of the site to the Club.  If Council 
adopts the recommendations in this report, the next step would be to conduct an 
initial community engagement process to determine whether there are any significant 
community concerns about the proposal. 

As the proposed lease area is site and activity specific and is also closed to the general 
public due to the nature of the activity conducted there, it is not anticipated that there 
would be a high level of community interaction on this proposal.  
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The initial community engagement process would therefore include the following 
elements: 

• signage on the site and a public display 

• social media website postings 

• consultation with all stakeholders accommodated on the site, and 

• an invitation to lodge submissions. 

Once the community consultation process was completed, a report would be provided 
back to Council summarising the results. 

If Council was satisfied with the feedback received during that process, it would then 
consider whether to commence the statutory process for the disposal of public land 
which is set out in section 178 of the Local Government Act 1993  
(the s. 178 process).   

The s. 178 process requires formal public notification and consultation, meaning that 
anyone interested in the potential disposal would have multiple opportunities to make 
submissions and provide feedback on the proposal. 

Consultations: 

General Manager 
Director Infrastructure and Works 
Director Strategy and Development 
Director Community and Customer Service 
Director Corporate Services 
Manager Property, Environment and Waste 
Manager Development and Environment 
Coordinator Planning Services 
Manager Community 
Coordinator Open Space 
Sporting Shooters Association Australia (SSAA) 
Wellington Park Trust 
TasWater 

Human Resource / Financial and Risk Management Implications: 

Financial 

The cost of undertaking community engagement is expected to be in the order of 
$1,000. Due to the proposal being assessed as having a Level 3 impact under Council’s 
Community Engagement Policy, there is minimal need for multiple channels, with the 
majority of community interest being from the Club and other specific users. 

Human resources 

Council staff would facilitate the investigation and engagement process as part of their 
normal duties. 
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Risk management 
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Council considers all objections received during 
the community engagement process, prior to 
undertaking any s. 178 process. 

Adverse public reaction of decision 
to advertise Council’s intention to 
enter into proposed lease. 

Refusal by either TasWater or the 
Wellington Park Trust to approve 
boundary adjustments to 
accommodate new lease area. 
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 Adjust lease area in alignment with available 
area within the two titles and adjust range plans 
accordingly.  

Do not adopt the recommendation 
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Officers to discuss the outcome with 
stakeholders and look for other opportunities 
within the project. 

Officers would be required to advise 
the parties that Council is not 
proceeding with the s. 178 process. 
This may impact on outcomes of the 
negotiations that have been 
undertaken to date. 

Not providing certainty may impact 
key users of the facility, including 
Tas Police and other compliance 
agencies. 
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Officers could offer a short-term lease and 
explore other opportunities with the Club.  

Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications 

If the proposal proceeds, there would be an initial community engagement process 
carried out in line with Council’s Disposal of Council Land Flowchart.  The public would 
have the opportunity to make submissions about the recommended disposal. 

If Council were to resolve (at a future meeting) to commence a formal land disposal 
process, the intention to dispose of the Land would then be publicly advertised again 
in accordance with section 178 of the Local Government Act 1993.  

 

Recommendation: 

That Council: 

1. APPROVE the commencement of initial investigations into the potential 
disposal (long-term lease) of the SSAA Mitchell Range (title references: 
226221/1 and 172728/1) (the Land), including an informal community 
consultation in the first quarter of 2021 and 

2. NOTE that a further report will be provided to Council summarising the results 
of the community consultation process and identifying any specific concerns 
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about the disposal of the Land and (if recommended) seeking authorisation to 
proceed with a statutory disposal process. 

Attachments/Annexures 

1
⇨  

Disposal of Council Land Flowchart  
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15. DISPOSAL (LONG-TERM LEASE) OF COUNCIL LAND 
AT 16 AND 18 GROVE ROAD, GLENORCHY 
(KGV SOCCER FACILITY)  

Author: Property Sales and Administration Officer (Jasmine Budd)  

Qualified Person: Director Infrastructure and Works (Ted Ross)  

ECM File Reference: Disposal of Public Land Consultation 2020         

Community Plan Reference: 

Valuing our Environment 

We will value and enhance our natural environment. 

Open for Business 

We will be a place where business can establish, continue and flourish. 

Leading our Community 

The communities of Glenorchy will be confident that Council manages the 
community’s assets soundly for the long-term benefit of the community. 

Strategic or Annual Plan Reference: 

Valuing our Environment 

Objective 3.1 Create a liveable and desirable City. 

Strategy 3.1.4 Deliver new and existing services to improve the City’s liveability. 

Open for Business 

Objective 2.1 Stimulate a prosperous economy. 

Leading our Community 

Objective 4.1 Govern in the best interests of our community. 

Strategy 4.1.2 Manage the City’s assets soundly for the long-term benefit of the 
Community. 

Reporting Brief: 

To present the results of the public consultation and notification process carried out 
under section 178 of the Local Government Act 1993 and recommend that Council 
resolves to lease a portion of public land at 16 Grove Road, Glenorchy to the Glenorchy 
Knights Football Club for a period of 20 years, subject to the completion of a new 
amenities building on the site and the negotiation of appropriate lease terms.  
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Proposal in Detail: 

At its meeting on 31 August 2020, Council made the following resolution: 

That Council: 

1. FORM an intention under section 178 of the Local Government Act 1993 (the Act) 
to dispose of public land by long-term lease, namely 16 and 18 Grove Road, 
Glenorchy (title references 218303/1, 216010/1, 54872/22, 54872/23 and 
218303/1), being the area outlined in red in Figure 1 in the report to Council (the 
Land)  

2. AUTHORISE the General Manager to take all actions necessary to complete 
public notification of Council’s intention to dispose of the Land in accordance 
with section 178 of the Act and Council’s Disposal of Council Land Policy, and  

3. AUTHORISE the General Manager to consider and acknowledge any objection 
received pursuant to section 178(6) of the Act and report to a future Council 
meeting. 

Under section 178 of the Local Government Act 1993 (the Act), Council may sell, lease, 
donate, exchange or otherwise dispose of public land owned by it in accordance with 
the process set out in that section. 

This report recommends that Council determines, under section 178 of the Act, to 
dispose (by long-term lease) a small portion (approximately 250m2) of public land at 
16 Grove Road, Glenorchy, being part of the KGV Soccer facility, to the Glenorchy 
Knights Football Club (GKFC) on the following terms and conditions: 

• a lease term of 20 years 

• payment of agreed rent for the site by the lessee 

• satisfactory agreement as to the maintenance responsibilities for the new 
building. 

The part of the facility that is proposed to be leased is the functions area of a proposed 
new amenities building which is to be built on site using grant funds from Federal and 
State governments. It is a condition of part of the funding being provided to the GKFC 
that it has secured a long-term lease over that part of the facilities building.  

The Land 

The KGV Football (soccer) ground and associated buildings are currently situated on 
land owned by Council at 16 and 18 Grove Road, Glenorchy (title references 218303/1, 
216010/1, 54872/22, 54872/23 [16 Grove Road] and 218303/1 [18 Grove Road]).  For 
the purposes of this report, these properties will be referred to as the Land. 

Some important points to note about the Land are as follows: 

• while the two parcels have one title, they have separate Property Identifiers 
(PID’s) 

• 16 Grove Road currently has a facility building which is considered to be owned 
by Football Tasmania and is 600m2 in size 
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• 18 Grove Road is used as the football (soccer) playing surface and has a 
grandstand and toilet facilities currently situated on it.  This parcel is 17,400m2 
in size.  It is not proposed that Council disposes of any part of 18 Grove Road.  

• Football Tasmania currently has a holding-over lease agreement with Council 
over the entire area of the Land, and is using it as a football/soccer facility 

• Funding of approximately $5.7 million has been secured through Federal and 
State Government grants (with a small contribution from Council) to upgrade 
the KGV football facility.  The funding package includes the construction of a 
new amenities building on the site, which will include clubrooms, offices, 
change facilities and a function room. 

• of the $5.7m, the GKFC has secured a grant of approximately $1m which will 
contribute to the construction of the amenities building and allow the club to 
develop and promote football in Glenorchy. However, in order to receive the 
grant, the GKFC is required to have a long-term lease over the function area of 
the building, which will be approximately 250m2 once complete.   

• if that area was to be leased to the GKFC as envisaged in this report, Council 
would enter into a long-term lease with the GKFC.  It would also be proposed 
that Council negotiate with Football Tasmania to enter a short-term (approx. 5 
year) lease with Football Tasmania for the balance of the Land. For clarity, 
however, it is only the proposed long-term lease to the GDFC of the function 
area that is the subject of this report.  

The approximate location of the Land to be leased is the area asterisked in the below 
photo. The land is bordered by KGV Football (Australian Rules) to the south, and 
residential/open space land on the other borders. 
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Process under section 178 of The Act 

Section 178 of the the Act sets out the process that must be followed by a Council 
which intends to lease public land for a term greater than 5 years. 

Section 178(3) states that a resolution of the Council to sell, lease, donate, exchange 
or otherwise dispose of public land is to be passed by an absolute majority of Council.  
If such a resolution is passed:  

• the intention to lease must be advertised on two (2) occasions in a daily 
newspaper circulating in the municipal area, and  

• a copy of the notice must be displayed on any boundary of the public land that 
abuts a highway and notifies the public that objection to the proposal may be 
made to the General Manager within 21 days of the date of the first publication. 

If the General Manager does not receive any objection under subsection (4) and an 
appeal is not made under section 178A, the Council may sell, lease, donate, exchange 
or otherwise dispose of public land in accordance with its intention as published under 
subsection (4). 

Because the proposed lease of the function area of the proposed amenities building 
on the Land would be for a term greater than 5 years, the statutory process under 
section 178 was required to be followed, and Council is required to approve the 
proposed disposal as outlined above.   

Compliance with the section 178 process 

On 31 August 2020, Council resolved under section 178 to form an intention to dispose 
of the Land (see Attachment 1).  The resolution was passed by an absolute majority, 
as required.  

Following that resolution, a notice was published in The Mercury on Saturday, 26 
September and Saturday, 3 October 2020 (copies of the advertisements are 
Attachment 2) advising the public that any objections must be received by the General 
Manager within 21 days of the date of the first publication. 

Notices were also placed on the boundary of the public land as required (photographs 
of the notices on display are Attachment 3). 

The General Manager did not receive any objections to the proposed disposal, either 
within or outside of the 21-day time frame.  

Where no objections are received, section 178(5) of the Act authorises Council to 
dispose of the land in accordance with its intention, as published. 

Compliance with Council Policy 

Council’s Disposal of Council Land policy requires that the following criteria must be 
addressed in any report to Council in regard to the disposal of land, (the definition of 
‘disposal’ includes leasing): 

The current use and history of the Council Land 

The current use of the Land is a sporting facility which is home to the GKFC. 
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Details of the cultural, heritage, environmental, recreation, landscape values of the 
Council Land  

The Land holds significant cultural and recreation value for the Glenorchy district. It 
has been the home of football in Southern Tasmania and is one of the few synthetic 
football playing surfaces in the Southern Tasmania region.  

The results of the valuation of the Council Land 

For the purpose of preparing and negotiating a potential lease, lease fees would be 
compiled based on compliance with Council’s Leasing and Licensing of Council Owned 
and Managed Land policy. Under the Directive made under the Policy, this property 
would be classified as ’Specialised premises’, meaning that rent would be determined 
on a case-by-case basis. Rather than obtaining a valuation, rent would be determined 
by officers in accordance with the Directive.  

Any statutory or legal considerations  

Because the proposed lease term is greater than 5 years, the section 178 process is 
required to be followed. This and previous reports to Council have provided details of 
compliance with the process. 

The consultation process undertaken and consideration and response to every 
objection lodged 

No objections were received in the section 178 consultation process. 

The rationale for the recommended disposal, including details of any internal 
referrals 

A long-term lease would allow the GKFC to undertake their club activities, including 
training activities, hosting of competition games and generally developing and 
promoting round-ball football in Glenorchy.  It would also allow the club to provide 
sporting programs to the Glenorchy community while encouraging an increase in 
physical activity in the wider community. 

The recommended method of sale 

It is recommended that Council enters a formal lease with the GKFC over the functions 
area of the proposed new amenity building. Such a lease would also contain provisions 
allowing the club access to the playing surface and other activity spaces (although 
these would not form part of the area covered by the lease). Football Tasmania 
currently has a holding-over lease agreement with Council over the entirety of the 
Land and is currently using it as a football/soccer facility. It is proposed to offer 
Football Tasmania a five-year lease over the balance of the Land (not including the 
area to be leased to the GKFC) that aligns with their current arrangements and would 
allow Football Tasmania to continue their existing activities.  This aspect is a separate 
matter that is not part of this report. 
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The recommended sale price range 

The final lease amount for both parties is yet to be determined but would be 
determined in accordance with Council’s Leasing and Licensing of Council Owned and 
Managed Property Policy. 

Any encumbrances on the Council Land (easements, mortgages etc)  

There are various easements across the land, however none which affect the proposed 
lease to GKFC. Tenancies within the Land are currently occupied by the GKFC and 
Football Tasmania. 

The estimated timeframe for the disposal  

It is expected that, if approved by Council, it would take approximately two months 
for a draft agreement to lease to be drafted and finalised. Depending on how 
negotiations progressed, it is expected that a lease could be in place within three 
months. A formal lease would not take effect until the proposed new amenities 
building had been completed. 

Any other relevant matters in the circumstances 

There are no other relevant matters. 

The recommended course of action  

Refer to the recommendations section of this report. 

Consultations: 

Director Infrastructure and Works 
Manager Property, Waste and Environment 
Coordinator Open Space 
Coordinator Property Assets 
Sport and Recreation Project Manager  
Property Officer 

Human Resource / Financial and Risk Management Implications: 

Human Resources 

Council staff would negotiate, draft and finalise the lease as part of their normal 
duties. 

Financial  

There would be no additional cost to Council in entering into this lease, as the lessee 
would be required to bear costs associated with the preparation of the lease. The lease 
would be expected to generate income which would go towards maintenance and 
operational costs of the new facility. 
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Risk management 
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Council considers all objections received during 
the statutory consultation process, as required 
under s.178 of the Act. 

The disposal would be leasehold only.  

Adverse public reaction to decision 
to advertise Council’s intention to 
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Council does not achieve best value 
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Council’s Lease and Licensing of Council Owned 
and Managed Property Policy will be followed 
and income from the rental would be 
negotiated as per the policy.  
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Council attempts to rescope the project in 
alignment with available budget. Failure to provide an opportunity 

for a long-term lease for the tenants 
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from the Australian Government for 
the upgrades to the site. 
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Continue to communicate with the Football 
Tasmania and the Knights to continue a short-
term lease and assign budget to assist with the 
ongoing operation of the facility. 
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outcomes due to loss of 
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Consider alternative lease arrangements, and 
negotiate with the funding body to rescope the 
project.  

Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications: 

Community consultation 

Two forms of public consultation have taken place: 

• a two-week advertisement on Council’s website and Facebook page as part of a 
preliminary investigation into whether there were any significant concerns 
about the proposed disposal   

• the 21-day consultation period required by section 178 of the Act.  

Public relations 

There are no material public relations implications. 
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Recommendation: 

That Council: 

1. RESOLVE under section 178 of the Local Government Act 1993 to lease public 
land, being part of 16 Grove Road, Glenorchy (title references 218303/1, 
216010/1, 54872/22, 54872/23) comprising the function area of the proposed 
new amenity building to the Glenorchy Knights Football Club (GKFC) for 20 
years, and 

2. AUTHORISE the General Manager to negotiate and finalise the terms of the 
lease to the GKFC. 

Attachments/Annexures 

1
⇨  

Council's Resolution from August 2020 Meeting  

2
⇨  

First and Second Mercury Advertisements  

3
⇨  

Grove Road S178 Notification Boundary Photo  
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16. ADOPTION OF 2021 COUNCIL AND GPA MEETING DATES  

Author: Executive Officer (Bryn Hannan)  

Qualified Person: General Manager (Tony McMullen)  

ECM File Reference: Council Meetings         

Community Plan Reference: 

Leading our community 

The communities of Glenorchy will be confident that Council manages the 
community’s assets soundly for the long-term benefit of the community 

Strategic or Annual Plan Reference: 

Leading our community 

Objective 4.1 Govern in the best interests of the community 

Strategy 4.1.1 Manage Council for maximum efficiency, accountability and 
transparency 

Strategy 4.1.3 Maximise regulatory compliance in Council and the community 
through our systems and processes 

Reporting Brief: 

To recommend that Council adopts Council and Glenorchy Planning Authority meeting 
dates and times for the 2021 calendar year. 

Proposal in Detail: 

Under regulation 7(2) of the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 
2015 (Regulations), Council is required to publish the times and places of ordinary 
meetings of Council and Council Committees (as known) for the next 12 months.  

This report seeks Councils adoption of the meeting dates, which will then be published 
in The Mercury as required under the regulations.  

A list of the proposed meeting dates for meetings of Council and the Glenorchy 
Planning Authority is Attachment 1. 

Council meeting dates for 2021 

The proposed dates for Council meetings for 2021 continue to be scheduled for the 
final Monday of each month, starting at 6:00 pm, except for the December 2021 
meeting, which is moved to Monday, 20 December 2021 due to the Christmas holiday 
period. 

This scheduling facilitates regular monthly financial reporting to Council. 
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The proposed meeting dates for 2021 are: 

Meeting of Day Date Start Time 

Council  Monday  25 January 2021 6:00 pm  

Council  Monday  22 February 2021 6:00 pm  

Council  Monday  29 March 2021 6:00 pm  

Council  Monday  26 April 2021 6:00 pm  

Council  Monday  31 May 2021 6:00 pm  

Council  Monday  28 June 2021 6:00 pm  

Council  Monday  26 July 2021 6:00 pm  

Council  Monday  30 August 2021 6:00 pm  

Council  Monday  27 September 2021 6:00 pm  

Council  Monday  25 October 2021 6:00 pm  

Council  Monday  29 November 2021 6:00 pm  

Council  Monday  20 December 2021 6:00 pm  

Glenorchy Planning Authority meeting dates 

The Glenorchy Planning Authority (GPA) is a council committee established under 
section 23 of the Local Government Act 1993. 

The GPA has resolved to commence its ordinary meetings at 5:00 pm  
(Item 7 at the 13 March 2018 GPA meeting).  GPA Meetings will be held approximately 
every four weeks. 

The proposed GPA meeting dates for 2021 are as follows: 

Meeting of Day Date Start time 

Glenorchy Planning Authority  Thursday  21 January 2021 5:00 pm  

Glenorchy Planning Authority  Monday  15 February 2021 5:00 pm  

Glenorchy Planning Authority  Monday  15 March 2021 5:00 pm  

Glenorchy Planning Authority  Monday  19 April 2021 5:00 pm  

Glenorchy Planning Authority  Monday  17 May 2021 5:00 pm  

Glenorchy Planning Authority  Tuesday  15 June 2021 5:00 pm  

Glenorchy Planning Authority  Monday  12 July 2021 5:00 pm  

Glenorchy Planning Authority  Monday  9 August 2021 5:00 pm  

Glenorchy Planning Authority  Monday  6 September 2021 5:00 pm  

Glenorchy Planning Authority  Monday  4 October 2021 5:00 pm  

Glenorchy Planning Authority  Monday  8 November 2021 5:00 pm  

Glenorchy Planning Authority  Monday  6 December 2021 5:00 pm  

COVID-19 Impact 

Council officers will continue to actively monitor public health directives and advise 
any changes to the approved arrangements for Council and GPA meetings as 
required. 
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Public notice of 2021 meeting dates 

If the proposed meeting dates are adopted by Council, the General Manager will 
ensure that a public notice containing the times and places of the ordinary Council 
meetings and GPA meetings is published in accordance with regulation 7(2) of the  
Regulations.  

Consultations: 

Mayor 
General Manager 
Manager Development and Environment 
Coordinator Planning Services 

Human Resource / Financial and Risk Management Implications: 

Financial 

There are no material financial implications. 

Human resources 

There are no material human resources implications. Facilitation and attendance at 
meetings of Council and GPA will be undertaken by officers as part of their normal 
duties. 

Risk management 
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Council and GPA schedule Special meetings, as 
required to address particular issues. 

Dissatisfaction with proposed meeting 
dates and times from members of the 
public or other stakeholders. 

Meetings do not align with key events. 

Do not adopt the recommendation 
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Council identifies alternative meeting dates 
either at the present meeting or in time for the 
January 2020 Council meeting. 

Council will be in breach of the 
relevant regulations around meeting 
dates leading to potential regulatory 
action and dissatisfaction from the 
community / reputational damage. 

Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications: 

Community consultation 

Community consultation has not been undertaken.  However, Council has received 
anecdotal feedback that its practice of holding Council meetings at 6:00 pm on the last 
Monday of each month has been well received by the community. 
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Public relations 

Meetings will continue to be live streamed to the public during 2021. Notice of 
meetings in the form adopted by Council will be advertised in accordance with the 
regulations.  There are otherwise no material public relations impacts. 

Recommendation: 

That Council: 

1. ADOPT the meeting dates and times for Council and the Glenorchy Planning 
Authority for the 2021 calendar year that are set out in the Schedule in  
Attachment 1, and 

2. NOTE that the General Manager will ensure that a public notice containing the 
times and places of the ordinary Council meetings and Glenorchy Planning 
Authority meetings is published in accordance with regulation 7(2) of the Local 
Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015. 

Attachments/Annexures 

1
⇨  

2021 Council and GPA meeting dates  

  

 

../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=OC_30112020_ATT.PDF#PAGE=336


Monday 30 November 2020   Council Meeting Agenda 

68 

17. NEW BRIDGEWATER BRIDGE MAJOR PROJECT DECLARATION  

Author: Manager Property, Environment and Waste (Alex Woodward) 
Manager, Development (Paul Garnsey)  

Qualified Person: General Manager (Tony McMullen)  

ECM File Reference: Bridgewater Bridge         

Community Plan Reference: 

Leading our Community 

The communities of Glenorchy will be confident that Council manages the 
community’s assets soundly for the long-term benefit of the community.  

Strategic or Annual Plan Reference: 

Leading our Community 

Objective 4.1 Govern in the best interests of our community 

Strategy 4.1.1 Manage Council for maximum efficiency, accountability and 
transparency 

Strategy 4.1.2  Manage the City’s assets soundly for the long-term benefit of the 
Community 

Action 3.1.4.03 Plan for the sustainable development of the City, ensuring compliance 
with the planning scheme and community involvement in the 
planning process 

Reporting Brief: 

To update Council on the recommended declaration of the New Bridgewater Bridge 
as a Major Project under the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (the Act). 

To seek a Council position on whether the New Bridgewater Bridge project meets the 
criteria to be declared a Major Project under the Act. 

To seek Council’s consent, as the owner of the land, to the New Bridgewater Bridge 
project being declared as a Major Project under the Act. 

Proposal in Detail: 

On 11 November 2020, the Mayor received a letter from the Hon. Roger Jaensch MP, 
Tasmanian Minister for Planning, regarding the intention to list the New Bridgewater 
Bridge as a Major Project under the Act. The letter also asked Council to advise 
whether it believes the New Bridgewater Bridge meets the criteria to be declared a 
Major Project (Attachment 1). 

On 2 November 2020, the Mayor received a letter from officers within the Department 
of State Growth seeking Council’s consent, as an owner of land within the project area, 
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to the New Bridgewater Bridge project being considered as a Major Project 
(Attachment 2). 

Background 

The new Bridgewater Bridge proposal 

As part of the Hobart City Deal, the Australian and Tasmanian Governments have 
committed $576 million for a new Bridgewater Bridge. This is the largest ever 
investment in a single transport infrastructure project in Tasmania's history. 

The Bridgewater Bridge is a critical part of the transport and freight link between the 
northern and southern regions of Tasmania. Hobart's outer suburbs are growing 
rapidly, and the increasing traffic is causing frustration, with congestion impacting 
travel time reliability and delaying locals, commuters and freight vehicles. 

The Tasmanian Government has stated that building a new Bridgewater Bridge would 
reduce congestion and improve safety for the thousands of vehicles that travel across 
the bridge and on surrounding roads each day. 

Planning for a new Bridgewater Bridge has been ongoing for a number of years and 
has progressed following a $461 million Australian Government contribution being 
announced in the 2018/2019 Federal Budget. This was supported by a Tasmanian 
Government commitment of $115 million. Work on the project is progressing, with 
construction intended to start in 2022. 

The Major Project approvals process 

The Act was amended on 28 October 2020 to replace the previous ‘Projects of 
Regional Significance’ (PORS) process. 

The PORS process, which became effective in 2010, was designed to enable the 
assessment of projects that are likely to have a significant impact or benefit to a 
region, but which are not of a scale to be considered eligible as a project of state 
significance. The PORS process was never used. 

The recent amendment to the Act provided for the assessment of development 
proposals of significant scale, impact or complexity, including those that cross 
municipalities or require assessment under multiple Acts, as Major Projects. 

The Tasmanian Government intends to seek to have the new Bridgewater Bridge 
declared a Major Project by the Minister for Planning under the Act. 

As part of the Minister's consideration of whether a project meets the legislated Major 
Project eligibility criteria, the Minister must consult a range of interested parties 
including Councils, State agencies, landowners and neighbours. If declared as a Major 
Project, it would then be referred to the independent Tasmanian Planning 
Commission for detailed assessment and determination. 

Major Project eligibility criteria 

In order for a proposal to be declared a Major Project, in the opinion of the Minister, 
it must have two or more of the following attributes set out in section 60M of the Act, 
namely: 



Monday 30 November 2020   Council Meeting Agenda 

70 

a) the project would have a significant impact on, or make a significant 
contribution to, a region’s economy, environment or social fabric 

b) the project is of strategic importance to a region, and 

c) the project is of significant scale and complexity. 

In determining whether the project is of significant scale and complexity, the Minister 
is to consider: 

• the number of municipal areas that would be affected by the project or that 
contain land on which all or part of the project may be situated 

• whether two or more project-related permits would be required to be 
obtained in order for the project to proceed 

• the technical requirements of the project, and 

• whether the activities that are recommended to be carried out on the land 
after the construction phase of the project is completed are of interest to, or 
for the benefit of, a wider sector of the public than resides in the municipal 
area, or municipal areas, in which the project is to be situated. 

The Minister may not form an opinion in relation to a project until he or she has 
considered advice provided by interested parties on: 

• whether the party considers that the Minister ought not to be of the opinion 
that the project is eligible to be declared to be a major project; and 

• why the party is of that opinion. 

Given the scale of the investment in the new Bridgewater Bridge, its strategic 
importance to the region (if not the State) and the multi-jurisdictional project scope, 
it would be reasonable to accept that the Bridgewater Bridge proposal qualifies for 
Major Project status. 

Council consent as landowner 

In order to commence the eligibility stage of the Major Projects process, section 
60F(2)(b) of the Act requires the Major Project Proposal to include a plan generally 
setting out the areas on which the New Bridgewater Bridge is to be situated. The Major 
Project Proposal would refer to this as Project Land. 

Land owned by Council has been included in the Project Land, meaning that Council's 
consent would be required prior to the declaration of the New Bridgewater Bridge as 
a Major Project (Attachment 3). 

Section 60P(2)(b) of the newly amended Act states that: 

The Minister may only declare a project to be a Major Project under section 600… 
if all or part of the land on which the project is to be situated is and owned by a 
council — with the consent of the council. 

Section 60P(3) of the Act states that the Minister may only declare a project to be a 
major project under section 600 if: 
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(a) where all or part of the land on which the project is to be situated is land 
of which the proponent is not the owner — the owner, or owners, of the 
land; and 

(b) where all or part of the land on which the project is to be situated is land 
that is not owned by a council but is occupied or administered by a council 
— the council – have been given notice in writing of the proposal for a 
declaration in relation to the major project. 

The workflow for the Major Projects Assessments Process is Attachment 4. 

Officers have assessed the request for landowner consent and recommend that 
Council provides its consent for the project to be declared a Major Project under the 
Act.  

Consultations: 

General Manager 
Director Infrastructure and Works 
Director Strategy and Development  
Director Community and Customer Service 
Director Corporate Services 
Manager Infrastructure and Engineering 
Property Sales and Administration Officer 
Manager Development 
Coordinator Planning Services 
Strategic Planner 
Department of State Growth - Project Director, Ben Moloney 

Human Resource / Financial and Risk Management Implications: 

Financial 

There are not considered to be any material financial implications.  

Human resources 

There are not considered to be any material human resource implications.  
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Risk management 
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All information is provided with Council’s report 
and decision and conveyed appropriately to 
concerned residents. 

Council may receive negative 
feedback from members of the 
community who oppose the project.  
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Council would attempt to engage with relevant 
areas of State Government to address areas of 
concern and seek suitable outcomes. 

If Council decides not to give consent, 
the project may not be declared as a 
Major Project under Land Use 
Planning Approvals Act, and this may 
have implications for achieving the 
outcomes of the Hobart City Deal. 

Council would be faced with 
significant political pressure from 
various parties.  
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Council would need to come up with an 
alternative resolution.  

Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications: 

Community consultation 

The Tasmanian Government has undertaken initial community consultation on the 
design and location of the new Bridgewater Bridge. Further consultation would be 
undertaken by the Tasmanian Government as the project progresses.  

Public relations 

There are no material public relations implications. 

Recommendation: 

That Council: 

1. RECEIVE and NOTE the attached correspondence from the Tasmanian Minister 
for Planning and the Department of State Growth regarding the intention to 
submit a proposal for the new Bridgewater Bridge project, that includes land 
owned and/or administered by Council, to be declared a major project under 
the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 
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2. RESOLVE to provide landowner consent for the project to be declared as a 
Major Project with respect to the Council owned and/or administered land 

3. RESOLVE to advise the Minister for Planning that Council makes no objection to 
the declaration of the new Bridgewater Bridge project as a Major Project.  

Attachments/Annexures 

1
⇨  

Letter from Minister for Planning - Declaration of Bridgewater Bridge 
as Major Project 

 

2
⇨  

Letter from State Growth - Declaration of Bridgewater Bridge as 
Major Project (landowner consent) 

 

3
⇨  

Map and List of Properties  

4
⇨  

Major Project Assessments Process Workflow  
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18. FINANCIAL PERFORMANCE REPORT TO  
31 OCTOBER 2020  

Author: Chief Financial Officer (Tina House)  

Qualified Person: Director Corporate Services (Jenny Richardson)  

ECM File Reference: Corporate and Financial Reporting         

Community Plan Reference: 

Leading Our Community 

We will be a progressive, positive community with strong council leadership, striving 
to make Our Community’s Vision a reality. 

The communities of Glenorchy will be confident that the Council manages the 
community’s assets soundly for the long-term benefit of the community. 

Strategic or Annual Plan Reference: 

Leading Our Community 

Objective 4.1 Govern in the best interests of our community 

Strategy   4.1.1 Manage Council for maximum efficiency, accountability and 
transparency 

Objective 4.2 Prioritise resources to achieve our communities’ goals 

Strategy   4.2.1  Deploy the Council’s resources effectively to deliver value 

Reporting Brief: 

To provide the monthly Financial Performance Report to Council for the period ending 
31 October 2020. 

Proposal in Detail: 

Council’s Financial Performance Report (Report) for the period 1 July to 31 October 
2020 is Attachment 1. 

The Report highlights that Council’s year-to-date actual operating result is $0.96m 
better than the budgeted position. The improvement on the budgeted position is the 
net result of a $0.479m increase in revenue and $0.48m less in expenditure. 

The forecast end-of-year result as at 30 June 2021 is currently almost neutral at $33k 
better than the budgeted position being the net result of $0.634m increase in revenue 
and $0.595k increase in expenditure. 

A budget update report is to be presented to the January Council meeting which may 
result in a revision of the current forecasts. 

A summary of the key indicators is as follows: 
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Revenue 

Revenue is $0.479m or 1% above budget. 

The revenue variance is primarily related to reactive services and new revenue not 
foreseen in the adopted budget. 

In relation to reactive services, planning activity continues at high levels resulting in 
application fees being almost double the budget expectation. Childcare centres are 
also reliant on attendances, with parent fees and Government subsidies providing 
notable variances so far this year. 

In relation to unforeseen revenue, income has increased in the area of leases, licences 
and hire fees given that budget assumptions about revenue from this source were very 
conservative owing to the then-anticipated COVID-19 impact. 

On the downside, parking infringements at the end of October were slow to recover 
from the effects of COVID-19 restrictions. There has also been a notable reduction in 
interest on investments revenue due to record low rates, that are not expected to 
improve in the foreseeable future. 

It is important to note there are instances where increased revenue is offset by 
increased expenditure, such as employing additional planning staff or expending 
grants in accordance with the applicable rules. 

Expenditure 

Expenditure is $0.481m or 2.5% below budget. 

Many of the expenditure variances are related to budget versus actual timing 
differences. 

Items not attributed to timing differences include employee costs which are more 
aligned to a reactive outcome due to staff turnover and bringing in new staff to service 
excessive or new workload requirements. 

Another item is depreciation which is tracking above budget, but with both ups and 
downs within the various asset categories. There may be some further refinement of 
the depreciation figures due to the final calculation undertaken at year end as part of 
the audit process. 

Non-Operating (Capital) Income 

Income is $0.113m or 12.9% above budget  

Many Government economic stimulus grants are available with Council taking 
advantage of the Glenorchy Jobs Hub funding amongst others.  Details of Council’s 
grants are included in the attachment. 
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Capital Works 

Actual Capital Works expenditure is $3.021m year-to-date against an annual budget 
of $21.717m. 

This year, Council has the largest capital works program for many years due to grant 
funding for sport and recreation, as well as economic stimulus. In total, these amount 
to around $8.0m in new works over and above the recurrent works normally 
undertaken. 

Recurrent capital works are progressing within budget despite an ongoing need to 
rearrange the timing of works due to procurement rules and contractor availability. 

Grant capital works involve substantial amounts of funding for one-off works not 
normally undertaken by Council. The long lead-time in planning and constructing 
these can result in much of the expenditure occurring in the last quarter of the year. 

COVID-19 Response 

The initial concentrated expenditure on new COVID-19 mitigation activities has 
tapered as the immediate response to the pandemic moves to a more “business as 
usual” and “watch and act” basis. 

Summary 

Further information on Revenue, Expenditure, Capital Works and COVID-19 Response 

figures are in Attachment 1 of this report. 

Consultations: 

General Manager 
Executive Leadership Team 
Officers responsible for Capital and Operational Budget reporting 

Human Resource / Financial and Risk Management Implications: 

Financial implications are set out in the body of this report and the attachment. 

As this report is recommended for receiving and noting only, no risk management 
issues arise.  Risks associated with Council’s financial expenditure and sustainability 
were managed through the process for developing Council’s annual budget and are 
monitored through ongoing reporting on Council’s Strategic and Key Operational risk 
register. 

Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications: 

Community consultation was not required due to the regular and operational nature 
of this report.  There are no material public relations implications. 



Monday 30 November 2020   Council Meeting Agenda 

77 

Recommendation: 

That Council: 

RECEIVE and NOTE the Financial Performance Report for the year-to-date 
ending 31 October 2020 in the form of Attachment 1. 

 

Attachments/Annexures 

1
⇨  

Attachment 1 - Financial Performance Report to 31 October 2020  

  

 

../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=OC_30112020_ATT.PDF#PAGE=356
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19. PROCUREMENT AND CONTRACTS - MONTHLY REPORT  

Author: Manager Corporate Governance (Tracey Ehrlich)  

Qualified Person: Director Corporate Services (Jenny Richardson)  

ECM File Reference: Procurement         

Community Plan Reference: 

Leading our Community 

The communities of Glenorchy will be confident that Council manages the 
community’s assets soundly for the long-term benefit of the community. 

Strategic or Annual Plan Reference: 

Leading our Community 

Objective 4.1  Govern in the best interests of our community 

Strategy   4.1.1 Manage Council for maximum efficiency, accountability and 
transparency 

Strategy   4.1.3 Maximise regulatory compliance in Council and the community 
through our systems and processes 

Reporting Brief: 

To inform Council of exemptions that have been applied to procurements under 
Council’s Code for Tenders and Contracts for the period  
14 October to 16 November 2020 and provide updates on other relevant procurement 
matters. 

Proposal in Detail: 

Exemption Report 

Council’s Code for Tenders and Contracts (the Code) has been made and adopted by 
Council as required under section 333B of the Local Government Act 1993. 

Annex A of the Code, and regulation 28(j) of the Local Government (General) 
Regulations 2015 require the General Manager to provide a regular report to Council 
on exemptions that have been authorised to the procurement requirements under 
the Code. 

In accordance with Regulation 28(j), the General Manager will establish and maintain 
procedures for reporting to Council at the first ordinary meeting of Council after the 
event in relation to the procurement of goods and/or services in circumstances where 
a public tender or quotation process is not used.  Such report will include the following 
details of each procurement: 
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For the period from 14 October to 16 November 2020 there was one (1) exemption to 
Council’s Code for Tenders and Contracts. The exemption relates to a contract for 
recycling of tyres where Barwicks is the sole supplier in Tasmania. The contract sum is 
$30,000 and is accounted for in budgeted operational expenditure as detailed in 
Attachment 1. 

Expenditure on External Legal Services 

For the month of October 2020, the total amount spent on external legal services for 
all of Council was $2,997. This was entirely related to a rates matter. 

The above amount was provided for in Council’s current 2020-2021 budget. 

Consultations: 

Executive Leadership Team 
Senior Legal Counsel 
Accounts Payable Supervisor 

Human Resource / Financial and Risk Management Implications: 

Human resources 

There are no material human resources implications. 

Financial 

The report identifies: 

Risk management 

As this report is recommended for receiving and noting only, no risk management 
issues arise.  Risks around procurement are monitored and reported on a continuous 
basis as part of standard processes and procedures. 

Community Consultation and Public Relations Implications: 

Community consultation was not required or undertaken. There are no material public 
relations implications. 

Recommendation: 

That Council: 

RECEIVE and NOTE the Procurement and Contracts Monthly Report for the 
period from 14 October 2020 to 16 November 2020. 

 
 

Attachments/Annexures 

1
⇨  

Code for Tenders and Contracts Exemption as at 16 November 2020  

 

../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=OC_30112020_ATT.PDF#PAGE=364


Monday 30 November 2020   Council Meeting Agenda 

80 

20. NOTICES OF MOTIONS – QUESTIONS ON NOTICE / WITHOUT 
NOTICE  

Questions on notice – Alderman Fraser (received 11 November 2020) 

Q1. How many residents in Glenorchy City have been asked to reapply for, or 
extend, their building and plumbing permits as a result of the State 
Government’s changes to the Building Act?  

A. To date, around 6,000 reviews of building and plumbing permit files have been 
completed. As a result of the reviews, 1,750 letters have been sent to property 
owners who have un-finalised permits. Some owners have received multiple 
letters for permits associated with work on single properties or for multiple 
properties they own.  There are approximately 1,000 building application files 
and approximately 1,200 plumbing application files still to be reviewed. 

On average, what is the age of the expired building/plumbing works concerned and 
how retrospective can these claims be? 

A. Building permits issued before 2012 and plumbing permits issued before 2017 
did not previously expire. The amended legislation introduced an expiry date of 
1 January 2021 for any un-finalised building permits issued between July 1994 
and December 2012 and plumbing permits issued between July 1994 and 
December 2016. Council has not tracked the average age of these unfinalised 
permits. 

Q3. Are there any cases where householders are incurring an additional cost 
because GCC (historically) did not diligently follow up on permit 
documentation and allowed buildings to be finalised without all of the correct 
documentation being in order? 

A. The onus is on the applicant or practitioner to finalise permits. Permits cannot 
be finalised without correct documentation. However, documentation includes 
certificates provided by external parties responsible for certifying their work. 
Building Surveyors and Permit Authorities rely upon this documentation to sign 
off on permits and issue completion certificates. If the documentation has not 
been provided, permits remain un-finalised. 

Q4. If such cases exist, please explain why GCC is not absorbing/reimbursing the 
cost associated with these? 

A. Any fees collected at the time permits were issued reflected the cost of 
completing the works within an expected 2-year window.  The retrospective 
amendment to the legislation has forced Council to incur significant costs to 
review historical records, notify owners and finalise the permits at today’s costs. 
It would be unfair to absorb these additional costs for the whole community to 
pay. Costs to finalise permits have been reduced as much as possible to reduce 
the impact on affected property owners. 
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CLOSED TO MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC 



Monday 30 November 2020   Council Meeting Agenda 

82 

 

21. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES (CLOSED MEETING) 

 
That the minutes of the Council meeting (closed meeting) held on 26 October 2020 be 
confirmed.  
 

22. APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
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GOVERNANCE 
 

Community Goal: “Making Lives Better”
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23. AUDIT PANEL - SELECTION OF AUDIT PANEL MEMBER 

This item is to be considered at a closed meeting of the Council by authority of the Local 
Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015 Regulation 15(2)(a) (Personnel matters, 
including complaints against an employee of the Council and industrial relations matters).  

 
 
 

24. NOTICES OF MOTIONS – QUESTIONS ON NOTICE / WITHOUT 
NOTICE (CLOSED)  
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Questions submitted to GCC ordinary meeting 30 Novembe r 2O2O(Covid 19 protocol means no members of
the public to attend) by J.Foley, (residential address previously supplied) Chigwell, Tasmania, 7011.

Question 1

(a) Can you explain exactly what the 53 (three) million related to in 2004?
(b) Can you explain exactly what the transfer of 52 (two) million worth of property to the Glenorchy City

Council related to in 2004?
(c) Can you please explain the parameters of the operation of [historic to current] 'commercial in

confidence'and'investment ready'[correlation identification, if any, is requested] as explored in the
two documents in relation to the operation of '6 - Economic Development' in both documents in
relation to the level of information available to Glenorchy ratepayers at that time and in November
2020?

(d) Are these documents available via the GCC website?

Question 2.

(a) Can you explain where the documents referred to on page 13 of the article are?
(b) Can you explain how these documents can be accessed?

Question 3.

(a) Can you explain why the provision of GCC'Annual Reports' appears to begin in 2009 in light of the ,g1

(one) million (AUD) investment' [over 5 (five) years] reportedly made by Glenorchy ratepayers in 2007
in a range of TechnologyOne Ltd [ASX:TNE] product?

(b) Why are documents from 2007 not the public start point in relation to the start point of an lcr system
that had organisational and system visibility and viability [although in light of the constant expense
that Glenorchy ratepayers have endured in the apparently endless reimplementation attempts it

1
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appears to be a credible proposition that ratepayers are yet to see any credible return on this
'investment'l?

(c) Does GCC agree that Technologyone Ltd [ASX:TNE] is a highly reputable, reliable, efficient, successful
Australian ASX listed company that in regular ASX reporting requirements meets market
expectations? [Note the 'learning' response to recent Federal Court activity]

(d) Could GCC explain what 'project TOM and jerry, are?
(e) Can GCC explain and report exactly when [year] the organisation transitioned from TechnologyOne

products on premise, to Onecouncil on the TechnologyOne Cloud?
(f) Can you please detail relevant information regarding the operation of the TechnologyOne Ltd

[ASX:TNE] product regarding Property and Rating solution for Local Government on its Connected
lntelligence (Ci) platform?

Major Project failures -

(g) Various iterations of GCC have made the usual claims regarding the range of benefits that 6lenorchy
ratepayers would experience from the organisation adopting a highly reputable and otherwise
successful product range from a highly reputable and reliable Australian company - Technologyone
Ltd [ASX:TNE]. [See the experience of Launceston City Council for example as an indicator of .success,

in this context] Taking into account various'issues'GCC have appeared to have had over the years in
trying to - get it to work - why are ratepayers constantly promised a 'rolled gold' solution that in
reality turns out not to be actual gold but a bit of plastic someone has to keep painting various shades
of yellow whilst issuing endless excuses on page 178 [note: not actual page number of actual
attachment but example only] of an attachment, about, yet again, why it isn't gold yet, but will be
soon once, yet again, anotherthing that has to happen happens?

(h) could GCC please report what the total write-off amount was for another major project fail regarding
the Denarent Water Treatment plant? publicity won a prize and was politically
exploited, before it was apparently so sub-optimised that it had to be
terminated early, [breaching
off?

deedl dismantled and bits sold or written

(i) Has any explanation [report] been provided to Glenorchy ratepayers regarding the reasons regarding
the failure of this 'project,?

0) Has a 'secret' briefing been provided to 2018 GCC iteration elected members in a workshop - special
committee meeting - closed council session - internal audit - external audit - as to why this major
piece of infrastructure failed?

(k) Has any member of elected component Gcc [2018 iteration] requested the application of a root
cause analytic around the identification of organisational settings that relate to major project ,failure,
interpreted in the widest possible economic to social capital infrastructure provision or in this case
lack thereof ?

(l) Are elected component of GCC [2018 iteration] aware that GASp [Glenorchy Art and Sculpture park -
GASP ABN: 301455 913 04 (Glenorchy Art and Sculpture Park/Partnerships (?)l (reportedly the
brainchild of Madeline ogilvie [in capacity ultimately GASP [historic] ambassadorl , Adriana Taylor [in
capacity [historicl Glenorchy Mayor] and David Walsh [])was actually proposed in response to a
group of citizens and parents who approached GCC and were seeking play and age-appropriate
adventure infrastructure at Montrose Foreshore Community Reserve to support the sculpture that
had been produced [1999] by local high school students prior to the 'concept, of GASp being
'invented'? Are elected component of GCC aware that a range of press release in relation to the
costing of GASP place the spend at, at least Sts.9 million (fifteen point nine) (AUD)? Have any
representative of elected component of GCC requested a briefing about the stated claims of GASp to
the range of deliverables that the Glenorchy community has again endured in relation to another
failed major project? lf this secret briefing has occurred in secret with the reasons being kept secret
why aren't 'the community', 'our community', 'the people' entitled to access this information?

2



(m) Has any member of 2018 iteration of GCC requested a briefing regarding the reasons for the
Glenorchy community being repeatedly promised operationally sound infrastructure that appears

never to be quite able to be produced and delivered in the real world?
(n) Where is the GASP mobile? Was it successfully used to deliver 'social enterprise' activities? What

'activities'were actually delivered and provided material benefit 'outcomes' [employment - literacy]
to disadvantaged members of the Glenorchy community as was the stated aim in numerous
documented sources?

(o) Can GCC confirm that the Montrose combined playspace - skatespace will proceed?
(p) Can GCC confirm that all elected members agree that an in excess of 51 (one) million [AUD] spend will

be placed at a dangerous intersection [according to own GCC historic documents- Brooker], that may
encourage children to attempt a dangerous highway crossing, with limited parking, by a polluted

estuary that is frequently buffeted by high winds, that is [and will continue to be] subject to riverine
inundation and is dependent upon the provision of a ratepayerfunded'sea-wall'for its survival, that
is not served by reliable public transport, that does not support a range of own GCC strategy to plan

documents, lacks appropriate lighting, could potentially be dangerous at night because of its isolated
nature, that cannot be connected to other appropriate play infrastructure due to the isolated nature
of the 'site', that is centrally placed in a developing gambling hub to precinct, that cannot support
skate contests due to restrictive nature of the site, that disadvantages families that cannot drive to
the site, that will increase traffic congestion.. I will stop there.

(q) Can GCC confirm that there are no plans to develop any play - skate infrastructure within the
Glenorchy CBD, and that there are currently no appropriately accessible - inclusive spaces for an age
range that lacks opportunities across the entire LGA but specifically within the CBD precinct?

(r) Have current GCC iteration of elected reflected upon the possible reasons as to why major projects
have failed in the past, and have asked themselves if any of those'reasons'are contextually
transferable to current operational organisational mode?

...: tt : i

Question 4.

(a) Can you please identify the mechanism [via legislative - regulatory line] that allowed this apparent
'transfe/ or 'authorisation' around 'responsibility'to take effect and the (if any) risk identification and
mitigation strategies that were identified to enable to manage [historic to emergent] associated risk?

Question 5.

(a) Can you please identify the matter in which Magistrate Daly made his 'discovery' and communicated
it to Gcc?

(b) Can you please confirm that in retrospect the way in which this discovery was handled failed to satisfy
the requirements of the GCC Community Plan and the GCC Annual plan 4.2.4, in relation to the intent
of the community requirement for transparency and accountability, but in particular regulatory
compliance?

(c) Was any investigation undertaken to gain an understanding of how this failure had to be a forced
discovery by an individual/entity externalto organisation GCC?

(d) Upon the results of the 2014 election did any member of the GCC - GpA insist that any due diligence
procedure or process be undertaken prior to the formation of the first meeting of the GcC - GpA in
2014-2015 in order to ensure that members appointed in 2014 assured themselves and the Glenorchy
ratepayer community that they were acting in capacity as an authority exercising power in a regulated
and compliant manner?

(e) was the Gcc - GPA subject to any 'audit process' [internal - external] at that time?
(f) what were the reporting requirements for the GCc - GpA at that time?
(g) WhatwerethehistoricreasonsprovidedforthespecificstructureoftheGCC-GpAtoberuninthe

way detailed in various 'reports, and ,plans,?
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(h) Can you please confirm that the risk identification and the risk mitigation treatment were an accurate
description of the risks involved and the mitigation was an appropriate and complaint way of
extinguishing all relevant risks (historic to emergent) at that time?

(i) Can you please confirm that mitigation extinguished the matter as a live concern in relation to all
identified historic to emergent risk?

U) When was the Glenorchy City Council Audit and Risk Committee formed?

Question 6.

(a) Can you confirm that GCC is a subscriber to the newsletter of the Tasmanian Office of the State
Archivist - "On the Record"?

(b) Can you confirm that the independent members of internal audit have been made aware and
provided copies of those relevant documents mentioned in the March 2020 edition?

Question 7

(a) ln relation to [GCC] 'Land sales Revenue'- can you please map out [GCC] document list that would
flesh out, and make sense of, the details of all figures in the [GCC] 'Land Sales Revenue" budget
categories 2Ot2-74 [inclusive] to provide a comprehensive identification and understanding of the
issues involved? Expenditure is an obvious coalesce context.

(b) ln relation to [GCC] 'Land Sales Expenditure - per program 400'. Who or what is/was 'program 400'?
(c) ls 'program 400'still in existence, that is - is [actual to any] supporting organisational infrastructure

still in place in relevant entities involved with all aspects of ,program 400,?
(d) Where is/was 'program 400' located [streamed] organisationally [GCC or any other entity]?
(e) Can you please identify 'entity report lines'for'program 400' particularly in relation to cross-over

points [if any]?
(f) Are these [taking into account the many

over this time periodl still operationaldi
G) lf 'program 400' is no longer in force or operational when did it cease? Where was this recorded

[document listing please] and what did the'close out, involve?

Question 8.

(a) Why did no member of [Gcc] elected appear to show any interest in pursuing any underlying issues
when a member of appointed used the words "...reo I money in o real bonk account..." in relation to a
question from elected in relation to the issue of 'open space reserve' in relation to the identified
'open' component of the ordinary meeting?

(b) Do [GCC] elected agree that this needs clarity, in part, so that Glenorchy ratepayers can be assured
that Glenorchy City Council does not conduct 'business' in a way that gives credence or realisation to
an oppositional reading of the statement by the appointed in question "..reol money in a reol bank
account..."?

(c) Can you provide a [GCC] organisational (coherence agreed between elected and appointed)
understanding of what a statutory reserve is/was in relation to any reported reserves in the first
instance covering the periods of annual reports [2009 - 2020] and in the second covering the
timeframes relating to the production of [GCC] annual plans [2012-13, 2013-14 to 2015-16, zot8/tg
to 2O2t/221? Please note there appear to be 2 (two) annual plan documents potentially creating
'overlap'to overlay complexities. The first covers the period 2ot8/lg-2o2V22 and second covers the
period 2ol9l2}-2o22/23 so the overlap time period maybe an example of gapping which can lead to
organisational slip or organisational drift which in light of obvious continuing unmanaged historic risk
range needs coherence around these issues but focus in this instance lands on reporting.

(d) Competent quarterly reporting would have been impacted by this apparent 're-structure,. can you
provide details on how this has been managed and how and when these changes have been
communicated to ratepayers and other interested entities?

re-iterations which have occurred
recognisable form as at November 2020?
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(e) When did elected discuss this in an 'open' part of council meeting so that 'our community' or 'the
people' would have an overall understanding of the issues involved, challenges, beneficial efficiencies
(if any to the Glenorchy ratepayers), CBA gains/losses and so on?

(f) lf this'discussion'has not occurred does anybody in this organisation [GCC]see any need for such a

conversation or indeed series of conversations relating to these matters [which at the centre deals
exclusively but not necessarily only with the issue of organisational sustainability and viabilityl to
occur in the immediate short term?

(g) Who has overall organisational responsibility for insuring compliance and adherence for all relevant
AASB in relational to the period 2009 - current [generally classified and referred to as November
20201?

(h) Why was an internal audit and risk committee apparently formed, only, in 2O1O-11?
(i) What 'arrangement' was in place prior to the formation of yet another 'special' committee of

Council?

0) When was the decision [GCC] made to remove oII A&R from all public scrutiny?
(k) Why are some documents apparently 'missing'from the [GCC] Audit and Risk Committee Meetings at

http: " tenorchy.infocouncil.biz ?

(l) When will the 'missing'documents be'restored'?
(m) Can you please comment specifically and in particular on the role that the 'independent' members of

internal audit play in ensuring that it acts as an oversight presence [historic to current]. Does the
application ofthe characteristics of independence'translate into representing the ratepayer in these
matters and is able to be made real by the capacity [actual to exercised] that can be hardened -
strengthened or flexed depending on the situation. How can it be proved to ratepayers that
independent members provide that role and service in particular, but not limited to, - of 'due
diligence' -, in relation to the operation of GCC parameters of lnternal Audit [as per relevant
legislative guidance and require

Question 9.

mentsl?

;, ,i,r,
'' ,1.1

(a) Did this tender [0351] - [235622] go live?

Question 10.

(a) Does GCC claim that the use of herbicide across the Glenorchy LGA by either GCC applicator or
contractor applicator is 'safe'?

(b) Could you please provide the operational definition of ,safe, 
?

(c) lf the GCC claim is that processes and applied 'substance' are 'safe' why is there no pu blic data
regarding what is sprayed - when it is sprayed - what the active ingredient/s is/are - any withholding
period - regulator concerns about adverse effects and reporting regime and so on?

(d) ln 2020 did GCc use 'dye'to indicate sprayed areas in 2020 to mitigate the risk of ,bystander,

' exposure and, in a very small part, provide some mitigation for vulnerable people [children - elderly -
pregnant women - compromised immune - recently diagnosed cancer, undergoing cancer treatment
- remission and so on]?

(e) ln 2020 did Gcc provide client contact staff with relevant information regarding spray events that
concerned members of the public could contact GCC and obtain relevant information regarding any
impacts relating to exposure - vulnerability - adverse effects - environmental impairment -
inappropriate use - any other community concern?

(f) Have elected component [who are elected to manage as opposed to outsource management of risk
which they cannotl satisfied themselves that GCC appointed conduct is compliant and in the best
interest of the Glenorchy ratepayer in light of the class actions, in particular Maurice Blackburn which
began in May 2020?

(g) Do current Gcc sDS reflect introduced changes and classified as compliant?
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(h) Why aren't all SDS relating to the range of product GCC applies in public spaces across the Glenorchy
LGA made available under the relevant strategy or plan an made accessible via the GCC website
particularly for the reference of medical practitioner in relation to possible adverse effect?

(i) Have the relevant 'Special Committee' [health] investigated this issue at all?

0) Have the risks associated with a discretionary application of a toxic substance to open spaces across

the LGA and not taking any action to inform the users ofthat space about that activity accepted as a

2020 BAU 'risk' by elected component of GCC 2018?
(k) Why didn't elected component ask for an assurance that the '2021 No Spray Register' won't be

developed in isolation from the [non-policy] footpath policy and the nature strip Inon-policy] policy

and the tree [non-policy] policy?
(l) Why didn't elected component ask for an assurance that the '2021 No Spray Register' will be

integrated and developed in relation lo existing data management resourcing - Pitney Bowes product

- maps.gcc.tas.gov.au ?

(m) lt appears to have taken almost 3 years for GCC to respond to a realised emergent risk [class action
commenced May 20201 to be sort-of -maybe placed on an 'action' agenda with the threat that if it is
too 'expensive' it may not proceed. Did any member of elected express any budgetary concerns
regarding the 5100,000 (AUD) spend on a CBD 'sculpture' spend in 2018 following the enforcement of
the not quite insolvent 12.5 % incompetence levy? How can the Glenorchy community afford an

'identity project' [The20 Pty Ltd ], and an 'activity city' [Before Creative Pty Ltd] and an engagement

[Bang the Table Pty Limited] and a Battery Point located public relations firm but not appropriate and
competent management of the application of toxic product across the LGA particularly as it is a

discretionary activity with increasingly known risks associated with it that need to be communicated
and managed?

(n) Do elected component understand where this issue should be placed in competent/ compliant risk
appetite and risk posture documentation?

(o) This issue can no longer exist in
from the reality of the liability li
becomes realised, why in 2020,

optimised?

appear to be somewhat disconnected

is th managing risk still appears to be so sub-

(p) Can ratepayers be assured that as at November 2020 elected component of GCC have been made
aware of the APVMA documents that were produced throughout 2019 - 2020 identified as 'APVMA -
Risk Assessment Manuals'and have been previously identified to this organisation with the
expectation that this would occur? The latest being'Enforcement Guidelines' [August 2020] and
'APVMA Stakeholder Engagement Framework 2020 -23'?

(q) Are elected component aware of the APVMA lnformation/Advice sheet titled "Glyphosate - Safety
and Use"?

(r) Are elected component aware of the section "Can Local Councils Still Use Glyphosate Products?"?
(s) Are elected component aware that it states - "Yes, provided the products ore registered with the

APVMA and used according to the lobel instructions. The APVMA regulates up to the point of sole (eg
through manufocture and to distribution). The decision to use q registered product in pubtic ptoces
rests with the relevant local outhorlty. More informotion obout label instructions con be found on o.tr
we bsite, o pv m a. gov. a u/n od e/ 1 704 l.'?

(t) Has appointed GCC provided a 'secret' briefing to elected regarding the information on APVMA -
node 11041?

(u) Can GCC confirm that all use of herbicides are 'on'-label use? That is there are no examples of 'off'-
label uses within the Gcc LGA which require a permit and oversight management?

(v) Can GCC confirm that it is an organisational position that applying 'product'to paths, footpaths,
carparks, drains, water ways are classified by GCC as on-label use? lf the answer is 'it depends on the
product'-see above (c) through (h)

(w) How is the health of front-line applicators [GCC to contractor] monitored by GCC?
(x) Has GCC requested advice from relevant entities about the damaging issue of 'herbicide resistance'

and the threat of unregulated, unmonitored, unreported, unreviewed use of 'herbicide' by the local
government sector in Tasmania and the range of threats to agriculture in Tasmania? Has the 'peak

nes when an issue must be elevated as it
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body' representative of local government in Tasmanian - LGAT - developed any resources [usually in
response from representative request linel relating to the formally emergent but now realised risk of
deliberate and intentional herbicide placement in public spaces by local government entities in
Tasmania?

(V) Have elected component been made aware of relevant information that is in the public domain in
relation to the supplied resource?

(z) After a recent GCC spray event if my yard is again filled with dead and dying bees/pollinators where
and how do I report this and how is this important data managed for future reference so it does not
happen again?

Question 11.

(a) Are there currently any financial reporting lines that have been 'restricted'?
(b) Are the related data report lines relevant to these'reports'been stopped - restricted - censored -

denied - by this 'withhold' or'restricted release' ?

(c) Are all elected component of GCC aware that if a document has a public availablity status [PAD], is

financial in nature, and an organisation [in receipt of public money] withholds or denies access to the
public with no explanation or justification to documents to which there is an expected and legally
enforceable riSht to access, then just one of the accusations that can be - legitimately and in an
accountability sense rightly - expressed [reported] to relevant accountability institutions is that the
organisation may be restricting this information which in effect can be characterised as inside
information, and, at the point of restriction, which if then shared - distributed - published - or
otherwise allowed access by another entity, then by GCC acting in capacity as authorising entity, that
then uses it for financial or material gain or any other 'benefit', or to mitigate risk which at that point
is denied to other entities [in this case a Glenorchy ratepayer residing in the Glenorchy LGA] by the
act of withholdingl could be a very a should not be either tolerated or endorsed
[by failure to act or mitigate]

(d) lf any GCC documents that have withdrawn fall into this category then please
take this as a 'request'to republish exactly t same data at exactly the same location immediately

w
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oocumentffi- [Brief with ,info-g,s]
('/

Explainer - although it is not common to include info-g's within a briefing document it is believed that because

of the levels of organisational [historic to current] performance dysfunction and organisational performance

parameter sub-optimisation then as an organisation Glenorchy City Council may benefit [time saver and

answer'enhance/l from this activity. The info's may also provide a useful context for possible ground-truthing

exercises both now and into the very near future.

Question 1. - CONTEXT - On Tuesday 18 May 2004 Terrence Lewis Martin (acting in capacity of then member

for the electorate of Elwick [MLC] with reference to his former capacity of Mayor of Glenorchy, Tasmania,

Australia) made his in augural speech to the Tasmanian parliament. ln it he spoke about the 2000 'Partnership

Agreement'with the then state government in which Martin claimed had "...injected more than 53 million

into Glenorchy and the transfer of nearly 52 million worth of property from the State to the council.".

PanrNnnsHrP AGREEMENT

GovenruMENT oF TASMANIA AND THE GrrNoecHy Cmv
CouNcn

AN AGREEMENT made the 19'h day of Octob€r two thousand.
BETWEEN
THE CROWN IN RIGHT OF THE STATE OF TASMANIA, and
GLENOBCHY CITY COUNCIL a body corporate created pursuant to the Local
Gxsernment Act L993
WHEREAS the Government of Tasmania is committed to the DreDaration of a

6. l -G IDwELoPMENT (}ppoR-ruNr'rrEs oN STATE, CotrNcrl. AND PR'T\/ATET-Y O\A.NED
I--q.rvo

fssues
Tl-e Partles agree tlre key lssues to be addressed are:
r Ttre ldentlficatlon of vacant land or under-utlllsed propertlc

l<rcated urlttrln tl.e Glenorchy rnunlclpal arca orn ned by elther tlre
Cotrncll or tlre State that c:rri use<l to Stlrrrrrlate lnrrestrient and Jobmatlon

e Ttre need to errsune srrctr land ls investrrrerrt ready b)r establishing
al>I,rol,rlate plannlng, zonlng. I,rtclrrg reBlrrre anil tiansfcr
condltlons

o T?re rnanrrer ln urhlch ttre value of the properBr' ts addressed to
ensure ttrat tn those lnstances vrrhere relewbnt ttre price reflects a
reallstlc attcrrr1>t t<r botlr rneet tlre rnarket anrdlor tacllltate the
resultlng derzeloprnent

. Tlre rrreanrs try rrtrich tlre State and ttre Cot.rncll can rryork togettrer
to select srrch parcels; actrleve lnvestrrrent ready status: promote
land parcels to the rlra.rket such tirat the property ts developecl
arxl Investrrrcnt facllltat€d: and further dowelop sltcs are lderrtlfiecl
^-l --.^l ^ -^5.r6--a-i 

L-.-a-

Document -

Hon. Terry Mortin MLC
Electorote: ELWICK

lnaugurol speech: Tuesday 18 Moy 2004
FORMER PREMIER, JIM BACON

Extract begins - o...From my 79 yeors' experience in local government, including 74 years as moyor, I hove no

hesitotion in soying thot the portnership agreements with local government hove mode o huge difference in

local communities throughout the State. The first Glenorchy partnership ogreement hos injected more thon

$g miilion into Glenorchy and the trunsfer of neorlv 52 million worth of propertv from the State to the
council. lt hos set out 707 gools to be ochieved ond alreody, after three years, more than half of those gools

set out in the agreement hove olready been achieved in o vast array of areas, from the environment, the
economy, industry and sociol progroms.'... Extroct ends.
https://www.parlioment.tas.oov.au/histow/tosparl/lnouaurolnsMartin.htm
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GovxRNtvrENT or Te.shdAr{rA

Grrnreln.ClrY CrrV COTInICIL

REI}IrAFIEI} ST.,BSE(TT,ENT T(} EV^LL,ATION

SEPTEndBEn 2(x}2

AND

Question 2. CONTEXT -

Environment ond Planning B: Planning ond Design 2O04, volume 31, pages 3ll*324

DOI:10.1068/b2944

In pursuit of sustainability? Challenges for deliberative
democracy in a Tasmanian local government

Elaine Stratfor4 Martina Jaskolskill
Sustainable Communities Research Groug School of Geography and Environmental Studies"
University of Tasmania, Private Bag 78. Hobart, Tirsmania 7OOl, Australia;
e-mail: Elaine.Stratford(i!,)utas.edu.au
Received l7 June 2002; in revised form 3l March 2O03

Abstract. Sustainability may be viewed as a principled form of conduct. Among its effects is a growing
cmnhlcie na cirril rnripfv lnrl lmal c6v.m.6.. thrarrolr wlrioh llra mamhare af nnmmrrnitic< qre

Page 1 - https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=70.7.7.452.7632&rep=rep7&type=pdf

Planning / 30 1351- 1365 m

Page 13 - https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/downlood?doi=70.7.7.452.7632&rep=repl&type=pdf

Question 3. CONTEXT - major project fail [MPF]. Please understand the following are provided in no particular

order - just as overarching context as adjunct to MPF.

Glenorchv Citv Council choose TechnoloovOne's Local Govemment solution
Glenorchy City Council has chosen TechnologyOne's fully integroted solution for Locol Government,
encompossing Finoncials, Works & Assett HR & Payroll, Property ond Budgeting solutions. The deol,

worth in excess of 57 million over five yeors, will help the Councilto deliver signiftcont improvements to
their business processes...oThe strength of integration ond functionolity in TechnologyOne's local
government solution will enable us to reduce our stondolone dotobases from 70 to 25, ond reop the
benefits of removinq data duplication associoted with this." Glenorchy CiA Council hos commenced
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implementation, ond the Council is plonning o stoged delivery of TechnologyOne's solutions through to

August 2(N7.
https://builder.techno!ogyonecorp.com/about-us/medio/news/orticles/glenorchy-city-council'choose'

Gtenorchy City Council choose
Technologyone's Locat Gorrernmsnt solution

Gtcoorchy clty coun€il har chorcn Tcrhnololyonaj {ully int&gratsd $lution lor local 6o€rnmeoL *ocomoi$if,9
alntr(ia{i brl6 tL Brri, }r,l & ,,ayroat, P.s**rty rBd gudfitldt $tutlone ?h* deal. wonh l, .ets ot 9l mllllo, ovo.
frr ya.ri. wltl h.lp tha Cou^cll to dalrwr il$nlfiarnt lmptwm.ng to lhalt sutln* p'G.e*

Gtono(try clv coenclt G*rtlslly cry96 the aorthrf,n s(buabr of Hobart ana ,i one ot lh.e couxitt thnt make up (hs
G.cat , Hobac :rea. rt has tfte Oemnt Flv*f at lts s&rtcro bourda.y and w.tllngton 

'|ada 
{a.tt i h(lloiIon) to lhe *os-

allrn wl*. P@lod tenaBo. for Glqnq.(hy Clty Cqufrdl, sid thtt fol.ldlna r compqtltlvc tendcr prwatt.
T€hnologfonc'i sautlon orcsntod ar t&q 6ffi vlrble c.odu€t ,pr Caundt,

https://builder.technologyonecorp.com/obout-us/medio/news/orticles/glenorchy-city-council-choose-

t,(:(:i )r )r )lt.rl .lVone

Ney,rs ilrrd rn{:rlia

a

And so on....

Plncemaking, Urban Design and
Power Relations in a Locel Government

Ceintext: the cese of Glenorchy, Tesmanir

(cove)

Krirtinc Anchcr

GrndDipUrbResPl*

5.3 0thereramplesofplacemaking

5.3.1 Monrmc Foreshore Community Reseac

n( !l rh Bhn Sm ir rL GG l'ilf Popk'r sulptur. p.ri

(t1 a-,.11-t--^-

@.u8)

lrA
(Contents)

l3i

Ii

"5.3.7 Montrose Foreshore Community Reserve
The 7996 Glenorchy City Council Strotegic Plan estoblished o five-year plan that identified o framework for
setting the preferred future direction for the city. This document included a vision statement, policy
stotement and mission stqtement with oction plans for oll progrom areas within Council. The then Property
Management Program realised the need to develop o recreation policy and strategy if the goals ond
objectives in the Strategic plan were to be reolised. Consultants were oppointed and the recreation strotegy
was completed in December 7996 with a number of principles and goals, in porticular, the need to prepore
moster plans for upgroding ond redevelopment of maJor communlty park within the municipolity. A
target of three plons per yeor over five yeors was estoblished. I wos asked to develop these and one of the
first plons undertaken wos for a linear reserve of Montrose. The reserve is locoted adjacent to the Brooker
Highway, o four-lane development that annexed from the municipality a number of suburbs creating a
barrier thot over time resulted in community omnesia concerning the recreational opportunities ovailable
olong the Deru,tent River municipal boundary. The area was noted in Council's recreotion strdtegy qs o

on osset thot when would increose both active andt
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community recreation. I consulted with locol stokeholders including the odjacent Rosetto High school, two

speciol schools, residents and members of the Montrose Sailing ond Glenorchy Rowing Clubs. Council did not
have an accesstble playground ln the munlclpallty so I ensured thls would be consldered ofter discussions

with two special schools for the dlsabled.'. (p.U6)
'l formuloted the plon to include social, passive ond culturally oriented recreationol opportunities with a
cvcle oath. informal park- lnterpretotlon. accesslble olovaround. oublic tollet uporade, shelters. electric
barbeaues, outdoor exercise slte, and redeveloped visltor informotion shelter.'. (p.747)

'The project began slowly relying on funds through Council copital works. lt wos the successful Federal
government funding applicotion that supported the construction of a two metre wide concrete wolking ond

cycling path. As Council's urbon design coordinotor further opportunities come from discussions with locol

Rotory clubs, Derwent Regionol Education office and the newly formed Montrose Precinct group working

with the locol high school. Discussions estoblished support for four mojor projects os port of the reserve

redevelopment. They included the 7999 Youna Peoples Sculoturc Po*. the 2005 Rotary Centenary Gazebo

ond two interpretotion projects undertaken with the local community Precinct group and Rosetto High

trLqg!ij:!*{) 
^,--..-- .-,} \-vv. s, p..e, !F., ,.e,,rpaps. vir.vig

it is statcd ttEt '"- -.after thc Council had ttrrcm rcrc ttran S/t million at ttlc system to
try to gct rcsidenta to pafricil'ate in ttre lrrccincts, it trsd 1rcved to be a costly
disaster"- A comcil rcport rcveated "that nrost l,A"ld€nncn] had lrut all given ul> on
the most expensive commwity @nsultatiof, lrrct Emmc introduced by my council in
'fasmnia" (\tr/aterhou*. ?OO7). Community disquiet rlrt saE to b€ tfrcwing wittr
commenf,s from Triffert (2OO7b) surfacing in lstts to ttrc editor adding. subsance to
Aldcrmanic concchs:

I acmdcd my lel mdang md we rEo3tl:/ iSnored" 'l*lrc tncetlsg, remed nErc rltout

thre s ficu iadividu.lr sprcsin8 rrrcir ttrou8lrr on cvcry topic tlrst cltne uP-

Thinkinlg rhis w6s s ooeotf. I attcBlqt alte s€xt m€in8 aod th€ slsE hBt{Hq.l...I

doo't tr€lieve tlri* mo<tcl ir th€ lrctt w&y to t€ coffiBnitt/ inwlveocnt tnd f€€db[ck ...

th€ sqEcil al*in't t rew trow lo conrult with thc @mmuniD, -.. plw do hot wtc our

GE. o[ t'Li* fbll)r.

Tlre ;rrcsence of "prcmodcm rclations of power" (Flyvbjcrg, f 994, p.23O), that
include tBdition$ oll clss md ;rrivilege oo--ti-:,-. to- be fiEl). entrcnchGd in social h.175)

it is stated that

ffi. A council report reve{led "that most [AldermenJ had but all given up on 
b.us)

TRIFFETT, J. (2OO7a) Letter to ttre Editor, Precincts don't rvor'k. The *Iercury.
Hobart.

TR-IFFETT, J. (2OO7b) Lrttcr to tle Editor, Precincts don't rvork. The bfercury.
Hobart" Mercury Nernrspaper.

(p.18s)

WATERHOUSE, C. (2007) Call to suap prscincts. The Mercury. Hobart.
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Glenorchv Art and Sculpture Park (GASil Proied I E Poul Owen and Aoron Peters E 7 Mar 2014

... olt's the kind of ploce where you're not meont to find something remarkoble, but you just might.
jtenorchy Art and Sculpture Pork (GASP) is one such instonce. To understand how and why this hos come

about, it's necessary to took beyond Room 77's authenticolly beautiful architecture to examine the collective

efforts that enobled this remorkoble project to emerge... Around the time thot MONA wos coming into

being, a cosual conversotion between Walsh and then mayor Adriano Toylor planted the seed for on ort'
inspired scheme on the Gtenorchy foreshore. Cut odrift from the city proper by the thrust of the Brooker

Highwoy, this elongoted strip of lond fronting Elwick Bay might easily hove received the usuol council

kerbside treotment. But in 2(nS a small group of civic ond business leoders,led by Adriona Taylor and
Modeleine Ogilvie, lent their collective resolve to the task of envisaging something tor more memorable...

A significant milestone for the project came in 2008 when artist, project manoger and design consultont
Pippo Dickson wos appointed by the Glenorchy City Councilto develop o business plon. With little interest in

overseeing o mediocre public aft project, Dickson began working to roise the bar... ln 2008 Dickson (now CEO

of GASP) wos oppointed as GASP project development offtcer. She engaged a group of orchitects including

terry de Gryse (who hod undertoken the Wilkinsons Point Master Ptan in 2(N7) to investigate ways of
creoting o cohesive gesture to unite the boy. Community feedback placed importonce on how the scheme

might respond to the bay's edges. People sow value in simple daily rituols like walking, providing ploces

where kids could learn to ride d bike and engoging with the noturol setting and its birdlife. Dickson recolls on

eorly community consultation meeting ln which an elderly womon was in teors because it had been so long
since such o publlc project had been discussed in Glenorchy.'.
Published online:7 Mar 2074

Words: Paul Owen, Aaron Peters
lmages: Ben Hoskins, Benjamin Hosking lssue Architecture Australia, Januory 2074

... then Mayor Adriana Taylor was rightly
the foreshore not far from the Denuent E

to a windy, wet and rother bleok spot on

to hold down o map of the oreo on thetre
bonnet of the cor the Mayor waxed lyricol over a vision for the future ol the oreo of foreshore stretching

from there to MONA. She soid the Council wos going to develop on internotionally unique arts ond cultural
troil on the open parklond from Wilkinson's Point to MONA ot Berriedole. She explained thot "the vision for
GASP is bold ond ambitious, to develop an exceptional, creotive ond inspiring reueationol ond culturql
experience that will be loved by the local community and a maior attrodion lor tourists.o... The ideo for o

family friendly sculpture park was originally hatched by members of the Early Yedrs Pdrents and Friends
group (p.7) that hod olready delivered the oward winning Sofe and Challenging ployground at Lody Gowrie
at Battery Point. Ably guided by Adriona Toylor, eorly support from leaders ot the Glenorchy City Council ond
in the business community (p.2)... We know ollthis very wellfor my wife's doughter Madeleine wos part of
thot group at Lody Gowrie and todoy is GASP's ambassador This is what Madeleine wrote for me:

oSome people might think the concept of GASP is hard to grasp, but this is not so. GASP brings multi-layered
ortistic experiences to the locol, notionol and internationol community. GASP is o one of o kind vision for a
connected arts space thot creates o sense of community.....it is a park, it is an open oir theotre it is a natural
surrounding for sculpture, a place for arts ond culturol events ond o good place to walk the prom ond let the
kids run wild. Won't it be lun when ferries con stop at o new pier...' (p.2).

Principal funders to dote include the Austrolian Commonweolth Government, the Tasmonion Stote
Government, the Myer Family Fund ond the Glenorchy Council'.(p.3)".
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Urban Renewal and Heritage Fund
The Urban Renewal and Heritage Fund (URHF) was established in the 2OO8-09 Budget with a $25 miuion
allocation for Bre conservation and rgotoration of heritage asseta and the renawal of utbsn areas in
communities throughout Tasmania.

A summary of the prolects to be funded from the URHF ls provlded in Table 4.11.

Table 4.11: Urban Renewal and Heritage Fund

(a.n1

Estlmated

Total

Co3t

20104',t 20,11-12

Forward

Budoet Esdmat

2012-13

Foward
EBtlmate

2013-14

Fonrard

Estlmate

OUTFLOu,S
o.partmafia of E@nomlc o.vatopmant, Tourram

an.r aha e,r,'

Dcvonpoat Martdma Musaum
Glonorchy Art3 ScrrlpturE Park
Quaon Victorla Mu{6um and Art Gallory

3'flr0 f000 t'mo t'000 $'000

600
1 796

6()()
1 582

e97 637
2?1e (t.tg)

Urban Renewal and Heritage Fund Projects
Fundlng allocated ln 2OlG11 to URHF prolects ls as follovs:

. Devonporl Maritirne Museum - $600 OOO for the redevelopment of the Maritime Muaeum \rithin the
Mersey Blutr Precinct as a cultural tourisrn destination;

. Glenorchy Arts Sculpture Park - Linkages Project - $1.6 mlllion to connect the Museum of Old and New
tut (MONA) rvilh existing public apace and infrastructure hubs in the Elurick Bay area to provlde access
for a wide array of users; (n.zo1
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The URHF was estoblished from S25m in proceeds received from the sale of the Hobart lnternational Airport
The oim of the fund wos to ossist with the conservotion and restoration of heritage ossets and the renewal

of urban areas in communities throughout Tosmonia.'. (p.2)
l-lrban Ftanavval and Harltage Fund
The (-IRIIF uras establistred frorn $25rn in proceeds receiwed from
the sale of t*te tlotrart International Airport- TI e airn of the frind razas
to assist rxrith the conservation and restoratir:n of heritage assets arrd
the reneuzal of trrban areas in cornrnrrrrities ttrrotrglrout Tasrnania.
Exarnples of projects frnanced throtrgtr ttre URFiF are strorv-rr in
Table 2:
Tablc 2: of LlRl{F

L<rur Flead tnfhastructure \zfaintenance and Site l.o (p.16)

Walue
(sl\ )

Project

Princess lVtrarf Rederreloprnent (Stages I & 2) L3-7

Franklin'Wtrarf R-edeveloprnent [-o
*ffi

I\r1akers \Morkstrop Tourisrn Centre in Eltrrrrie 1-O

COUNCIL AGENDA MONDAY, sTH DECEMBER 2oll GLENORCHY CITY COUNCIL
* The Generol Manager certifies that the reports contoined in this Agendo hove been written by quolified
persons under Section 65 of the Locol Oovernment Act 7993.
ln ottendonce:
Leove of Absence:
Workshops held since lost Council Meeting
Dote: Mondoy,2Tst November 2077
Purpose: To discuss:
, Presentotion on OH&S Harmonisotion
. Welltngton Pork Manogement Plon Review
. Appointment of Aldermen to Committees
, Generol Busrness

COMMUNIfY
8. GLENORCHY ART &SCULPTURE PARK

Author: Project Development Officer Elwick Boy Sculpture Gorden (Pippo Dickson)
Quolified Person: Peter Brooks
ECM File Reference: Glenorchy Art & Sculpture Pork
Community Plon Reference :
1.1.76 Develop ond implement policy for public ort thot focilitotes community ownership ond the development of
unique ond distinctive ploces featuring locol chorocteristics.
4.2.2 Develop ond implement o morketing and promotionol strotegy for Glenorchy os the investment opportunity
of choice.

4.2.3 Develop growth opportunities ond incentives for business ond government enterprises.
Strotegic or Annuol Plon Reference:
1.3.2 Support and promote opportunities for porticipotion in the orts.
1.3.2.2 Continue implementotion of the Glenorchy Art & Sculpture pork plan.

2.1 Attract, promote ond support growth in the locol business, industriol ond residentiol sectors.
2.1.3 Promote investment by copitolising on the City's infrostructure.

2.1.3.1 Continue implementotion of the Moin Rood Corridor ond Wilkinson's Point/Elwick Boy Moster Plons.
Reporting Brief: To provide Council with on updote on GASP Stoge 2 Project ond to seek Counci! opprovol for the Generol
Monager to sign-off on the jury's finol decision for the GASP Stage 2 Detoil Design EOl, if required.
Proposal in Detoil:
on Wednesdoy 7th September 2077 the Regionol Development Austrolio Fund (RDAF) onnounced 92.32 million of
funding towords the Glenorchy Art & Sculpture Pork (GASP) Stage 2 development. ln oddition, os required in the RDAF
guidelines, cosh portner contributions were committed over two finonciol yeors from the Glenorchy City Council
$a00,000) for odministrotion, opprovols, design ond project monogement ond the Stote Government (S1SO OOO)
towords the sociol busrness ond

. , l:triri ,1 i,rq'.ri
'):l
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The GASP Stoge 2 development is proposed to be completed in 207i ond is the finol link from the boordwolk to

Wilkinson's Point. lt includes:
c New shored poths
c Londscoping inctuding woter sensitive ond environmentol design feotures
. A building spoce os a destinotion ond to service the new ferry ietty
. ASocial Enterprise business plan ond detoil conceptdesign

An internol review of the Stoge 7 processes ond on ossessment of the Commonweolth controct arrongements for the

RLCIp Sp ond RDAF was undertoken to better inform and improve the process for Stoge 2. The distinct odvontoge for
Stoge 2 is thot funding wos received in the RDAF Round 7 ond therefore longer timefromes for proiect completion opply'

With this ftexibility it is desiroble thot Stoge 2 detoil design documentotion ond building tender ore completed and o finol
breokdown of moteriols, construction methodology ond building costs ore used in finalising the funding ogreement with

the Commonweolth rother thon using concept estimotes.

A two-step detoit design expression oI interest (EOI) process wos ogreed by the GASP Stoge 2 Steering Committee ond

project Teom including input ond odvice from state Architect Peter Poulet to ensure the highest quolity design outcomes

for the project, pleose see ottochment 7 of the GASP Stoge 2 Steering Committee Governonce Model.

The EOI wos odvertised on Soturdoy lgth November 2077 cotting for orchitects or orchitecturol proctices registered in

Tosmanio with empothy lor 1lenorchy ond o deep understonding of the GASP proiect oims, exceptionol imoginotion ond

copocity to execute o long losting public project. The jury is Peter Poulet (Choir), Peter Brooks (GM), Judith Abell

(independent ortist ond orchitect) ond Stefono Conforti (Acting Monoger Works ond Services). Pleose see ottachment 2

and 3, GASP EOt lnvitotion to Submit ond GASP Proiect Summory.

Design teoms need to cleorly demonstrote thot they hove the right mix of skills, the necessory experience ond on

oppropriote design opprooch to ochieve the GASP Stoge 2 obiectives. The three criteria used in step-one ore:

o previous work - Exomptes of buitt projects including imoges ond descriptions (moximum 4 x A4 poges, 30%

weighting)
. Copocity to deliver - A description of the teom including biographies (maximum 2 x A4 poges, 30% weighting)

. lJnderstonding of the project - A demonstrotion of your empothy for Glenorchy and the GASP proiect (moximum 2

x 44 pages, 4O% weighting)
Up to three teoms will be shortlisted from the Eo! process for step two. These teoms will then be invited to on interview

to respond to o further two criterio bosed on o fee proposol ond their design opproach to GASP Stoge 2. These

odditionol criterio will then be weighted equolly with the eoch hoving o 20% loading.

Due to the limited budget and time constroints during the EOt process. The fixed build budget

for Stage 2 provided by the RDAF meons the ot o percentoge of the construction budget

of op proxi motely 52 mil lion.
The shortlisted EOI teoms will be notified of the budget in the step-two briefing session. As o result the price of the detoil

design lee will not be the most significont determining foctor for selection of the design teom but their copocity to

deliver the best possible solution for the project within the budget porometers will be criticol.

ln order to ollow the successful design teom time to complete detoil documentotion by the end of Februory 2072 so thot

construction con commence by May/June 2072 we oim to notify them prior to the Christmas breok on 23rd December

2077. Currently under delegotion 75, the General Monoger hos the power to sign ond seol controcts and ogreements

where the lowest tender is being recommended or where the omount does not exceed 550,000. ln this instonce it is

requested thot delegotion to opprove the oppointment of the design teom in line with the lury's decision be given to the

Genero! Monoger. Due to the next Council meeting proposed being hetd in mid Jonuory 2072 we ore seeking opprovol

for the responsibility for oppointment of the design teom, in tine with the iury's decision, to be delegated to the Generol

Monager if required. Any further deloys moy jeopordise the finolisotion of the RDAF funding ogreement.

Progress to Dote
ln October 200g Council employed o project Development Officer to develop the vision ond business plon for the Elwick

Boy Sculpture Pork, now GASP. ln this role the Officer hos ottrocted recognition for the proiect and developed

relotionships with the government, privote ond philonthropic sectors'

Positive results include :

. Recognition of GASPI by leoding philonthropic orgonisotions

. tnvitotions to present at community groups ond business ossociations

. $t.g million contribution from the Sfote Government for GASP! Linkoges creoting improved ond safer occess to the

foreshore through shored paths ond o ietty (2010 - 2011)
. Over 55 million contribution from the Commonwealth Government for GASP! Stoge 7 ond Stoge 2 (2010 - 2013)

. Completion of the GASP Boordwolk (Stoge 7) and officiol opening by the Prime Minister on the 3rd October 2071

. $O.g million contribution from the Glenorchy City Council towords GASP Stoge 1 and Stoge 2 (2010 - 2013)

. SZ1,OOO gront from the Myer Fund towords o fundroising ond finonciol feosibility plon

. SLSO,(ru contrtbution lrom the Stqte Government towords the 6ASP Sociol Enterprlse Dusrness plon and concept

design (2077 - 2072)
. Estoblished o Boord of Directors with Nationol ond Stote representotion
. Over 570,000 roised from cosh donotions to the GASP vision ond ort progrom

The project Development Officer has meoningfulty engoged with the community ond developed o shored vision ond

commitment q:

8



. 70 Person Advisory Group

. Reference Group, peok bodies ond orgonisotional representation

. Community Network of more thon 300 odvocotes ond porticipants

. Private sector business portnerships: Mlnter Elllson, Red telly, MONA, Qqntas, NAB

. Not for profit portnerships: Derwent Estuary Progrom, Southern Coostcore Associotion, Understorey Network,

Co nte m pora ry Art Se rvices To smo nio
Consultotions:
The Tosmonion Stote Architect
The GASP Stoge 2 Steering Committee
Te nde r Review Co m mittee
Human Resource / Finonciol ond Risk Monogement lmplicotions:
Funds for the odministrotion ond project monogement of the GASP Stoge 2 project hove been occounted for through the

RDAF ond contribution from GCC.

Community Consultotion ond Public Relotions lmplicotions:
There hos been extensive community consultotion ossociated with the development of the vision for the GASP proiect.

Recommendotion:
(o) Thot Council note the updoted report on GASP Stoge 2 proiect, ond
(b) Thot should the recommendotion of the Tender Review Committee be in line with Jury's decision ond thot
recommendation would normally foll outside of the Generol Monoge/s delegotion, Council delegote opprovol for
oppointment of the detoil design teom to the Generol Monager on this occosion.

http://glenorchy.infocouncil.biz/Open/2011/72/OC-05722011-AGN-WEB.HTM
Atta ch m e nts/An n e xu re s

7 Stoge 2 Steering Committee Governonce Model 7 Poge

2 GASP EOI - lnvitotion to Submit 9 Poges

3 GASP Project Summory 28 Poges

Arts precin opens Posted Mondoy j October 2077 at 2:53pm, updoted Mondoy 3 October 2077 at 3:04pm
A new orts precinct has opened in Hobort's
The first stoge of the $75.9 miilion art and Bay in Glenorchy includes a boardwalk,

buildings ond lighting ond sound occess to pedestrion and ferry
connectlons to MoNA. The Glenorchy soys it has token obout five years to compete
the first stoge. "Whot we've ended up doing here is building not just the walkwoy ond the boordwalk but a

series of art rooms, almost," she said. "So there ore bits that ore land on one side and woter on the other
side and each of them ore now spaces so thot those spoces are ready if you like now to receive permanent
works." Posted 3 October 2011, updoted 3 October 2077

ly*Ayw*?!+!el_4!/qeyll?!14_!

lnteruiew: Thomas Bailev GASP!Thot's the entirely appropriate ouonym ond brond for on extraordinory
new art park beside the Derutent River at Glenorchy in Tasmania. WoodSolutions spoke recently to one of its
architects... The recently completed $8 million Glenorchy Art and Sculpture Park (GASP!) feotures o sweeping
800 metre 'rainbow boardwalk'thot ties together the edges of Elwick Bay on the Denuent River. lt links
GASP!, the Museum of Old and New Art (MONA) and o new ferry jetty..."We had to pore bock the brief to its
essentiols ond used lower-cost moteriols - including H6 treoted rodiote pine lor the boordwalk deck and
the bolusterc. Fundamentally, we were quite happy with the look ol [unfinished] timber but we needed to
articulote the boordwalk, ond point has given quolity to the row pine.'... H6 treoted radioto pine bolusters in
coots of tU colours...'.
https ://www.woodso I utio n s.co m.a u/b I ogl nte rv iew-Th o m os-Bo i ley
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Elizabeth Woods: There is aoino to be a weddlna and vou are all invlted Author: Seon Kelly Feature

September 2010 Cover of Etizobeth Woods: There is going to be a wedding ond you are all invited

Art in the Public Arena lssue 30:3 I September 2070

Elizabeth Woods' art proctice has for many yeors revolved around the relationship between ploce, ortist ond

community and what arises from their connection to each other. Marrying a tree is its /otest monifestotion.

Elizabeth Woods There's going to be o wedding ond you're olt invited 2070. drfhoto: Kevin Leong.

The concept of o person marrying o tree in a civil ceremony, (conducted by the Mayor of Glenorchy, Adriono

Toylor), is so gently subversive thot it can hardly offend, but is off centre enough to cloim ottention long

enough to allow the significont underlying volues to become articuloted ond evident... invited by the arts ond

culturol development staff ot Glenorchy City Council to view the Elwick Boy site ond discuss the development

of o new ortwork. lnterestingly, the site is about to be developed os the Olenorchy Art ond Sculpture Park

(GASpl), so the artwork became the lirst commissioned work to be creoted there since the designotion ol
6ASP[. (See poge 70.)

Tosmanian orchitecture that makes vou GASP Fridoy 72 September 2074 72:54PM tonne Ryan

...1f you've heord of or visited Hobart's MONL you should know that there's o new orchitectural iewel in

town. GASP, the Glenorchy Art ond Sculpture Park, is situated on the banks of the Dennent River ond is

winning hearts ond goining ottention. Jonne Ryon explores the recently opened GASP 2 povilion--. Over the

years, this section of land with a three kilometre waterfront has been used by vorious industriol proiects,

including the construction of the neorby Bowen Bridge and the reconstruction of the Tosman orch, which

cotlapsed in 7975. The popular Derutent Entertainment Centre wos olso built neorby in recent yeors. ln

2008, Ms Dickson storted o round of intense community consultotions ond workshops with orchitects, out of
which come a brief for the project ond on invited competition. The winner was Hobort-based emerging

architecture firm Room 77 Architects. The GASP Povilions-GASP 7 and GASP 2-ore open oir pavilions thot

sit within the londscape. lt was only ofter the wos and ofter ottending an oll night winter

solstice concert by Domenlco de Clario, Room 77 team lully reolised the power of
the ocoustlc. We all just looked at each

GASP Stage l won the Australion lnstitute NationolAward for Urban Design. GASP

Stoge 2 won the lJrbon Design Award 2074 AtA Tosmanion Architectural Award. lt is a finolist in the AIA

Nationol Awords, to be announced in Dorwin in November.
https://www.obc.net.au/rodionationol/programs/archived/bydesign/orchitecture-that-mokes-you-

739606

GASPI Stoge 2 - 9lenorchy Art and Sculpture Park PU,CES | 78 Jon 2017 GASPI Stage 2 - Glenorchy Art and

Sculpture Park, Hobart, Tosmonia.... ln this context, the City of Glenorchy engaged McGregor Coxoll and

Room 77 Architects to design the second stage of GASPI ond ueote o spectocular setting for ort, sculpture

and experience... The site hos evolved to occommodate contemporary orts and culturol events thot odd

onother layer to its heritage and to people's mind mop of the orea. The design response hos been to respect

and drow from the site's heritage. lt leverages the new lnvestment by the proied sponsors to provide o

return lor the locol btue collar communlty ond complement the regeneration now being led by MONA...

GASPI Stoge 2's site wos lormally used as a constructlon deck for the Bowen Bridge ond new sections ot
the Tasman Bridge following its porttot collopse ln 7975, ofter being struck by the bulk ore corrier Lake

tllawarro. The post industriat site was depteted and exhousted. lt is incredibly tough ond exposed to high

winds ond sott air. lt included multipte toyers of debris from its use os o construction site for city

infrastructure.,..
Client
Client nome Glenorchy City Council ond GASP!

Creative Work lor fuslon 70: Lond Diologues
Fall ol the Derwent (2076) Morgaret Woodward ond tusty Phillips,

Pubtic Art commission, Glenorchy Art ond Scutpture Pork, Tasmania Hydrographic Score downloadable from
t.net.
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Welcome to the latest edition of the Faculty of Arts & Education's RGS Bulletin.

This bulletin (ommerrces on a very sad note with the passing this week of Dr Sigrid McCausland from the School

of lnformation Studies. To all our colleagues in Sl5 we extend our symPathies, as well as to Sigrid's partner,
J--n.. --J 4^-l-

artwork by Asro(late Professor Margaret woodward ((5U) and Jutty
Phillips (UTas) presented by GASP (Glenorchy Art &
Sculpture Park) Tasmanla, as part of Swlmmable:
R.adfuE the f,iver, Fall of the Deryvent is an

experiment in hydrogr.phic publishing installed at
wilkinsonl Point, Elwick 8ay, Tasmania.

vlsitoE to Glenorchy Art & Sculpture Park are

inyited to experience Fall of the Derwent - a 96
page written text-artwork - by scanning the
artwork! permanently installed qR code on the
banks of the River Derwent at Wilkinson's Point. A
sin$e scan of the qR code will trigger a digital
download of this hydrographic score onto a

smartphone or tablet,

The downloadable artwork uses coded html to'read' the River Derwent's current Energy in Storage Levels (as

made public by Hydro Tasmania). By connecting their own rlver of creative writing' prose and historical

research to this dvnamlc data. €ach download of Fall of the Derwent oubllshes a comoletalv unioue

Derwent was launched at a public event 0n z6 November 2016 and is ongoing at the Glenorchy Art and

Sculpture Par[ Elwick Bay, Tasmania. Ihis proiect is generously tupported by Arts Tasmania, lan Potter

Foundation, Austmlia Council and Glenorthy 0$ Council and Telstra,

Fall of the Dcrwent (1ot6), ls a publlc

Rclr.rdr & G.eduetr 3tidb3 Bulletin
Faculty ot Arts & Education
2 Decemb€r 2016

Charles Sturt
University

Falt of the Denuent (2076), is o public artwork by artists Justy Phillips ond Morgoret Woodword.

Commissioned ond presented by GASP (Glenorchy Art & Sculpture Park) Tasmanio, as port

of Swimmable: Reoding the River. Fatl of the Derwent is an invitotion to experience the River(s) Derwent as o

tiving organism that re-composes with every reoding - a morking, cutting, floodinq deluge in the moking.

Fal of the Denuent is an experiment in hydrographic publishing instolled ot Wilkinson's Point, Elwick Boy,

Tasmonia. Accessible 24/7, visitors to GASP are invited to experience Fall of the Denuent - a 96 poge written

text-qrtwork - by scanning the artwork's permonently instolled QR code on the bonks of the River Derwent

ot Wilkinson's Point. A single scon of the QR code wilt trigger o digitol downlood of this ombitious

hydrographic score onto a smortphone or tablet. The downloodoble ortwork uses coded html to 'reod' the

River Derwent's current Energy in Storoge Levels (as mode pubtic by Hydro Tosmonia). By connecting their

own river of creative writing, prose ond historical reseorch to this dynamic dato, eoch download of Foll of

the Derutent publishes o completely unique hydrographic score - reflecting exactly the percentage of energy

stored thot day in the River Denuent system. This artwork invites every GASP visitor to become o publisher.

Like the woter held in the Derwent's storoge dams, the hydrogrophic score lies dormont until the oct of

downlooding, releoses time and agoin, a new iteration and flow. The score is olso ovoiloble to downlood

the website:

Fatt Ol lhe Oawer, (2016) Jusfy Phllllp3 and Margaret woodward,
Glsnorchy Art and Sculplute Patk (GASP), Tasmania. Oocumenlation
ol hend lo hand publlshing evant, 26 Nov€mber 2016, GASP.
lmaga Stuan Oibson

F-t, O, th. oow.ra (2oiG) Ju.tv Fhllrlp. ..4 M..9...1 wodw..d.
et.norchy ari.nd g;ulptu.. P.;k (casP). Ya.6.nr.. Llmlt.d.dlllod
prl^r-d crorh bou^d .oo..
16ao. stu.rr Olb.on

Reol momentum comes from love bv Pipoa Dickson Essoy

AT FIRST GUNCE, four years ogo, Elwick Boy foreshore in the northern suburbs of Hobort wos o barren,

recloimed and reserue. The shollow were considered so contominated and
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smelly that dumping o few shopping trolleys and truck tyres didn't roise an eyebrow. At night the odjocent
cor pork would rev up with 'drifters' doing burn outs, such o hossle to police ond local residents thot o gote
wos installed to limit vehicle occess to the public omenity.... Their activities mainly confined to the western
edge close to the Montrose Bay High School ond o stone's throw from where Dovid Wolsh's Museum of Old
ond New Art now sits. The bay wos also one of the lost obvious undeveloped north-facing woterfronts in the
greoter Hobart orea. To those who were listening, ond looking for opportunity, Walsh's $50 million plus
construction project tronsforming the Moorillo Estote ocross the boy caused more like a surf break thon a
ripple effect... Somewhot astonishingly, in hindsight, for an areo almost completely bereft ot the time of
world-closs public buildings ond spaces, the Glenorchy City Council wos on the front foot. Developing the
porklond wos seen as on opportunity to moke over the bay area ond encouroge private investment in the
region, particulorly at Wilkinson's Point at the northern edge of the pork. lronicolly, given the ottention it is
now receiving, the Glenorchy Art & Sculpture Park (GASP!) project that emerged wos never reolly built in its
own right. rts success, however, I believe, is that controry to the originol intention it wos opprooched in such
a way thot it could stand up on its own. GASP! is now a multi-oword winning community parklond
punctuoted by jow-droppingty beautiful infrastructure ond the occosionol internationot ort project. As
proiect monager for the Glenorchy City Council and CEO for the start-up GASP! orgonisotion, I have had the
privilege of working with mony people to see it come to fruition. The vision co-produced by locol residents
and notional business, orts and civic leaders is coming to life... The fear of community consultotion may
octually iust be an aversion to the time and the research that must be invested into o project's plonning
stoge in order for it to be successful... lt is bosic, but it's o step often left out. The result, in one instonce, wos
tears of excitement and then the gems: streams of norrotive of why the site wos important. The project is
much more complex than it first appeors. Now, o natlonolly led not-for-profit compony leods the
governdnce of the arts projects and works collaboratively with the Glenorchy City Council, which is
responsible lor the built infrastrudure... Collectively we ore feeling proud. A community member recently
remarked in response to GASP!:'We hove lived to see Glenorchy really become the place to be and live -
after all the years of being called the flannelette briaode!'. What would it be worth if we could develop o
formula for successful community and ? ln Artlink in 2070 I optimisticolly
remorked that love, money, vision ond will of community leaders ond a
specialised teom, not adverce to risk, moy formulo but real momentum comes from
love, which is the relotionship you build with vision ond money stem from thot
https : //g riffith revi ew. co m/a rt i cl e s/re a I - m o m e ntu m -co m e s-f ro m-love/
Dr Pippa Dickson is the Project Manager ond CEO of GASP!. She has been responsible for developing ond
implementing strotegic priorities and raising significont investment from all tiers of government ond the
private sector for GASPI. She works closely with the community, civic, arts and business leoders on
developing o shored vision and implementing the critical steps to ochieve it.
Edition 44 Culturol Solutions

GAsP!
4.n.6 L.g.t -nd Co^.!t.Jir6.t Af.l4 Co66m-

P..lbm.nl Hov&
C.nb.d. ACT 2&O
Ioo+eil rsn&ttr,h.s.re.rq'l

tu: hFctdfuilllrd20ltCollnoiUl#t&dg.l d.cilion! on th Air

Ih 0knodtyArt lsdrhtm PaI(GASP] b I runpany lfl*hd by $rarar{e operalir{ h an

mr0f highrdiland ecmodc6adwtg.,es,fteead accBsibh put{ca( gderyl}

0pqlrd{cspacsdEir*ry, Iamaoh. GASPI missinbtocnab andes8han
inti$ilepbo$sealtme*Ffi [166pe$h. 00rvisiril vd!+addsb e$fi{ creatil,€

efiH kt l6ttB*r$ner*d byh nsam doldmd NewArt, e NUeEtkxdelg$ad
bs8/ab a6ld at pivate and pdlic hEerfd in tf, a,b over recent yea6.

(p.1)

rllpau, uflDr llas ffirurH, [lffign $Iareg[ palltlilg, a rqufelllffi I0 0ilerllry lllm{Tf

sttams atd inoease pvemtnutl arb $umslrtril$ mntinuing to hrild on piilale soffi

supot m riittr it has Mn utdly nhnlloratl prufch h dale ln line wrti flrh obpdle

0ASP ranivm sqnlfimnt suffi fom tre 0hnodry Cirltarrul ard our submlsisr lo tre

Snate lnqu[y&* nd in any pail rcfled [r dem and 6irhn of [n 0hnordry City Coundl,

(p.2)

YqJr3 $incar€ly.

Dr Plpp. Dlclton CEO, GASP

Authott d ut tha 0,/h.rl of 6ASP !y Irtun Wobstor OAil - CheL GASP

(p.3)
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GASP! (Olenorchv Art and Sculoture ParH Sep 25, 2077 Article by Sora Kirby

Thomos Bailey discusses Room 77's first foray into pubtic orchitecture, o ribbon of colour that runs olong o

Tosmanian foreshore, optly named GASP!. GASP! by Room 71-9
How did GASPT come to vou and how did it evolve?

GASP! was awarded to us through a design competition, ond after it hod been honded to tJs, we hod on

extremely short time to complete it. We visited the site and set obout designing interuentions thot would

help others to connect to the site, while generating infrostructure necessary for performonce, trovel and ort
instollotions.

What were the kev elements of the brief?
The formal component of the brief wos pretty minimol. Fundamentolly, it wos to creote infrastructure, but

the more challenging component wos the impticit need to compete with ond complement the neorby MONA

(Museum of Otd and New Art), which had been recently opened with around 60 times the budget we had....

There is abundant birdllfe in the area. as wel! as other wildllfe. Did that cause anv particular specifications

or chanses in the desiqn? Did thev need to be considered in olannins?
Yes, we hod very stringent environmentol controts ploced upon us during construction. We also removed

tonnes of site contaminants thot were unearthed durino the build. The seo grosses were porticulorly

important ecologically, so we devised construdion methodologies from borges and programmed

construction to work with ttdal movements so that we did not disturb the delicate ecology of the silts that

form the intertidal areas of the boy....

What were the blgqest challenges and how were thev resolved?
The construction of the 72-metre cantilevered structure on reclolmed land over the water wos o

considerable technicolfeat that oll involved are suitably proud of. Despite thot, the moior instollation
proceeded perfectly, and when we watched the construction unfold just as we envisioned... thot wos a very

grotifying day.

Project detoils
Client: Glenorchy City Council + GASPI
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Art is controversial. Shock of the new.
Shock of the enormity. Shock of the
explicir David Walsh's Museum of New
and Old Art (MONA) has built its
reputation on its power to elicit a gasp.
Penises and guts. Bloody rituals. Pagan
sacrifice. The stench offaeces. Slaughter
art. (p.5)
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(p.z)

When applying for the Tasmanlan Vyrltcrs'
Centre Resldencf. in Gletrorchy I rcquested
the locatlon oF Clenorchy Art and Sculpture
Park (GASP) - I wanted to wrtte about art
Butthat flrrt day, when I pulled on my
coat" left honte and walked around the
park along the Elwlck Bay foreshore and
past a red-tlowering succulent ground
cover, there was no art that hit Ine in thc
face or heart, only a north easterly wlnd
tlrat was cold and wet. I returned home
with nothlng, much butan empty notebo(,k
and stllTflngers.

GASP.

The score ls written to be read aloud, but t
am not ln tbe mood to llsten to my own
volce and so I read o!r, sllcntly.

Tell Me. How does ltfeel. Fqll. Fell. Falllng.
English cheddar on wholemeal rye. Mouch
feel. Bectar sttll the golden syrup. Your ceett .

So little do )lour mumbles make. Caah-tah-
coh-caw. So llttle. Doesyour mouth.

J. Phllllps & M, l /oodward,
Falt of che Derwent bJ1)

Nothln8 Ir permanent.

Thcr€ lr . sltn ncarby whlch says ttr6
ar.vork wltl lrc rcmovcd from cASp tn
Marcla 2017-

It',3 Alrrtl now and lt ls sttll sEndtn&
Sometlmer stuff stlcks around a llttle
longerthan lntended-

1o.15)

used condoms,
you can't ask that,
rumours, $2 beer,

soggy toilet paper, broken bones,
public art, pubic hair, strangers

in the dark icy water,
asthma, bloody rituals,

poo machines
(p.22)

GASP is an intersticq a gap. lt is an
intervening space beh^reen the art world,
Muwinina peoples past and present day
Tasmanian Aboriginals, industrial and
colonial histories, Glenorchy residents, an
oyerflow car park for a Wiggles concert at
the Derwent Entertainment Centre or the
Greyhound Racing Club adiacent GASP is
an in between spacg a crack. An opening.

GASP is full of dog kids learning to
ride lriclrcles and teenagers learning to ride
motorblkes. Young wornen catctr up and
compare Fitlrlts and get Rt Elders, wlth a
slower gait, lrralk dogs and talk dogs.
Sometimes, a passer-by adrnrres the oyster
sh€lls stacked up or pulls out a camera to
snap and cllck at ttre concrete construction
or water reflectlons-

This place is an intersectiort- A place wtrere
people meet the outslde world rneet
arctrltecture- It's a mlstrrnasla of humanlty
and hlstory- But lsn't that what arr is, at its
core? GASP was created to be an 'art park'.
Art after all, ls wtrat brlngs us together,
whettrer lt is ln ttre form of fllm, paper and
pen, publtc sculptures, dance, woice. thrr:ad
^- rr^^- 

^ 
* 6...!,ri^- -^--.t.-.F. -r-^*^r (p.38)

(p.2s)

Question 4. CONTEXT - 2013 contamination EPA transfer
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Mo(}day, Zsttt NovGmbrr ZO13 GlcnorEay Pbnnlnt Authoriw Me.tlng AEEnda

l\uthor:

Q,ualified Person

Property lD:

Co-ordinator Planning Services (Kylie Williams)

Co-ordinator Planning Services {Kylie Williams)

7657865

PLANNING SCHEME AMENDMENT RECIUEST

REZONING/MASTERPIAN WHITESTONE pOINT PRECINCT

REZONING FROM MAJOR TMPACT INDUSTRIAL AND OPEN

SPACE TO URBAN RESIDENTIAL OPEN SP'ICE I\ND
BUSTNESS - 23,-2{J. MAIN ROAD, AUSTINS FERRY AND FROM

COMMUNITY USE TO OPEN SPACE ,TT 195-229 MAIN ROAD,

AUSTINS FERRY

PLN aO-2215: Demolltaon of Sawmlll Bulldlng
PLN ,.2-r.3(}: change of use to Storage yard

Srrrrrrrrary of Issrres for Conslderatlon
SttG Contamlnrtlon
Thls lssue has been a complex matter to conslder glven the hlstory of heavY
lndustrlal land use on ttre slte. Gutdance for asscssment of ttrese matters has been
taken from Planning Advasory Note 12 from ttte Tasmanlan PlannlnS commasslon
-Contamlnated Land- wlth the head of power the NatlonAl Enwltonment Protectlon
(A3SeSSment Of S,te contamlnatlon) wteasures 1999 (NEPwI), The NEPIVI has ttre
effect of a state Pollcy underthe state Pollcles and Prorects Act 1993-

Councll ts also ln recetpt of advtce from the Dlrector of the Enwaronment Protectlon
Agcncy (EPA), Councal provaded the oraglnal Envlronmental Slt. Analysts (EslA) ( Rev a
Novemt er 2Or"O) to ttrc Dlrector to comment.
The EPA essentlally prryided simllar advlce to ttrat contalned wtthan plannlng
Advlsory Note 12 from the Tasmanian PlannlnB Commlsslon whlch rtates ;

A planntnS authorlty should not certtfy a draft amendment under sectlon 32 of the
Act that affects potentlally contamanated land untll:

a the planning authority makes an independent decision, based on expert
advice, on whether the land is suitable for the proposed uses and appropriate
management controls can be implemented through permit conditions to
manage any contamination and the associated risks to human health or the
environment.

ln early October the applacant provided information allowed further
consideration of the proposal in respect to the suitabllity for intended use. As
detailed in the Environmental Health Co-ordinato/s comments later in this report
ther€ is considered to be sufficient information for Council to proceed with the
assessment of the proposal. 7

Attachments/Annexures
1 Attachment - Planning Scheme Amendment Request 16 Pages
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1-5.3 Land us€s 5'hatt not bc perrmitt(ld to cqnme|,lc.t on th€ site until Councit 13 srltisfied that th€ site
tras be€f| drtcontamlnatGd to an.pproprl.te tav.lt for thlrt u3*"
(a) 8 prallmlnary sltc! lnvcstlgatlon r?port dctcrmlrres that ttlcre ,s no contaminatlon or the

tar€t of cotrtamlmtlo.r does not requlre further asse::rnent; or
(b, thc pfopo it doer not lnvolve a t€nrttlva usq llnd thcfe yYitt bl} no toll dlsturbance other

than rnlnor sltedlsturbance; 6
(c) tha propo6at doe3 not lnvol\rc a scnsltlva usc and lolt dlsturbance $dlt o€cur over tess than

2liOrnr and dcvetopfil.lnt wltt bc carrlcd o(,t tn ac@rdence wlth r contamlrrant Banagernent
plan; o.

(d) a remdlatton action ptan Glnsures ttEt the sltc wtu be rerrledlat€d to a strndard ttrat wltt
cr|ablc. 3lta co(nPlGtlon form to bc isFrrcd; or

((r) e ilta comptctlolr form vcrlfics ttBt th. c&rtrrnltratlon tcvels arc acccptabte for the use
lnd dcveloFfrrcnt propa,lred-

(PDF - p.71 No poge numbers on the document)

Question 5. CONTEXT - GPA non authorised 2015 failure on confirmation of election and appointment due

diligence

Document -
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COUNCIL AGENDA
MONDAY, 23 NOVEMEER 2O1S

h.ldry, ,t iafinb( 2O!l tua.al Mdlna Aa.rtda

r.6. AUTH(,RISATTCINS UNDEBSECTION A2 LUPAA

Author:
Q.usllrled Pcrson:
ECM Fl!. RrfcEncc:

Commerlcal and Property Lawyer (Mlch€lle Legg)
Dlrecttr CttV Serylces and lnfartructuc (Emlllo Rcale)

Sectaotr 82 of LUPA

communlty Plan ndarne:
Und€r th€ Clty of Glenorchy Communlty Plen 2(,15 * 2()4O. thc CommunltY ha3
prlorltlsed'transpsrenl and accouotable government'.
St.atGalc orAnn€l Pl.D RaLnae:
Annual Plan ftcferencc 4.2.4
Malnteln frlr sy3tcmr and process thet r€sult tn hlSh levcls of re8ulatory
compllane ln Councll and thc Commuolty. (p.37)

Reporting Brlef:
ln accordonce with Regulation 25 of the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015, to seek

Council approval in its capacity os the Glenorchy Planning Authority to provide written outhorisation to the

Generol Monoger pursuont to section 82 of the Lond lJse Plonning ond Approvols Act 1993 to certify copies

of the Glenorchy Planning Scheme 1992 ond the Glenorchy lnterim Plonning Scheme 2075 for the purposes

of sotisfying evidentiory requirements of the Magistrates Court in relotion to planning compliance matters.

in Detail:
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A recent decision by Magistrate Daly in relation to o Council plonning enforcement matter directed thot in

order to satisfy evidentiory and procedurol requirements o certified hord copy version of Council's previous

Ptanning Scheme (7992 version) ond the current Glenorchy lnterim Planning Scheme 2015, is required.

On further investigotion, it has been found that the written uuthorisation under section 82 of the Lond Use

Planning and Approvots Act 1993 (LUPAA) to cenify copies of the Council's Plonning Schemes has not been

provided to Council staff, inctuding the Generol Monoger, by the Council in its copocity os Plonning

Authority.
Section 82 provides:
(1) Evidence of -
(a) A ptonning scheme (other than a planning scheme prescribed for the purpose of section 80K); or
(b) A speciat plonning order (other than o speciol planning order prescribed for the purpose of section 80K);

or
(c)A permit or o special permit; or (p.38)
(d) A dispensotion from o provision of on interim plonning scheme (other thon a scheme that is prescribed

for the purpose of section 80K) - moy be given in ony court or tribunol, or before any person octing iudicially,
by the production of o document purporting to be o copy of the
plonning scheme, speciol planning order, permit or special permit ond purporting to be certified os o true

copy by o person outhorised, in writing, by the Commission or Planning Authority, as the cose moy require.

ln order to successfully bring enforcement and complionce motters under the Glenorchy lnterim Planning

Scheme before the Magistrotes' Court, it is proposed thot the Council in its copacity as the relevant Plonning

Authority under LUPAA must provide written authorisotion to the General Monoger to enable him to certify
copies of the Council's past and current Plonning Schemes.

ln order to ensure the efficiency of being oble to certify documents as ond when a comploint is todged with
the Magistrates' Court, this authorisotion will in future be provided by the Generol Monager to a number of
employees in relevont fields (e.9., Legol, Plonning, Management etc.) to ensure thot the Glenorchy Plonning
Scheme 7992 and the Glenorchy lnterim Plonning Scheme 2075 con be certified and produced in evidence as

ond when required.
Consultations:
Council offtcers completed the following internol cpnsuftotion:
Commerciol & Propefi Lawyer
Monoger, Legol & Property
Coo rd i n otor P lo n n i ng Se rvices
Monager, Environment & Development
Director, Corporote Governonce & Generol Counsel
Monoger, 6overnance & Risk

Human Resource/Finonciol ond Risk Management lmplicotions:
There ore no humon resources or

lMsi..ere.lFMl d tBMs@t ho{&e
,haa.E ftohMa^.e6d fi'r.dl hptbr$.

hfr 6lS tubh.nd tuUk a&ah hrtktth.

(p.38)
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(p.3e)
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Document -

Decision making has also b€en slreamlined by maintaininO a
Committ6s tor ths Glonorchy Planning Authority and providing
surficient powors to that Committoa to maka dmisiotls wlthout
r€feran@ to, tr endorsgment by, th€ full Council.
Thes€ initlatiws k6€p th€ timo tram€ for decisions 10 a
mlnimum at the Council and organlmtlonal lwel while providing
gr€ater opportunity to tcus on th€ futur€ dirsction Dl tho City.
Courcil reetlngs ar6 held wary four wsks on Monday nights,
Mombers of ths put ic are relma to attend thes meetlngs
and alao lhe m@tlngs ot the Glercrchy Plaonlng Authority
whleh mffits mry alternale Monclay night.

(p.6)
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oDecision moking has olso been streomlined by maintaining a Committee for the Glenorchy Planning
Authority ond providing sufficient powers to thot Committee to make decisions without
reference to, or endorsement by, the full Council. These initiatives keep the time frome for decisions to o
minimum at the Council ond organisotional level while providing greater opportunity to focus on the future
direction of the City. Council meetings are held every four weeks on Mondoy nights. Members of the public
are welcome to attend these meetings ond olso the meetings of the Glenorchy Planning Authority which
meets olternote

Document-

http : //o I e n orchv. i nfocou nci l. bi z/

Question 6. CONTEXT - "On the Record"

Document -
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G LENORCHY CITY COL' NCI L
ATTACHIVIENTS

MONDAY, 3r.STAt GUST 2(,15

"eM
fE. ADpolntm€it d ABermen t0 $r Ghrdrhy Plinnlt[ Autho.lty

1: GlenorchyPlanning Authority Termr of Reference........,................,.........776

ktut @v*htu^tuNfffi.4.@4.

COMMITTEE DETAIL SI{EE'I'
Ci-tu Nd.:

Glcrcchy Pl.miry Auturiry

1Yp..rce-,tu:
(_ourcrr Cln6ie. (lkb 2t ot bat @re,tnr.4.-l.a ,99J, Coun rr Madns 27

orydbtu @baf-tu.,cor)tu-

htpxe olCoxnilta

To &tennine tfiosc sbrutory lud usc planning nuncn listcd on thc Glcnochy Planning

Autlxrity mocting agcndr,

He nt ol Mcgaat,lu thortg

Dclcgued power to &t mh€ d$se strtutory land ux plrnning mattus li*ed oo the
Olcnorchy Ptanning Authority meaing 4cnda"

Mcubcnh$olCmdna

Staodiogmcmbas. Mayorand 4 hl&mar
Proxig - o.ll otlrcr Aldaarcn

Reportlng llequlrements (to <:ot. ncll)
None

Frequ en c;t alf lveerlngs
FortnilEfrtly - h4ondays at 3frm

Autllt Rcqr.lremeats
Nonc

A nJ, otr, ar Fl eq u I ?ent en ts

:fo all Aldemrcn,

tl.e

Unauthorised access and
disclosure of information held
by the Victorian public seqtor
An .nalylb ot comption rtrrki rnd pen{on opporlunltiG

Ftb.uary 2O2O

http s : //www. i b o c.v i c. g ov. o u /d ocs/d efo u lt-
so u rce / re se o rch -d o cu m e nts/ u n o ut h o ri se d - o cce ss- o n d -
d i scl o s u r e -of- i nf o r m oti o n - h e I d - by -t h e-v i cto r i o n - p u b I i c-
se cto r. p df ? sfv r s n =d 7 6f c48_6

htt p s : //www. ccc. q ld. g ov. o u / site s/d efo u lt/f i I e s/ D o c s/ P u b I i c
- H e o ri n g s/ I m p a I o /Ope roti o n - I m po I o - r e p o rt -o n - m i su s e -of -
confi dentio l-i nformotio n-i n-th e-Que e n sl o n d - p u b I i c-

sector,pdf
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Although not specifically mentioned, this document is included as it most likely will become

increasingly important as defining in relation to a range of matters in the near future:

Guidanee fior identt$ring and retaining
recorrds rrlrlclr rlray lrecorne nelevant to
an actrral or alleged lncldent of cfrtld
rsexrral alrrrse

Fqpc
TH.@6t!.@liraagrra<r@ toA,sahllin gsmm.d ao-eaaa (rats.d 6h thb6d€
.. ha$bt't{ra) b altrpdt lh r.cff*.-pkrt-rlkLd .&ffiffiartlatE rffi by h Royal
cmmkb hb lM FacF.a bchk rBa6l abre (RcllFacsA).

cooro.

Question 7 and 8 - CONTEXT - 'Land sales Revenue' - 'program 400' and 'Open Space' and "...redl money...".

Document - NOTE ( ) indicates (Surplus)

{d'

l]outHt $Ir[cf,unD

j)

2012.13 BUDGET SUMMARY .
ENVI RONMENT IilFRASTRUCTU RE & DEVETOPMEilT OEPARTM ENT

SudSCt Eudast
olffcruncr

(Pase 30)

Tnn$crTo f,eieres
Stratq& Assct M.n{ment R6erw
Publh Open Spae Reservr

250,000 150,000

5,0000

2012-13 EUDGET SUMMARY . GENERAL MANAGER'S UNIT

8ud3ct
Dllfrrcoce

Budgct

(Poge 30)

{ilcrr(rr-{:lry {:ily (:(}urlcil Artrruitl l)lirlr

2$r2-r3
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Land Sates Revenue

Civic Centre R€venue

Aquatlc Lelsure Centre Revenue
Property Servlco R&cnue
Parkln8 Rsr€nue

Lrnd Salet Expendlture
Civlc Centre Expendlture

Aquatlc Lelsure Centte Expendlture
Property Servkes Expenditure

Parting Expenditure

Tran$crs To/(&urt) Rescrvcs

OpcrutkE E rycrdlturt iitcrts - ElGCdon [xpqltta
Propcrty Pl.nt Nnd Eq$lpiunt no|ervar
LndS.hRcaatYc

Totrl Mdv6utDlu.l

(r,574545)
(42.050)

(208,9331

t550,r52)
167E,7171

343,000
360,208
.114388

t,012,314
537,630

(1.298,179)
0

208,933
(1,314)

67E,737 (page 31)

128,0001
3,322

(228,948!

138828

ts37,630) poge 31)

{ss.00o}
(49,653)

1,231,545

125,000
49,553

L,326,179

Document - NOTE ( ) indicates (Surplus)

r"ffi

f,ta-Ltar-.- Itrrt a-!trral!,

(Paqe 3)

2oilT.t' AUDGET SUMMARY. AII. DEPANTMET{Ts

(Poge 30)

|..nd 8.h.!
l-srdSabRaaarr
Lmd 5.16 Err.od0ri - P.r
goryun400

12,872,72t' (rJ2s,0lr9)

Tot l D.ltclt(ss'Dlu.l (Pdge 30)

(Poge 37)
REAER!'E I('VETEilTA
EloaddrE(paM
CltyR.€ks0oiR.tm
LrdfHclcO.rtRara D

70,ooo
{oo.ooo
roo.ooo

2,$7.721
5.O@

(2'ro,oe)
o

,a3.5Et
1,6a,AtO
&..eo2)

o
R,6fcQaSpffiFa,ntm
Ftopdtt $rrf rd E$fp(ilnt
Rffi
SlEd.tic
R.m

.A.nl Mahagsr.nf
{h}

^6*rMmagaimr
Slr.t gie

i

,rr.!r,{ ti'1r1?(,_

,-: {. t,'!... ii. r.r:i(- i.1

x4.. sr'..r.".1 *.
1r.r(, {r,.!.. n 1.r!,.16; r,1,1r.. a .rliri.t

1t! r1.! i:,r!r:!."

;ril rl'],1tr J.]c l t!.,111..,1.19
I nn. Yi. ii rt::, ii ! ri

t,i'jil',.:!

Rmlila)

i*oo.ooo o

2$t3-r",*
l()

2{rl,.5*l{,

(il(:n{}r{:lry {;ily {:{}un{:il Artrllretl l}liln
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Note -

Tsd O.llctU(Surplsrl I
30

Document - NOTE ( ) now indicates (Deficit)

#

i)
2(}1&15 BUDGET SUMMARY. Att DEPARTMENTS

Or.r.aant luaaCi (Page 38)
L.nd 5.1c5:
Land Saae3 Acvenue
l.ancl Sates €xpendltur€ - per
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Glenorchy City Council

ANNUAL REPORT

Document -'Glenorchy Annual Report 2010 - 2011'

Wedncsday, 6th M.r.fi 2013 €lanordly Audlt .nd Rlsk Committe€ Mlnutls

3. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTTS

Question 9. CONTEXT - Tender

, Austrirltran
Ienders

-kr.* {8k*
etul,.t&k

il{dk \i4rylv.ir.;*;
st

(&,..ii.dd.rryo<.k

rl&.*r,:;**:!il"nj

Audit qnd Risk Committee
The Audit and Risk Committee is o newly formed speclal committee of Council that hos been
convened with the following objective. The objective of the Audit ond Risk Committee is to provide
independent ossuronce to the Council on the Council's risk, control and complionce framework, its external
occountobilities, including the truth ond foirness of its finoncial statements. The committee comprises three
Aldermen, (Lowrie, Bronch and Stevenson) and two independent members of the public who were appointed
by Council following on open odvertisement for expressions of interest. The two independent members ore
Mr Nick Burrows ond Mr John Hills. The first meeting of the committee wos in March ot which the
committee appointed its choirmon, Alderman Lowrie and discussed its charter, the internol oudit of Business
Continuity Monagement, the internol and the risk management plan. The second
meeting, in May, further discussed the formot and workplan qnd also looked ot
ma nogeme n( s i mple me ntotion of a udit of the committee attended both
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Cloring dcta: 05-08-201S(closed)

Dccrriptionl
Glerrorchy City Council ("the Principal") is *eeking submissions from interestecl parti*$
("fen<terJrsrj'for ttre prbvision of banking services_(Tr'allsactional and lvlerchant Banking) for a
iive (5) vear"period fro*r 1S Sopternlrcr iOf S to r5ah $dptentber 2020 with the opt'on to exttnd
the contract perlod lor a further lltree (3) years,

Thie tcndcr has cloeed.

oustroliontenders,

Question 10. Herbicide usage across GCC LGA

l-ociaI go\f (elrn lrterrt

Munlry..dffisrcc
Cffiudtyoiuc.
e6..um.r groopr

en.losmm.t oEanrxuona (NOq|
Rohlba .nd ruppllao

Australian Publtc
Corn rnu nttlr Slrclrr Fls
Cr:nsurner gror.ttr)s (p.s)

Data guirlelirles

Risk assessment manuals

Au*l.rllai (;ovcr[.rent
S*arcrr oul site

!'cd*r]. llfflHl6 Af, aborla!

,&ffi | h{A**H**swBJdi t &*s@ t &trl@i'rM

w.r&rsMlptsr" EE

# {

&du..raorr&tir6
vtri..ry d& aedrtie. Arumrhxss963monl 6.d6lli

. i + c\nrKk"ilftC.ryql${q{:rr{t

. I ll g.*tat*rl,}ru*

. i;rlrrlEtsfr^r*l*t*

. iilRoilrtls*ryllr.do

. i I Se{iv Ctrn llllt^8x{li,*ryrtr)r M*\iltt

qib hFrrf.@ry.M?*ffit
Cffir br qtdrdl !AP* mie

AF'lrttlA litakchot.lcr Engrg.mcnt Fram€sork
2020-23

https ://o pv m o. gov. o u/s ite s/defa u lt/Ii le s/ publicotio n/7 2 86 1'
o pv m o-sto ke hol de r-e n go g e m e ntJro m ew o rk. pdf

Govemmt ard nguhtory FrtEIt Arsbdbn l,laliood Audit oflks (AN 0)

thpartr.nl ol l$icrlturc

Dqdtrc'$o{ Ho!fih

os0.dmGnl ollttG ftims Minisler.0d Cabinel

tdard ngdabrs, sudr as lhe Th8lspeutic 6mds
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ktrUtub d HeCh md Wdlare

lnl*n lin l nguhto{y bodies

tocdgwlmlncr{

tsnitb hr,tdqdturc, WaLr afld lhc En$ronmenl

i&lirbrt Harlsl

Sht lodbduynguhtol!
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Entorc€.nGnt rclulclclf n4
Augi.ar aoza

h ttp s ://o pv m o. g ov. a u / s ite s/ d efo u lt/f i I e s/ pu bl i co tio n/7 74 1 1 -
e nfo rc e m e nt_g u i d e I i n e s. p df
sto kehold er e ngo gem ent fro mework

2 WHO ENFORCETAENT ACTION WILL BT T.AKEN .AG.AINsT

2.1 ldentlffGatlonofoffonder!

2.2 l,lotlffcatlon

2.3 Corporatolaablllty

2.4 Llsblllty of omplott o! end contr.ctoG

2.5 Llablllty of Olrectors.nd Ex.cutlve Orflcors

2.6 Unlaw'ul lupplhr3

2.7 Llablllty ot extomal admlnlstrators

2.E Llablllty of govommont agonclos

#
Sufety and use

Tha rlmpL rola ,or sG u$ o, XgrlculMl ffd v@rlw, chGfrl(ab B &
cd rd folld (hG lalcl Srrtruciiooa

furtrdltr Govamment

A{frID P6tic}d.r rnd
l'dslr&! MdLlk A.tlErle

Gryphosate

lM6trdsb@fr&.rb@d
ery&n61d@:c!db..e.
ad(!66tuhdB.!raM

cl* L0clL cou!a,13 5tl!r u!E
Gf,YPfiOgAIE 

'tODUC'I?h !@t. rds.6e&bM*sh^Pm
rnds.@orbl&rdd@,

CAH LOCAL COUf,'C I LS $T I LL U5E

GLYPHOSAIE PROSUCIS?

Yes, prwided the producls ar6 registered with the APVMA

and used according to the label instructions.

The APVMA regutates up to the point of sale (eg, through
manufacture and to disuibution). The decision to use a
registered product in public places rests with the relevant
Iocal authority. More information about latlel instructions can
be found on our website, apvma.gov.aulnode/11041.

https://apvmo.gov.ou/sites/default/files/publication/52786-foct_sheet_-_glyphosate_ougust_2019.pdf

Resource accompany [- ]

GCC Document -

Summary of Budget gstimates 2013-14........ ..,................29

Capital Works Summary................ .............39

Public Health Goals & Objectives..... .......42
(p. iii no poge number - inferred in relotion to indicated poge l)

20T3.14 BUDGET SUMMARY . ATL DIPARTMEITITS

Budoot 2013-14 Budcet 20{2-t3 Dlfferenca
,.r|'toa?t!r: Ettnrlc?
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Land Srlcr:
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Land Sabs Ergcirdilurc - par
program 4{X}

{2,872,7211 (1,423,039)
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(page 30)
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PROVIDED FOR CONTEXTUAL - NOTE QUESTIONS ARE NOT FOR GCC'CONSIJMPTION' -provided as
courtesy only. Extract text begin -
... SME OBSERVATION - Quorterly Yarns would be o harvest mechqnism in relotion to informing
substontiue issues reloting to the operotion of the Community Engagement Strotegy, but o strategy
document is normally understood to perform specific functions in relotion to stabilising - informing -
integrating - coolescing o range of organisotional operationol feotures ond dato harvest to inform and
shope o range of better proctice inputs - outputs.
This is one [importont] element that distinguishes stoble - competent organisotions from others. lt is
difficult to understand how this is working in practice without creating extraordinorily chotlenging and
stressful operational settings thot moy present a range of gapping to stippage risks thot would need to be
mapped ond monitored if historic dysfunctionol potterning is not to be a reolised orgonisotional setting -
again.
Particularly ond specifically in relotion to historic to emergent risk identification to monitor to monoge
report line(s). Was this identified ot issue prior to re-structure? Wos mapping undertaken to monoge this
process with clear report - monage - remediate - report - remap tines? Which stream of orgonisation (os
is currently live) has been tasked with operotional stop in relotion to overall in-house IGCC] oversight with
all positionol responsibilities inferred in the transitionol phase of re-structure? Hove stobilised report lines
been mopped ond time lines in place to'locote' check-in points thot witt keep the overoll process on tosk
on track and provide guidance in relation to the chaltenge ond difficulties posed by slippoge, gopping and
possible over-flex potentially having bite-bock oround o range of compliance meets?
ln order to activate the current re-structure ... wos in necessory, to stop to extinguish, doto point lines in
relotion to reporting requirements thot existed in relotion to the previous streoms thot choracterised the

GCC internal ?

:itrolqsy S
{)eval opm*st

IJ.l.0l Quarterly Yarns COMM &

cs
Y Y Y

1.u.02 Support the opention of Council's Special
Committees

COMM 8
cs

Y Y Y

Tasmania community satirlaction surwy DEV

1.1.2.Or Commence preparing the Community
Development Strategy

COMM &
cs

Ir.r.z.oz I lmplement the Multieultural Spaces Phn and COMM &

r.2.r^ol lmplement lhe Community Srfety Framework coNlt &
CS

Y

r"2.1.02 lmplsment the Acce5$ Action Plan 2016-2021 csMl.r&
cs

Y Y

Reference Action Lead 19/20 20/21 21122

in relotion streoms
previous 6CC orgonisation internol infrastructwe?
..- merye diterid thot would hove hod to hove been ogreed upon between elected dnd appointed so thdt
snapshot dato point to pinning is still possible?

Hos potentiol to Probable doto loss been occounted lor in relotion to any potentiol risks around historic t
emergent mqtrix which is assumed wos comprehensively mopped prior to transition - this prior mop oct:
a retrieve point should the current re-structure gop - slip - stoll - fdil [thot is coscdde risk ronges]?
... identify SME grouping thot hod oveEight control to copKlillgof trdnsitioning?
Was d rcpresentotive from SME ... risk ircluded and ot whot interuening flow points? Did they have
outhorising upword flex cqpocity and how would this how been lnltioted to octivat.d?
Were ony p!92!fi9p!e;ond or rgpptgWthot would hove become opparent ot go-live reported to intert
oudit lorfleshing?

l:"1"o5 lmplameill the SUcCS$sful Ageing Frameryork COMM &
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... merge criteria thot would hove hod to hove been ogreed upon between elected ond oppointed so thot
snapshot dato point to pinning is still possible?

Hos potential to probable doto loss been occounted for in relation to any potential risks around historic to

emergent matrix which is assumed was comprehensively mopped prior to transition - this prior mop octs

as a retrieve point should the current re-structure gap - slip - stall - foil [thot is cascade risk ronges]?

... identifu SME grouping that hod oversight controlto co-ording of tronsitioning?
Was a representotive from SME ... risk included and ot whot intervening flow points? Did they have

outhorising upward flex copocity ond how would this have been initiated to octivoted?

Were any identifiables ond or reportables that would have become opparent at go-live reported to

internal audit for fleshing?
Orgonisotional tronsitioning usuotly has os series of 'sense moking' documents that occompany the

process. Where, when and how were these resources provided to the rotepoyer so that the community
responsibte for funding this process were and are able to moke sense of whot hoppened ond how the

process is progressing - or not?
Organisational transitioning to renewal is an incredibly interconnected series of 'constont in flow to flux'
complexities thot can hove devostoting consequences if not undertoken ond manoged by human

resources thot are highly experienced - qualified - expert in this high-risk oreo of operotion. ... Are all

etected and relevant oppointed confident that the organisation is on-track to meet redefined to

renegotiated roles, positions, reporting ond operational streaming thot will coolesce to provide the

rotepoyer with o sustainoble - productive - responsive - responsible - compliant - competently governed

entity?
Please be aware ... roised hove on internal focus only and community consultation wos not sought ond

not required then on ossumption becomes reolised that all members of elected were dcting in copocity to

represent, ond be the voice of the community ond octivate a strategic and robust investigotory and

interrogation oround best outcome and ROI [including social] for the community at that point in time.

Therefore all elected are ossumed to hove not only octively participated throughout the re'structure
process but to have ogreement and the that no public discussion or educotive

resourcing wos deployed for the benefit of unity throughout this process. Are these a

sustainoble ronge of assumptions moving
Extract text end.

addition to correction?

Document Two [info-g - brief accompanying 'Questions to 30 November GCC ordinar y meeting'|2@-
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