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GUIDELINES FOR PUBLIC QUESTIONS 

Section 31 of the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015 

 

Questions from the public may either be submitted to the General Manager in writing or asked 
verbally at an Ordinary Council meeting.  Any question asked must only relate to the activities of 
Council [Section 31(2)(b)].   

This guideline is provided to assist the public with the requirements of Public Question Time as set 
out in the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015 as well as determinations 
made by Council.  You are reminded that the public question forum is designed to accommodate 
questions only and neither the questions nor answers will be debated. 

Questions on Notice 

Written questions on notice must be received at least seven (7) days before an Ordinary Council 
meeting [Section 31(1)] and must be clearly headed ‘Question/s on Notice’.  The period of 7 days 
includes Saturdays, Sundays and statutory holidays but does not include the day on which notice is 
given or the day of the Ordinary Council meeting [Section 31(8)]. 

Questions Without Notice 

The Chairperson of an Ordinary Council meeting must ensure that, if required, at least 15 minutes 
is made available for public questions without notice [Section 31(3)].  A question without notice must 
not relate to any matter that is listed on the agenda for that meeting. 

A question by any member of the public and an answer to that question is not to be debated at the 
meeting [Section 31(4)].  If a response to a question cannot be provided at the meeting, the question 
will be taken on notice and will be included in the following Ordinary Council meeting agenda, or as 
soon as practicable, together with the response to that question.  

There is to be no discussion, preamble or embellishment of any question asked without notice, and 
the Chairperson may require that a member of the public immediately put the question. 

The Chairperson can determine whether a question without notice will not be accepted but must 
provide reasons for refusing to accept the said question [Section 31 (6)].  The Chairperson may 
require a question without notice to be put on notice and in writing. 

The Chairperson may rule a question inappropriate, and thus inadmissible if in his or her opinion it 
has already been asked, is unclear, irrelevant, offensive or relates to any matter which would 
normally be considered in Closed Session.  The Chairperson may require that a member of the 
public immediately put the question. 
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AGENDA of an Ordinary Meeting of Council 
Kingborough Civic Centre, 15 Channel Highway, Kingston 

Monday, 3 April 2023 at 5.30pm. 

 

 

1 AUDIO RECORDING 

The Chairperson will declare the meeting open, welcome all in attendance and advise that Council 
meetings are recorded and made publicly available on its website.  In accordance with Council’s 
policy the Chairperson will request confirmation that the audio recording has commenced. 

2 ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF TRADITIONAL CUSTODIANS 

The Chairperson will acknowledge the traditional custodians of this land, pay respects to elders past 
and present, and acknowledge today’s Tasmanian Aboriginal community.  

3 ATTENDEES 

Councillors:  

Mayor Councillor P Wriedt 
Deputy Mayor Councillor C Glade-Wright 
Councillor A Antolli 
Councillor D Bain 
Councillor G Cordover 
Councillor K Deane 
Councillor F Fox 
Councillor A Midgley 
Councillor M Richardson 
Councillor C Street 

4 APOLOGIES 

 

5 CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the Minutes of the open session of the Council Meeting No.5 held on 20 March 2023 be 
confirmed as a true record. 
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6 WORKSHOPS HELD SINCE LAST COUNCIL MEETING 

Date Topic Detail 

27 March 2023 Southern Waste 

Solutions 

Presentation from CEO and Board Secretary on 

current and proposed activities of Southern 

Waste Solutions 

Draft Budget Discussion held on 5 year capital works program 

7 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

In accordance with Regulation 8 of the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015 
and Council’s adopted Code of Conduct, the Mayor requests Councillors to indicate whether they 
have, or are likely to have, a pecuniary interest (any pecuniary benefits or pecuniary detriment) or 
conflict of interest in any item on the Agenda. 

8 TRANSFER OF AGENDA ITEMS 

Are there any items, which the meeting believes, should be transferred from this agenda to the 
closed agenda or from the closed agenda to the open agenda, in accordance with the procedures 
allowed under Section 15 of the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015. 

9 QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE FROM THE PUBLIC 

 

10 QUESTIONS ON NOTICE FROM THE PUBLIC 

10.1 BIODIVERSITY OVERLAY 

At the Council meeting on 20 March 2023, Mr Charles Biggins asked the following question without 
notice to the General Manager, with a response that the question would be taken on notice: 

Is the Council in the business of assessing the biodiversity value of private property in house? Does 
Council have the qualifications and professional indemnity insurance to be providing that kind of 
information or environmental service? 

Officer’s Response: 

It is an applicant’s responsibility to submit documentation addressing the relevant Scheme 
requirements in relation to their proposal, which may include Natural Values Assessments. Council 
Officers assessing a Development Application (DA) undertake assessments against the relevant 
Clauses of the Planning Scheme, including the Biodiversity Code.  The assessments draw on the 
Officers expert knowledge in addition to the supporting documentation submitted with the application.  
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As Council is required to form its own view of whether a proposal complies with the Scheme 
requirements, Council’s assessment may differ from the assessment undertaken by consultants 
acting on behalf of the applicant. 

All officers within the planning area hold relevant tertiary qualifications for their role.   

Tasha Tyler-Moore, Manager Development Services 

  

10.2 TENDER AB2223 - KINGSTON WETLANDS 

 Mr David Grace submitted the following question on notice: 

On the 6/2/2023 Council awarded a tender AB2223 at the Wetlands. 

Question: 

(1) What was the tender for? 

(2) Who was the tender awarded to and the cost as it was not noted in the Council minutes? 

Officer’s Response: 

No tender was awarded at the Council meeting on 6 February 2023 in relation to the Kingston 
Wetlands. 

Daniel Smee, Director Governance, Recreation & Property Services 

  

10.3 TENDER AB2212 - KINGSTON MAIN STREET UPGRADE 

Mr David Grace submitted the following question on notice: 

On the 19/12/2022 Council awarded a tender AB2212 Channel Highway Kingston to Black Cap up 
to $4,086.31m in principle. 

Question: 

What does in principle mean: 

Officer’s Response: 

In principle means that Council agrees to the fundamental terms of the tender, with the finer details 
of the contract to be subject to further clarification and negotiation.  

Daniel Smee, Director Governance, Recreation & Property Services 

  

10.4 TENDER AB2121 - SNUG TIERS ROAD CONSTRUCTION 

 Mr David Grace submitted the following question on notice: 

Could the Director Engineering please provide the residents with an update of the matter raised on 
the 20/2/2023 and when did Council follow up the further discussions with the property owners 
regarding the storm water runoff or will Council be installing curb guttering on both side of the road.  
Cr. Cordover raised what the extra cost would be.  I have not yet seen this come back to Council 
could you advise? 

Officer’s Response: 

In addition to the response which was provided to Council at the meeting of 20th February 2023, 
Councils Project staff have spoken directly with a number of residents regarding the nature and 
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scope of the work. Specifically in regard the question, this has included explanation on the 
reasonings and cost considerations for provision or otherwise of Kerb and Gutter only along the top 
side of the road. In that regard, the Kerb provides separation between the road and footpath and 
caters for longitudinal drainage flow on the upstream side of the road. Drainage along the upstream 
side of the road is necessary to prevent overland sheet flow of water across the road surface. This 
need is not the case on the downstream side, where the kerb would serve primarily a cosmetic 
purpose.  

The cost of providing kerb and gutter on the downstream side of the road and associated subsidiary 
works necessitated, is estimated in this instance to be $200K. 

David Reeve, Director Engineering Services 

  

10.5 ENFORCEMENT OF THE BUILDING ACT 

 Professor Michael Rowan submitted the following question on notice: 

I refer to the answer to my question on notice of 16 January 2023 concerning the ethics training of 
staff involved in decision making covered by the Council’s Enforcement Policy, confirmed as 
accurate on 26 March, and also to the recent media coverage of Tasmania’s homelessness crisis, 
and ask: 

1. How has the homelessness crisis changed the ethical considerations of Council staff in making 
decisions about whether to enforce the building act in relation to people found to be living in 
premises for which they do not have an occupancy permit? 

2. What process does Council use to discover whether a person found to be living in premises 
for which they do not have an occupancy permit will become homeless if they vacate their 
property following an order from the Council to do so or in fear of same? 

3. If Council does not have such a process, on what evidential basis do Council staff exercise 
their ethical judgement in applying the Enforcement Policy in relation to the Building Act? 

4. If Council does have such a process, how many people have been made homeless by 
Council’s enforcement of the Building Act or the threat of such enforcement in the last two 
years? 

Officer’s Response: 

Questions 1-3: Where enforcement action may require a person to change their current 
accommodation by seeking alternative housing arrangements, Council works with Tasmania Police 
and Housing Connect which is a collaboration between Anglicare, Catholic Care, Colony 47, Hobart 
City Mission, and the Salvation Army. Council also proactively provides information to people at risk 
of homelessness (or suffering homelessness) regarding urgent access to housing support, seeking 
housing assistance, and crisis and transitional accommodations services.  

 

Question 4: Council has no reports of homelessness resulting from enforcement action. 

Tasha Tyler-Moore, Manager Development Services 
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10.6 CLIMATE CHANGE 

 Professor Michael Rowan submitted the following question on notice: 

I refer to the answer to my question without notice of 7 November 2022 in relation to whether Council 
considers the carbon footprint of proposed capital works, and the answer given that this is ‘something 
that can certainly be considered in the future’, and also to the recent Synthesis Report which 
completes the 6th Assessment Report issued by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 
and in particular to the statement by the UN secretary general Antonio Guterres, that ‘This report is 
a clarion call to massively fast-track climate efforts by every country and every sector and on every 
timeframe. Our world needs climate action on all fronts: everything, everywhere, all at once’. I ask: 

 

What is Kingborough Council’s response to Report and Secretary General’s statement, and in 
particular, will Council immediately: 

1. Use its best endeavours to calculate the carbon emissions resulting from all Council actions 
and in particular all capital works with a view to seeking low emissions options for all activities? 

2. Use its best endeavours to calculate the carbon emissions likely to be caused by proposed 
developments, with a view to assisting applicants for development to find low emissions 
options for their proposals? 

3. Consider the likely carbon emissions associated with a proposed development which might on 
other grounds be refused planning permission, such that the low carbon emissions of the 
proposed development might be judged to outweigh other factors which otherwise would lead 
to planning permission being refused? 

Officer’s Response: 

1. The carbon and energy footprint of Council’s activities from 2019/20 to 2021/22 has recently 
been completed through the Southern Councils’ Climate Collaboration. This profile will be 
presented to Council in late April 2023. A collaborative approach means that Councils are 
using a common and consistent methodology and can work together to find local solutions. 
A carbon calculator has been developed by the Collaboration to allow Councils to update 
their emission profiles. The footprint covers operations that Councils are directly responsible 
for and are significant sources of emissions. This includes use of fuels, electricity at Council 
sites, public lighting assigned to Council and waste that is managed by Council (including 
kerbside waste).  

 
Council does not currently include emissions generated in the provision of goods and 
services (such as the construction of infrastructure). These ‘third party’ emissions could be 
included, however, many providers of materials and services do not have relevant data,  and 
the additional Council resources required to obtain required data would be significant. In 
addition, as local governments purchase a diverse range of goods and services, there would 
need to be engagement with numerous providers to calculate these emissions. In summary, 
this is not a simple or inexpensive task.  
 
Reducing Council’s greenhouse gas emissions through the use of low emitting materials in 
our works program is important. However, in a resource limited scenario, Council will 
currently make a bigger impact by focussing on reducing emissions from the largest emission 
sources, predominantly waste. This will be done by targeting initiatives and incentives to 
reduce waste and diversion of material into landfill. In the absence of any waste reduction 
and in response to a growing population, Council emissions are projected to reach 7300 
tonnes CO2 by 2035. 
 
Climate action at Council occurs across the organisation and comes in many forms. Council 
is committed to work on mitigating greenhouse gas emissions, but just as importantly, if not 
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more so for local government, is adaptation. As an organisation, Council needs to work 
towards building climate-resilient communities and assets, to manage risks and reduce our 
vulnerability, as well as be ready to harness potential opportunities. 
 

2. Whilst this proposal has merit, Council does not currently have the resources required to 
calculate the carbon emissions from developments. The expertise required to deliver this 
service would be external to Council and therefore would be delivered as a fee for service. 
In addition, the time to consider the likely emissions from a proposed development would be 
in the design stage, which most often occurs well before a development is submitted to 
Council as Planning Authority. Council could work with industry to provide educational 
material to developers on low emission materials and practices. There are some 
requirements in the current planning and building regulations that do require energy efficiency 
standards which act to reduce future emissions from the home from heating and cooling.    

 

3. Under the current Interim Planning Scheme, and the incoming Tasmanian Planning Scheme, 

instruments of the State Government, there are no provisions to consider carbon emissions 
as part of a planning application assessment.  Environmental sustainability through design 
and materials are considered through the planning process in other jurisdictions in other 
States of Australia.   

Liz Quinn, Manager Environmental Services 

11 QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE FROM COUNCILLORS 

 

12 QUESTIONS ON NOTICE FROM COUNCILLORS 

At the time the Agenda was compiled there were no Questions on Notice from Councillors.  

13 PETITIONS STILL BEING ACTIONED  

There are no petitions still being actioned. 

14 PETITIONS RECEIVED IN LAST PERIOD 

At the time the Agenda was compiled no Petitions had been received.  
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15 OFFICERS REPORTS TO COUNCIL 

15.1 DECISION TO CORRESPOND WITH OWNERS AND OCCUPIERS OF LAND WITHIN 
KINGBOROUGH ABOUT THE PUBLIC EXHIBITION PROCESS FOR THE MOVE FROM 
THE KINGBOROUGH INTERIM PLANNING SCHEME 2015 TO THE TASMANIAN 
PLANNING SCHEME 

File Number:  17.228 

Author:  Tasha Tyler-Moore, Manager Development Services 

Authoriser: Dr Samantha Fox, Director Environment, Development & Community 
Services  

Strategic Plan Reference 

Key Priority Area: 3    Sustaining the natural environment whilst facilitating development for 
our future.  

Strategic Outcome: 3.4  Best practice land use planning systems are in place to manage the 
current and future impacts of development.  

 

1. PURPOSE 

1.1 The purpose of the report is to seek a Council decision as to whether to correspond 
directly with landowners and occupiers within Kingborough notifying them of the statutory 
exhibition period of the draft Kingborough Local Provisions Schedule (LPS), as part of 
the introduction of the Tasmanian Planning Scheme.   

The provision of individual correspondence would be outside the statutory requirements 
of the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (LUPAA). 

2. BACKGROUND 

2.1 In 2015, the Tasmanian Parliament enacted amendments to LUPAA that provide for a 
single planning scheme for Tasmania, known as the Tasmanian Planning Scheme. 
Currently, Kingborough is operating under the Kingborough Interim Planning Scheme 
2015.  As part of the transition, each Council must prepare its own LPS and submit it to 
the Tasmanian Planning Commission (TPC) for assessment and approval.  

The process includes a statutory public exhibition period after the TPC has completed 
their assessment of the draft LPS.   

2.2 The Tasmanian Planning Scheme consists of two parts:  

2.2.1 State Planning Provisions (SPPs) include the standard provisions (the ‘rules’) that 
apply to all Tasmanian municipalities (this part was finalised in 2017); and  

2.2.2 For each municipal area, an LPS that sets out the application of zones and codes 
(including the mapping).  The LPS may also include provisions that are unique to 
the local government area (i.e Local Area objectives, Specific Area Plans, Site-
Specific Qualifications etc).  
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3. STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS 

3.1 The requirements for LPS public exhibition are set out in section 35C of LUPAA.  The 
Act specifies that exhibition must commence after direction is given by the TPC and it 
must include the following:  

• A 60-day timeframe for public exhibition and receiving representations;  

• The exhibition notice must be published twice in a newspaper circulating 
generally in Tasmania (e.g. The Mercury);  

• The TPC will identify which state service agencies, state authorities and adjacent 
planning authorities are to be notified;  

• The exhibition documents must be made available during the exhibition period at 
the offices of the planning authority and the TPC; and 

• The exhibition documents must be made available for downloading by the public, 
during the exhibition period, at an electronic address specified in the exhibition 
notice.   

4. DISCUSSION 

4.1 Over recent months, members of the public and Councillors have questioned whether 
there will be correspondence to landowners and occupiers during the exhibition period.   

4.2 Prior to those discussions taking place, it had been committed that there would be 
additional steps taken in addition to the statutory requirements outlined in 3.1 (above) to 
ensure that as many people as possible are aware of the public exhibition of 
Kingborough’s LPS.  The decision for each measure outlined below considered the 
effectiveness, reach and value to the community, whilst regarding resources and costs.   

• Additional media advertising and press releases in the Kingborough Chronicle, 
Bruny News, on Council’s website and social media. 

• Dedicated Council webpage(s), providing:  

o explanatory information in addition to the exhibited documents; 

o an interactive mapping tool, explanatory notes and access to any other LPS 

supporting material; 

o the ability to make an online formal representation or to print and complete a 

representation using a proforma. 

• Hosting local drop-in sessions or public information sessions at various locations 
throughout the municipality: 

o These locations are yet to be confirmed and will be determined in 

consultation with Councillors.    

o Drop-in sessions will be advertised in The Mercury, Kingborough Chronicle, 

Bruny News, The Kingston Classifieds, Council’s website and social 
media.  Councillors will also be made aware of such sessions so they can 

also promote them as representatives of their community.    
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• Staff will be available for one-on-one consultations through appointments or as part 
of routine Duty Planner enquiries prior to and throughout the public exhibition 

period.  Staff will be able to: 

o provide advice about the whole process, including the origin of the LPS, 

timing and why the change is occurring; 

o assist people to navigate the information provided by Council and/or the 

State Government; 

o determine what the relevant zoning and code details are for individual 

properties and what the changes mean for them or the properties that adjoin 
theirs; and 

o advise how to make a representation and provide an explanation of the 

process after making a representation.   

4.3 Given the cost and work associated with suggested correspondence to all landowners 
and occupiers as outlined in point 4.1 above, which would be in addition to the already 
committed communications in 4.2, it is appropriate that Council (not the Planning 
Authority) make a considered decision about whether to proceed with that or not. 

4.4 Factors to consider include costs and risks, as well as:  

4.4.1 Who the correspondence is addressed to:  There is no statutory requirement to 
write to all landowners and/or occupiers regarding the LPS. The statutory 
requirement for ordinary Development Applications is that correspondence must 
be sent to all adjoining owners and occupiers.  If Council is of a mind to write to 
landowners about the LPS, it is recommended that it should notify both 
landowners and occupiers, as changes to the planning scheme may affect both, 
and the representation process is not limited to landowners only.   

4.4.2 Timing of correspondence:  To reduce costs, it has been suggested that 
correspondence about the LPS is included with the Council-issued rates notices.  
However: 

• The timing may not be suitable. Rates notices are issued in late June (with 
supplementary information required two weeks beforehand). Council will be 
provided 21 days from the time of direction by the TPC to commence public 
exhibition. Ideally, correspondence would be issued at the start of the public 
exhibition period, to minimise the risk of people lodging representations 
outside of the exhibition period (which would be invalid).   

• Occupiers would not be notified.  

• Properties that do not receive rates notices, such as some schools, 
churches, residential aged care facilities and government departments 
would not be notified. 

4.4.3 Content of the correspondence:  The correspondence would contain notification 
of the statutory public exhibition period; provide a brief overview of what the 
exhibition period is for; the process for making representations and how additional 
information can be obtained.  It would refer to information available on the website 
or at the Council Offices and notify of public drop-in and information session dates 
and times.  The correspondence would not include site specific information or 
copies of the LPS, as this would be too onerous to prepare and costly to create 
and send (the current postage quote is for three pages only).  There would also 
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be a significant risk of errors in the data as it is merged into correspondence, 
creating further confusion (see section 7.2.2).  

4.5 Considering constraints on the content of correspondence and given correspondence 
will likely include information that will be readily available through other mechanisms 
(described in sections 3.1 and 4.2 of this report), it may only benefit those that don’t have 
access to standard media and communication channels.  

5. FINANCE 

5.1 A quote was obtained in March 2023 to mail a three-page letter to 25,000 recipients, at 
approximately $37,000.  This expense is not included in Council’s 2022/2023 budget.   

Note: There are approximately 19,000 rateable properties; with around a third requiring 
more than one notice because the owner is not the occupier or there are multiple owners.   

6. COMMUNICATION AND CONSULTATION 

6.1 The decision from this report should be communicated to the general public via Council 
website.   

7. RISK 

7.1 There is no risk in terms of meeting statutory requirements arising from this decision. 
That is, if letters are not sent to all owners and occupiers at the commencement of the 
public exhibition period, Council will still meet the statutory requirements of the public 
exhibition process.   

7.2 There are a number of risks associated with the additional measure of correspondence 
being sent to all owners and occupiers within the municipality, as outlined below:   

7.2.1 Public expectations:  Public expectations about consultation vary widely.  Some 
people have an expectation that Council will provide all details relevant to their 
property about the changes to the Planning Scheme within a letter and will not be 
satisfied that correspondence will direct them to Council’s website or other 
resources to obtain that detail.  This may result in criticism that the 
correspondence is a poor use of resources.  

7.2.2 Data error:  If the decision was to undertake the mailout, but rather than providing 
generic information as proposed (in section 8.2), to instead provide personalised 
letters for each physical property, outlining the existing zone and proposed new 
zone, there is significant risk of error. This risk of error arises because zoning 
information is applied to land, and does not directly ‘snap’ on to the cadastral 
map, meaning there will be instances of properties with slivers of the adjoining 
zone.  Preliminary work suggests there are 8,886 instances of properties being 
affected by this issue. To prevent inaccurate information because of slivers, each 
of those instances would need to be manually checked to clarify whether the split 
was unintentional and only caused by cadastral issues.  That checking would be 

a significant body of work (in excess of a week) and would need to be undertaken 
by Planning staff.  

 This issue would also arise if information is provided in letters about the overlay 
codes for individual properties. Changes to overlay codes can often have more 
implications for individual properties, than zoning changes.   
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Council’s limited Planning resources would be better engaged in active review of 
LPS content and responding to enquiries than preparing correspondence relating 
to individual property changes.  

Any sliver errors described above will be resolved in the final stages of developing 
the LPS and prior to approval by the TPC. This work would be best completed after 
hearings and final changes to the LPS to prevent it needing to be completed twice.  

7.2.3 Impact on resourcing: Corresponding with all landowners and occupiers at one 
time is likely to create an enormous number of enquiries, which will place significant 
burden on Council staff to respond in a timely manner.  The other methods of 
notification outlined in sections 3.1 and 4.2 of this report are likely to reach people 
at different times (but still within the early stages of the 60-day notification period), 
making enquiries easier to manage.  This may result in public dissatisfaction that 
responses are not timely or not enough time is spent with each individual.  It will 
also have a significant impact on staff, their ability to provide the service preferred 
and will delay work on the LPS that will arise during the public exhibition period.   

8. CONCLUSION 

8.1 In determining whether correspondence about exhibition of the LPS should be sent to all 
landowners and occupiers within the municipality, consideration needs to be given to the 
potential costs and benefits. The correspondence is expected to cost around $37,000, 
create a burden on staff and may not provide additional information above that which 
can be obtained through traditional, social and digital media, and information and drop-
in sessions. In addition, it is not a statutory requirement.  

8.2 Should Council resolve to send individual letters to all owners and occupiers to inform 
them of the public exhibition period, risks outlined in this report should be minimised by 
adopting the following:  

8.2.1 The correspondence will be prepared by Council officers. 

8.2.2 Names and addresses of owners and identification of properties that are not 
owner occupied (requiring additional letters to occupiers) will be prepared by 
Council officers. 

8.2.3 Generating and posting correspondence will be undertaken by an agency, at a 
cost. 

8.2.4 Correspondence will be posted at the start of the public exhibition period. 

8.3 The proposal to send of correspondence to all land owners and occupiers, in addition to 
the statutory requirements and the other communication commitments, is high cost and 
will have limited reach beyond what will be achieved through the methods proposed.   
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9. RECOMMENDATION 

That Council resolve to notify the public about commencement of the statutory public exhibition 
period of the draft LPS by implementing the communication plan outlined in sections 3.1 and 
4.2 of this report. 

ATTACHMENTS 

Nil 
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15.2 MINISTER'S PROPOSAL TO MAKE AMENDMENTS TO THE SOUTHERN TASMANIA 
REGIONAL LAND USE STRATEGY 

File Number: 17.266 

Author: Adriaan Stander, Strategic Planner 

Authoriser: Tasha Tyler-Moore, Manager Development Services  

  
Strategic Plan Reference 

Key Priority Area: 3    Sustaining the natural environment whilst facilitating development for 
our future.  

Strategic Outcome: 3.4  Best practice land use planning systems are in place to manage the 
current and future impacts of development. 

1. PURPOSE 

1.1 Council has received a proposal from the Minister for Planning to amend the Southern 
Tasmanian Regional Land Use Strategy  or commonly referred to as STRLUS. The 
Ministers’ proposal is provided in Attachment 1 and includes a Discussion Paper outlining 
the reasoning for the proposed changes. 

1.2 The proposal seeks to: 

(a) Make changes to the Urban Growth Boundary (Map 10 in the strategy) to fix 
anomalies; and 

(b) Revise Policy Direction SRD 2.12 (on page A-27). 

1.3 The purpose of this report is to seek Council’s input on a response to the Minister’s 
proposal. 

2. DISCUSSION 

2.1 The strategic directions, policies and actions contained within the STRLUS aim to deliver 
sustainable settlements that are integrated across the region. The strategy represents 
the agreed and approved strategic directions for the ‘entire’ southern region and provides 
certainty to the broader community, infrastructure providers and governments for 
medium and long-term investment decisions.  

2.2 Despite the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (LUPAA) specifying that the 
Minister must keep all regional land use strategies under regular and periodic review, a 
thorough review of the STRLUS has not been undertaken since implementation in 2011.  

2.3 Councils across the State are experiencing increasing development pressure and since 
the implementation of the STRLUS there have been significant changing trends in 
population, housing, transportation and traffic management, infrastructure and other 
planning issues within the southern region of Tasmania. The lack of available housing 
(and particularly affordable housing) exacerbates the need for an urgent review of the 
STRLUS.  

2.4 The Government’s Planning Reform website indicates that a review of the regional land 
use strategies is anticipated to be completed in 2024. 

https://planningreform.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/667523/Southern-Tasmania-Regional-Land-Use-Strategy-2010-2035,-July-2022.pdf
https://planningreform.tas.gov.au/planning-reforms-and-reviews
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2.5 There is currently work underway that will inform the anticipated review of STRLUS. A 
key component of this work is expected to include a long-term Settlement Strategy for 
the Southern Tasmania, backed up by analysis to guide planned sequenced growth in 
potential growth areas, and areas for urban renewal and densification over coming years.   

2.6 The work already completed as part of the 30-Year Greater Hobart Plan will also inform 
the review of STRLUS. The 30-year plan indicates that the total available land supply 
within the current Greater Hobart UGB could potentially cater for over 34,000 additional 
dwellings, which is more than the anticipated demand of 30,000 dwellings by 2050. 
However, the plan also states that it will be important to ensure that existing land supply 
is used efficiently and to encourage infill development and employment and business 
growth close to the main activity centres and along main transit corridors. Changes to 
the UGB may be based on evidence of need and the application of technical planning 
analysis.  

2.7 It should be noted that the 30-year Greater Hobart Plan only covers the metropolitan 
areas of the Greater Hobart Area (i.e. it excludes Brighton, Sorell and Margate) however, 
it does pre-empt potential growth in those locations. For Kingborough, the plan identifies 
primarily infill in and around the Kingston CBD, greenfield development at Huntingfield, 
and a mix of infill and greenfield in already identified future growth areas at Margate and 
Snug. 

Purpose of Urban Growth Boundaries 

2.8 The UGB as contained in STRLUS is an important tool to ensure efficient growth.  

2.9 The purpose of the UGB is to direct urban growth to areas best able to be supplied with 
appropriate infrastructure and services and protect other valuable peri-urban and 
environmentally valuable land from urban development pressures (i.e. controlling 
sprawl).  

2.10 Its consequence is to promote rational and efficient urban planning, in terms of 
infrastructure, controlling traffic congestion, equitable access to community services and 
facilities, shops, employment and schools. 

2.11 Even though there is sufficient residentially zoned land inside the UGB of Greater Hobart 
to meet the future demand, activating this land will be the challenge. The focus, of both 
STRLUS and the 30-Greater Hobart Plan is to facilitate more infill development within 
suitable areas within the UGB, close to or within activity hubs and along key public 
transport corridors. Increasing the amount of infill development within the UGB will result 
in the delivery of more dwellings closer to where people work and access local services. 
Such urban consolidation can be the primary way that Greater Hobart can meet the 
demand for more housing, while also supporting the local economy. This is the most 
efficient and cost-effective option, provided local character is retained through sensitive 
design and well sited development. The public benefits of infill development and higher 
residential densities, together with a compact urban form, outweigh the alternative of 
continuous outward urban sprawl. 

Standard process to amend STRLUS 

2.12 Amendments to a regional land use strategy may be initiated by the Minister for Planning 
declaring an amended strategy.  

2.13 Even though there is no formal statutory process for individuals or planning authorities 
to apply to amend the STRLUS, the State Planning Office (previously Department of 
Justice, Planning Policy Unit) has released an information sheet ‘RLUS1 – Reviewing 
and Amending The Regional Land Use Strategies’. While non-statutory, the information 

https://www.greaterhobart.tas.gov.au/30-year_greater_hobart_plan
https://www.planningreform.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/456961/Information-Sheet-RLUS-1-Reviewing-and-amending-the-Regional-Land-Use-....pdf
https://www.planningreform.tas.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/456961/Information-Sheet-RLUS-1-Reviewing-and-amending-the-Regional-Land-Use-....pdf
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sheet provides information on when and under what circumstances the regional land use 
strategies may be reviewed and amended. It also sets out the requirements and process 
for reviewing and considering amendments. In short, any request to modify the UGB 
contained in the STRLUS, must provide a holistic overview and analysis of current 
residential land supply and demand for the region in its entirety.  

2.14 In addition to the standard application requirements for amendments to a regional land 
use strategy, input from all Councils within the region must be sought. The consultation 
process currently involves seeking support from all relevant Councils before the proposal 
is presented to the Minister for Planning. It is also strongly recommended that 
consultation with relevant State Service agencies, State authorities and other 
infrastructure providers be undertaken before making a request for an amendment to 
ensure that any significant issues are avoided when the Minister for Planning consults 
as part of considering the merits of the amendment request.  

2.15 Once the Minister for Planning has considered the proposal against the requirements of 
the RLUS1-guidelines, Councils are offered another opportunity to provide comment.  

2.16 The standard process for Council’s or individuals to amend the STRLUS is summarised 
in the diagram below.  

 

2.17 Regardless the above process to amend the UGB, there is often not enough information 
available for a Council or the Minister to consider the impact of a proposed amendment 
to the UGB on the broader southern region. The reason for this is simply because the 
information required by the RLUS1-guideline is not available. As mentioned before, there 
is currently work underway that would assist in dealing with these requests in future. 

Minster for Planning’s proposal to amend STRLUS 

2.18 The proposal involves both a change to the mapped boundary of the UGB to fix 
anomalies, and a text amendment to STRLUS policy SRD 2.12, which relates to the 
consideration of urban zoning for land adjacent to, but beyond the boundary of the UGB. 

Part 1 of the Proposal - Fixing anomalies of the UGB 

 

2.19 The first component of the Minister’s proposed involves mapped changes to the UGB to 
address the anomalies and errors identified for Kingborough, Glenorchy and Clarence 
by the 30-year Greater Hobart Plan preparation process. The proposal also includes 
parcels of land at Brighton and Sorell that have been identified through a separate 
process, due to those municipalities being excluded from the 20-year Greater Hobart 
Plan.  

2.20 For Kingborough, there is an anomaly identified at Spring Farm Estate. The land at 
Spring Farm Estate is already developed and the UGB should be fixed (please refer to 
image below). 
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2.21 From a strategic point of view, the proposal to fix genuine anomalies is supported, 
however some of the sites identified in the proposal go beyond to what one would 
reasonably describe as anomalies, and they should be considered under the standard 
process to amend the UGB or as part of SRD 2.12 (refer to discussion below) which 
provides broader strategic consideration. It is felt that the tidy up of the anomalies should 
only deal with those situations where the urban UGB do not align with the underlying 
zoning or established urban use of land.   

Part 2 of the proposal - Amendment to STRLUS policy SRD 2.12 

2.22 STRLUS policy SRD 12.2 currently allows parcels of land beyond, but adjacent to the 
UGB to be considered for urban rezoning, where they are not in excess of an area of 
2ha, and where they meet the remaining criteria specified in SRD 2.12. As with all 
planning scheme amendments, rezoning proposals under SRD 2.12 must also be 
considered in the broader context of the STRLUS policies, along with other 
considerations such as the State Policies and the objectives of Schedule 1 of the LUPAA. 

2.23 The Minister’s proposal is to expand the criteria under SRD 2.12 is welcomed as it will 
allow more flexibly to the Tasmanian Planning Commission to consider rezoning 
applications on the fringes of the UGB. The proposed changes are as follows: 
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2.24 The proposed change to SRD 2.12 is considered a move in the right direction and will 
provide an interim solution to assist with housing shortage whilst a review of STRLUS is 
underway.  

2.25 However, from a strategic point of view, it is felt that SRD 2.12 should also have regard 
to housing supply and demand (even if just at a local level) to ensure that changes to the 
UGB are based on evidence of need to guide planned sequenced growth. Preliminary 
demand and supply data that is currently being collated in anticipation of the STRLUS 
review and will assist Councils in making more informed decisions about the UGB. Such 
deliberate and proactive action is necessary to provide housing, but in a manner that will 
ensure that urban areas are shaped in a way that is expected and desired. 

2.26 In Kingborough the above amendment to SRD 2.12 could potentially provide a way 
forward to rezone land that has been previously identified for future growth by the 
Kingborough Land Use Strategy 2019 (i.e. Margate and Snug) without the need to go 
through the formal process to amend the UGB. Margate and Snug are identified in the 
Kingborough Land Use Strategy 2019 as future growth areas, and the intent is growth to 
occur in a manner that will make those two localities more sustainable. 

3. FINANCE 

3.1 There are no financial implications associated with this report and recommendation. 
  

https://www.kingborough.tas.gov.au/wp-content/uploads/2023/03/Kingborough-Land-Use-Strategy-May-2019.pdf
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4. ENVIRONMENT 

4.1 There are no environmental implications associated with this report and 
recommendation. 

5. COMMUNICATION AND CONSULTATION 

5.1 The Minister for Planning approached Councils directly for comment on the proposed 
amendment. There is no public consultation required for changes to the STRLUS, 
however if the amendment provides an opportunity for land to be rezoned in future, the 
process provided by LUPAA will include the standard exhibition process and opportunity 
for people to comment on those changes. 

5.2 The decision of this report will be communicated by way of letter directly to the Minister 
of Planning.   

6. RISK 

6.1 There are no risks associated with this report and the recommendation. 

7. CONCLUSION/SUMMARY 

7.1 The UGB continues to ensure that urban growth is directed to areas that are best able 
to be supplied with appropriate infrastructure and services. It will also continue to protect 
other valuable peri-urban and environmentally valuable land from urban development 
pressures. The public benefits of infill development and higher residential densities within 
the UGB outweighs the alternative of continuous outward urban sprawl. 

7.2 There is currently work underway that will inform the anticipated review of STRLUS. A 
key component of this work is expected to include a long-term Settlement Strategy for 
the Southern Tasmania, backed up by demand and supply analysis to guide planned 
sequenced growth in potential growth areas, and areas for urban renewal and 
densification over coming years.   

7.3 The Minister’s proposal to address anomalies and changes to the STRLUS policy is 
welcomed as it will fix errors with the UGB mapping, but also provide a more flexible 
approach for the Tasmanian Planning Commission to consider rezoning on the fringes 
of the UGB.  

7.4 The part of the proposal that aims to fix anomalies is supported in principle, however it 
is noted that there are sites identified that go beyond to what one would reasonably 
describe as anomalies. It is felt that the tidy up of the anomalies should only deal with 
those situations where the urban UGB do not align with the underlying zoning or 
established urban use of land. 

7.5 The proposed changes to policy direction SRD 2.12 are considered appropriate and will 
provide a much-needed interim arrangement to assist with housing shortages without 
jeopardising the integrity of the UGB. From a strategic point of view, it is felt that SRD 
2.12 should also have regard to supply and demand (even if just at a local level) to ensure 
any changes to the UGB are based on evidence of need to guide planned sequenced 
growth. 
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 8. RECOMMENDATION 

That Council: 

a) Note the Minister for Planning’s proposal to change the mapped boundary of the UGB, 
and a text amendment to policy SRD 2.12 of STRLUS, which relates to the consideration 
of urban zoning for land adjacent to, but beyond the boundary of the UGB.  

b) Support in principle the part of the proposal that aims to fix genuine anomalies in the 
UGB (including the area identified at Spring Farm Estate) and: 

i. recommend that the tidy up of the anomalies should only deal with those situations 
where the urban UGB do not align with the underlying zoning or established urban 
use of land. 

ii. recommend that the parcels of land that go beyond genuine anomalies, be 
considered under the standard process to amend the UGB or as part SRD 2.12 
which provides broader strategic consideration. 

c) Support the proposed changes to SRD 2.12, but that the Minister be requested to 
consider including an additional criterion under (b) to ensure that any changes to the 
UGB through SRD 2.12 also have regard to housing land and supply data at a local level. 
This will ensure that the integrity of the UGB is maintained and that considerations under 
SRD 2.12 are based on evidence of need to guide planned sequenced growth. 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Minister's Request to Amend the Southern Tasmania Regional Land Use Strategy    
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15.3 ADDRESSING COUNCILLOR MISCONDUCT AND MERIT BASED RECRUITMENT IN 
COUNCILS 

File Number: 12.238 

Author: Gary Arnold, General Manager 

 
Strategic Plan Reference 

Key Priority Area: 1    Encourage and support a safe, healthy and connected community. 

Strategic Outcome: 1.1  A Council that engages with and enables its community.  

 

1. PURPOSE 

1.1 The purpose of this report is to enable Council to consider two discussion papers 
released by The Office of Local Government, Addressing councillor misconduct and 
Merit-based recruitment in councils.  

2. BACKGROUND 

2.1 The Office of Local Government has released two discussion papers regarding councillor 
misconduct and merit-based recruitment in councils and is seeking feedback from the 
local community, stakeholders, councils, council staff and elected representatives. 

2.2 The Addressing councillor misconduct discussion paper proposes two pathways that 
would allow for stronger sanctions, including dismissal, to be imposed where the nature 
of a sitting councillor’s misconduct warrants such actions. 

2.3 The Merit –based recruitment in councils discussion paper proposes legislative and 
regulatory amendments to clarify and improve standards for the recruitment of general 
managers and council staff.  

3. STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS 

3.1 The Local Government Act 1993 (the Act) is the principal legislation governing the roles 
and responsibilities of councillors. 

4. DISCUSSION 

Addressing councillor misconduct 

4.1 The democratically elected councillors of each council make important decisions at the 
local level and give voice to the aspirations and needs of the communities they represent. 

4.2 Individuals who hold public office at all levels of government should be held to high 
standards in terms of behaviour and accountability. Councillors are responsible for 
performing an important leadership role within their local communities and, therefore, 
have a responsibility to act in a way that reflects community expectations. 

4.3 Our elected representatives generally conduct themselves with professionalism, 
integrity, and dedication to their community. However, in the last term of local 
government in Tasmania, we saw a small number of instances in which behaviour and 
conduct fell well short of these aspirations. 
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4.4 Conduct matters in Tasmania are primarily dealt with through the local government Code 
of Conduct Framework, which is established under the Local Government Act 1993. 
However, the existing framework has very few direct mechanisms or escalation options 
for addressing instances where the misconduct of a councillor is of such a serious nature 
that it calls into question their suitability for public office. 

4.5 Two models for discussion are presented in the Addressing councillor misconduct 
discussion paper. These are not mutually exclusive, and the preferred outcome may be 
to legislate both pathways, which would be applicable to separate contexts. 

4.6 The options considered in this paper are: 

1.  Amendment to the Board of Inquiry provisions of the Local Government Act 1993, 
to enable a Board to be established to investigate misconduct of individual 
councillors; 

2.  Empowering the Director of Local Government to seek dismissal or extended 
suspension of a councillor under the Model Code of Conduct by application to the 
Code of Conduct Panel or, possibly in future, the Tasmanian Civil and Administrative 
Tribunal (TASCAT). 

4.7 The first option would enable the Minister for Local Government to establish a Board of 
Inquiry into one or multiple councillors, noting at present a Board of Inquiry may only be 
established in respect of a council collectively. 

4.8 The second option is to enable the Code of Conduct Panel, or the Tasmanian Civil and 
Administrative Tribunal, to impose more serious sanctions including suspensions of up 
to six months or dismissal, but only where the Director of Local Government is the 
complainant. 

 Merit-based recruitment 

4.9 This paper responds directly to reform recommendations contained in Report of the 
Auditor-General No. 2 of 2021-22: Council general manager recruitment, appointment 
and performance assessment and the Integrity Commission’s 2023 CEO Report of the 
Investigation: Investigation Smithies: Systemic Issues. 

4.10 This discussion paper proposes that a merit principle be reinstated in the Local 
Government Act. This will require the elected council and general managers, in their 
respective capacities, to ensure councils undertake recruitment in accordance with the 
merit principle. 

4.11 The 2023 Integrity Commission CEO report titled ‘Investigation Smithies: Systemic 
Issues’ recommends that the Minister for Local Government implement a requirement in 
the Act for employees to be recruited on merit. The Report describes systemic issues at 
one Tasmanian council stemming from a lack of proper recruitment policy and procedure.  

4.12 The paper proposes to reinstate a requirement that council employees be appointed and 
promoted according to merit in the Local Government Act, which had been a requirement 
until 2005. 

4.13 The Report of the Auditor-General into Council General Manager Recruitment, 
Appointment and Performance Assessment (the Report), released October 2021, 
recommended that the Minister for Local Government “develop and issue mandatory 
requirements and supplementary guidance on recruitment, appointment and 
performance assessment processes that are consistent with contemporary HR practice.” 
The Report considered six council general manager recruitment processes (and six 
council performance assessment processes) and provided a separate assurance report 



 

  Page 47 

considering the contemporaneous Huon Valley Council general manager recruitment 
process. 

4.14 Government intends to put in place a ministerial order under section 61A of the Act 
providing standards for general manager recruitment and performance assessment. 

4.15 The discussion paper further proposes that the Act be amended to require that vacancies 
in the position of general manager be advertised and applications be sought from the 
community, and more widely. 

4.16 General managers will be required to be appointed according to merit. 

4.17 This responds to the recommendation contained in the Report of the Auditor-General 
that mandatory requirements be put in place. 

4.18 The proposals contained in each discussion paper, as outlined above, are considered 
appropriate for the reasons elaborated on in each paper. 

5. FINANCE 

5.1 There are no financial implications arising from this report. 

6. ENVIRONMENT 

6.1 There are no environmental considerations arising from this report. 

7. COMMUNICATION AND CONSULTATION 

7.1 The Government is seeking feedback from the local community, stakeholders, councils, 
council staff and elected representatives. 

8. RISK 

8.1 The Office of Local Government has addressed perceived or actual risk in each 
discussion paper. 

9. CONCLUSION 

9.1 The proposals to provide enabling mechanisms to consider the serious misconduct of a 
single councillor as outlined in the Addressing councillor misconduct discussion paper is 
arguably the most contentious issue. 

9.2 As the discussion paper clearly articulates “different thresholds and mechanisms are 
adopted in other Australian jurisdictions to deal with serious councillor misconduct. 
Despite this inconsistency, it is nonetheless clear that Tasmania has fewer mechanisms 
for the suspension or removal of a councillor from office compared to all other 
jurisdictions.” 

9.3 The proposals presented in the discussion paper appear to appropriately balance the 
role of local government as an independent, and democratically constituted, tier of 
government, with the need for intervention in limited circumstances to preserve the public 
interest. 

9.4 It is suggested that the proposals outlined in each discussion paper will further support 
public confidence and trust in local government.       

10. RECOMMENDATION 
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That Council resolve to provide a submission to the Office of Local Government indicating 
support for the proposals outlined in each discussion paper. 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Discussion Paper:  Addressing Councillor Misconduct   
2. Discussion Paper:  Merit-based Recruitment in Councils    
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15.4 MT ROYAL RESERVE 

File Number: 23.593 

Author:  Roy Langman, Urban Designer 

Authoriser:  Scott Basham, Manager Legal & Property  

  
Strategic Plan Reference 

Key Priority Area: 1    Encourage and support a safe, healthy and connected community. 

Strategic Outcome: 1.5  An active and healthy community, with vibrant, clean local areas that 
provide social, recreational and economic opportunities.  

1. PURPOSE 

1.1 The purpose of this report is to consider an allocation of funds towards the upgrade of 
Mt Royal Park. 

2. BACKGROUND 

2.1 At its meeting of 6 February 2023, Council resolved to defer a recommendation to 
reallocate funding from Donohoe Gardens Park to Mt Royal Park pending the provision 
of further details in regard to the cost of the upgrade. 

3. STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS 

3.1 There are no statutory requirements associated with this item. 

4. DISCUSSION 

4.1 As previously reported to Council, community engagement undertaken in regard to the 
proposed upgrade of the park space at Donohoe Gardens indicted little support for the 
project and a preference for the allocation of funding to a park space with a higher 
community demand. 

4.2 Mt Royal Park has been identified as a park that meets this criterion, with high visitation 
rates and a demonstrated community desire to see the space upgraded. 

4.3 Council’s Urban Design Officer has prepared costings for the design elements proposed 
for Mt Royal Park and it is recommended that funding for an amount of $179,000 be 
provided for this project. 

4.4 Proposed improvements to the park include plantings for shade and amenity, along with 
the construction of pathways to improve accessibility and connectivity to other local 
pedestrian linkages in the area. 

4.5 The balance of funds from the sale of 41 Hiern Road can be placed in the Open Space 
account, whereupon expenditure can be considered in the light of the municipal context 
of priorities. 

5. FINANCE 

5.1 The net proceeds of the sale of 41 Hiern Road total $350,000 of which $179,000 is 
recommended for expenditure at Mt Royal Park. 

6. ENVIRONMENT 

6.1 The proposal to upgrade Mt Royal Park is intended to improve the urban environment, 
with plantings to enhance natural values. 

7. COMMUNICATION AND CONSULTATION 
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7.1 Community engagement was undertaken in 2021 in regard to the upgrade of Mt Royal 
Park (see Attachment 1).  

7.2 This has subsequently been followed by correspondence from the Friends of My Royal 
Park presenting the case for funding for this space (see Attachment 2).  

8. RISK 

8.1 A community demand for upgrade to Mt Royal Park has been established. There is a 
risk that not proceeding with the funding of Mt Royal Park will meet with adverse local 
community reaction. 

9. CONCLUSION 

9.1 Community engagement undertaken in relation to the proposed upgrade to Mt Royal 
Park has indicated a high level of demand and willing community participation. 

9.2 It is recommended that Council reallocate $179,000 towards the upgrade of this park, 
utilising funding previously earmarked for the upgrade of the Donohoe Gardens Park. 

10. RECOMMENDATION 

That Council allocates $179,000 towards the upgrade of Mt Royal Park from the proceeds of 
sale of 41 Hiern Road, with the balance funds being placed in the Public Open Space account. 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Mt Royal Park Engagement Results   
2. Friends of Mt Royal Park Correspondence    
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Attention: Kingborough Councillors  
Concerning: redirection of park funds to Mount Royal Park 
 
The Friends of Mount Royal Park, TFMRP are excited to be considered for funds being redirected 
from Donohoe Gardens. 
In considering our eligibility for all or part funds, Friends of Mount Royal Park, TFMRP would like 
Councillors to be aware of the level of community consultation, commitment to and involvement 
in, our park.  
 
As you may be aware Mount Royal Park was formerly known as Kingston Heights Park. The name 
change was instigated in by TFMRP and Krissie Archer the Council’s Urban Planner at the time. 
Mount Royal Park is an urban park land, it is the heart of our community, surrounded by the 
residents of Nicholas Drive, Jerrim Place and Christophers Way, catering for over 180 residents of 
Kingston Heights.  
Our park commands wonderful panoramic views of the bay and the mountain. It is also much 
more than a playground. 
 
Historically our park was the site for the original Mount Royal Hotel built in the early 1900’s 
TFMRP were responsible for installing an interpretation panel and a foundation stone from the 
original hotel to signify the important role our park plays in the history of the development of 
Kingston Beach. 
  
Our park has been and continues to be a very important neighbourhood gathering place and 
recreation area for the Kingston Heights community.   
As early as 1976 the community collaborated with council to fund and install the existing 
playground.  
In 2018 our community came together at the Sailing Club to canvas community skills and to 
establish interest groups. 
Many community projects were established. These groups utilise the park in a range of ways 

• Men’s conversation group  

• Meditation and yoga classes 

• RE Fresh a monthly event where our community meet to share a passion or interest 

• Produce swaps  

• Christmas celebrations 

• Halloween, treasure hunts    

• Vigils and World Peace events 

• Cricket games   
 

TFMRP group emerged as the driving group, coming together to apply for funding grants, to 
collaborate with council, to canvas and support our local community to develop our park for all 
our residents. 
With support from council TFMRP have successfully applied for grants and carried out working 
bees to achieve the following. 

• community library in our park 

• two umbrellas and bases for shade 

• planted native trees  

• installation of another table  

• created a yarning circle 

• canvased for the dog walking signage to be moved and bins installed 
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• cul de sac morning teas 

• greening and beautification of our park corners in a collaboration with council and 
neighbouring properties 

• created a Facebook group to communicate, gatherings, events, share recipes and welcome 
new residence  

• painted native flora mural along the bottom fence 

• created signage with the new park name at each entrance point 
 
In addition, our community has come together in recent times to purchase a defibrillator and we 
are funding training programs for our local community in the use and care of our defibrillator. 
Our community has expressed an interest in the Tas Networks Community Battery project so that 
we can become more resilient and sustainable. 
 
TFMRP hope that this outline provides evidence of our local commitment to and use of Mount 
Royal Park.  
We would be most grateful to receive part of the redirected park funds to develop the two 
priorities, shade and access identified through an online survey of our local community. 
 
We have a diverse community from the elderly through to the very young. Our park has three 
access points to the park, Christophers Way, top of Nicholas Drive and the walkway at the bottom 
of Nicholas Drive. The access points become wet and muddy in the winter. Rough and uneven in 
the dryer months. They are unsafe and unsuitable for wheelchairs, walking frames, prams, and 
strollers. We would use the funds to create at least one accessible path into our park which would 
allow all our residents to access and fully utilise our park. 
 
The installation of shade is our second priority and if funds were secured, they would be used to 
Install a permanent shade/shelter provision. 
 
We are hopeful that our bid to secure some funding to act on our priorities will be successful and 
wish to thank Council in their consideration of us as a small, active, and committed community. 
 
On behalf of the Kingston Height Community  
The Friends of Mount Royal Park  
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16 NOTICES OF MOTION 

At the time the Agenda was compiled there were no Notices of Motion received.  

17 CONFIRMATION OF ITEMS TO BE DEALT WITH IN CLOSED SESSION 

RECOMMENDATION 

That in accordance with the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015 Council, 
by absolute majority, move into closed session to consider the following items: 

 

Confirmation of Minutes 

Regulation 34(6) In confirming the minutes of a meeting, debate is allowed only in respect of the accuracy 
of the minutes. 

 

Applications for Leave of Absence 

Regulation 15(2)(h) applications by councillors for a leave of absence 

 

Kingston Main Street Upgrade - Contract Variation 

Regulation 15(2)(d) contracts, and tenders, for the supply and purchase of goods and services and their 
terms, conditions, approval and renewal. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In accordance with the Kingborough Council Meetings Audio Recording Guidelines Policy, recording 
of the open session of the meeting will now cease. 

 

Open Session of Council adjourned at  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

OPEN SESSION ADJOURNS 
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OPEN SESSION RESUMES 

 

 

 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Closed Session of Council having met and dealt with its business resolves to report that it 
has determined the following: 

Item  Decision 

Confirmation of Minutes  

Applications for Leave of Absence  

 
 

CLOSURE 
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APPENDIX 
  

 

A Mayor's Activities - 2 March 2023 to 29 March 2023 

B Kingborough Waste Service Board Report February 2023  
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A MAYOR'S ACTIVITIES - 2 MARCH 2023 TO 29 MARCH 2023 

 

DATE LOCATION ITEM 

2 March 2023 Kingston Beach Met with representative of Kingston Crows Cricket Club 

re Kingston Beach oval and facilities 

3 March 2023 Civic Centre Alecia Leis, Emergency Management Review 

 Civic Centre Chaired Budget Workshop 

5 March 2023 Kingston Welcome speech at opening of Thai New Year Festival, 

Kingborough Community Hub.  

6 March 2023 Civic Centre Met with Leon Taglieri, Banjo’s re Kingston CBD upgrade 

 Civic Centre Chaired meeting of Disability Inclusion Access and 

Advisory Committee Working Group on neurodiversity 

6 March 2023 Civic Centre Chaired Council meeting  

8 March 2023 Hobart Participated in ABC panel for International Women’s Day 

 Kingston Park Small event for “opening” of stage two of Kingston Park – 

Public Open Space along with Deputy Mayor Glade-

Wright. 

 Bruny Island Presented Keep Australia Beautiful Awards to recipients 

from the Bruny Island and Kettering communities 

 Blackmans Bay Attended Kingborough and Huon Business Enterprise 

Centre’s IWD dinner along with Deputy Mayor Glade-

Wright 

10 March 2023 Launceston  Attended Tasmanian Honour Roll of Women induction 

11 March 2023 Kingston  Welcome speech at Multicultural Women’s Council of 

Tasmania IWD event at the Community Hub.  

13 March 2023 Kingston Attended a Day in the Park celebrations  

15 March 2023 Kingston Kingston Revitalisation Steering Committee meeting 

 Hobart Met with Deputy Premier and Minister for Housing along 

with Mayors Blomeley and Thomas and the General 

Manager,  re Greater Hobart Mayors State Budget bids 

 Hobart Attended Greater Hobart Committee Meeting along with 

the General Manager 

16 March 2023 Launceston Participated in LGAT Mayor’s Professional Development 

Day. 

 Launceston Dinner with Mayors and LGAT representatives 

17 March 2023 Launceston Attended LGAT General Meeting, along with the General 

Manager 

18 March 2023 Civic Centre Attended Kingborough Community Forum 
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DATE LOCATION ITEM 

20 March 2023 Civic Centre Met with Ricky and Roger Bones re naming of sporting 

ground at Gordon 

 Civic Centre Interviewed by Hobart College student, Harrison Minehan 

re Kingston CBD upgrade – as part of Media Studies 

course 

 Civic Centre Hosted Grade 3 and 4 class from St Aloysious Primary 

School, along with Deputy Mayor Glade-Wright 

 Hobart Attended Hobart Women’s Shelter housing forum at 

Government House, along with Deputy Mayor Glade-

Wright 

 Civic Centre Chaired Council meeting 

22 March 2023 Kingston Attended home funerals workshop at Kingborough 

Community Hub 

 Kingston Met with Amanda French, CEO of Dress for Success re 

promotion of event at the Hub on 1 April 2023 

 Civic Centre Met with Erin van Nieuwkuyk of Southern Employment 

and Training re stakeholder engagement 

23 March 2023 Hobart Met with Emmanuel Kalis, Kalis Property Group re 

Margate Shopping Centre development, along with the 

General Manager 

24 March 2023 Online Meeting of Councillor Learning and Development 

Governance Group 

25 March 2023 Kingston Presented medals at State Gymnastics Competition at 

the Kingborough Sports Centre 

27 March 2023 Civic Centre Hosted two classes of Grade 4 students from St Aloysius 

Primary School 

 Civic Centre Met with Kingborough Ratepayers Association 

 Civic Centre Chaired Workshop on Southern Waste Solutions and 

Capital Budget 

29 March 2023 Kingston Visit to Jireh House 

 Civic Centre Met with Michael Crosby, Head of Public Affairs, Air BnB 

 Mt Nelson Presented Award at Hobart College awards evening 
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B KINGBOROUGH WASTE SERVICE BOARD REPORT FEBRUARY 2023 

File Number: 10.134 

Author: David Reeve, Acting General Manager 
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	15.1 Decision to correspond with owners and occupiers of land within Kingborough about the public exhibition process for the move from the Kingborough Interim Planning Scheme 2015 to the Tasmanian Planning Scheme
	1. Purpose
	1.1 The purpose of the report is to seek a Council decision as to whether to correspond directly with landowners and occupiers within Kingborough notifying them of the statutory exhibition period of the draft Kingborough Local Provisions Schedule (LPS...
	The provision of individual correspondence would be outside the statutory requirements of the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (LUPAA).

	2. Background
	2.1 In 2015, the Tasmanian Parliament enacted amendments to LUPAA that provide for a single planning scheme for Tasmania, known as the Tasmanian Planning Scheme. Currently, Kingborough is operating under the Kingborough Interim Planning Scheme 2015.  ...
	The process includes a statutory public exhibition period after the TPC has completed their assessment of the draft LPS.
	2.2 The Tasmanian Planning Scheme consists of two parts:
	2.2.1 State Planning Provisions (SPPs) include the standard provisions (the ‘rules’) that apply to all Tasmanian municipalities (this part was finalised in 2017); and
	2.2.2 For each municipal area, an LPS that sets out the application of zones and codes (including the mapping).  The LPS may also include provisions that are unique to the local government area (i.e Local Area objectives, Specific Area Plans, Site-Spe...


	3. Statutory Requirements
	3.1 The requirements for LPS public exhibition are set out in section 35C of LUPAA.  The Act specifies that exhibition must commence after direction is given by the TPC and it must include the following:

	4. Discussion
	4.1 Over recent months, members of the public and Councillors have questioned whether there will be correspondence to landowners and occupiers during the exhibition period.
	4.2 Prior to those discussions taking place, it had been committed that there would be additional steps taken in addition to the statutory requirements outlined in 3.1 (above) to ensure that as many people as possible are aware of the public exhibitio...
	4.3 Given the cost and work associated with suggested correspondence to all landowners and occupiers as outlined in point 4.1 above, which would be in addition to the already committed communications in 4.2, it is appropriate that Council (not the Pla...
	4.4 Factors to consider include costs and risks, as well as:
	4.4.1 Who the correspondence is addressed to:  There is no statutory requirement to write to all landowners and/or occupiers regarding the LPS. The statutory requirement for ordinary Development Applications is that correspondence must be sent to all ...
	4.4.2 Timing of correspondence:  To reduce costs, it has been suggested that correspondence about the LPS is included with the Council-issued rates notices.  However:
	 The timing may not be suitable. Rates notices are issued in late June (with supplementary information required two weeks beforehand). Council will be provided 21 days from the time of direction by the TPC to commence public exhibition. Ideally, corr...
	 Occupiers would not be notified.
	 Properties that do not receive rates notices, such as some schools, churches, residential aged care facilities and government departments would not be notified.
	4.4.3 Content of the correspondence:  The correspondence would contain notification of the statutory public exhibition period; provide a brief overview of what the exhibition period is for; the process for making representations and how additional inf...

	4.5 Considering constraints on the content of correspondence and given correspondence will likely include information that will be readily available through other mechanisms (described in sections 3.1 and 4.2 of this report), it may only benefit those...

	5. Finance
	5.1 A quote was obtained in March 2023 to mail a three-page letter to 25,000 recipients, at approximately $37,000.  This expense is not included in Council’s 2022/2023 budget.
	Note: There are approximately 19,000 rateable properties; with around a third requiring more than one notice because the owner is not the occupier or there are multiple owners.

	6. Communication and Consultation
	6.1 The decision from this report should be communicated to the general public via Council website.

	7. Risk
	7.1 There is no risk in terms of meeting statutory requirements arising from this decision. That is, if letters are not sent to all owners and occupiers at the commencement of the public exhibition period, Council will still meet the statutory require...
	7.2 There are a number of risks associated with the additional measure of correspondence being sent to all owners and occupiers within the municipality, as outlined below:
	7.2.1 Public expectations:  Public expectations about consultation vary widely.  Some people have an expectation that Council will provide all details relevant to their property about the changes to the Planning Scheme within a letter and will not be ...
	7.2.2 Data error:  If the decision was to undertake the mailout, but rather than providing generic information as proposed (in section 8.2), to instead provide personalised letters for each physical property, outlining the existing zone and proposed n...
	7.2.3 Impact on resourcing: Corresponding with all landowners and occupiers at one time is likely to create an enormous number of enquiries, which will place significant burden on Council staff to respond in a timely manner.  The other methods of noti...


	8. Conclusion
	8.1 In determining whether correspondence about exhibition of the LPS should be sent to all landowners and occupiers within the municipality, consideration needs to be given to the potential costs and benefits. The correspondence is expected to cost a...
	8.2 Should Council resolve to send individual letters to all owners and occupiers to inform them of the public exhibition period, risks outlined in this report should be minimised by adopting the following:
	8.2.1 The correspondence will be prepared by Council officers.
	8.2.2 Names and addresses of owners and identification of properties that are not owner occupied (requiring additional letters to occupiers) will be prepared by Council officers.
	8.2.3 Generating and posting correspondence will be undertaken by an agency, at a cost.
	8.2.4 Correspondence will be posted at the start of the public exhibition period.

	8.3 The proposal to send of correspondence to all land owners and occupiers, in addition to the statutory requirements and the other communication commitments, is high cost and will have limited reach beyond what will be achieved through the methods p...

	9. Recommendation
	Attachments

	15.2 Minister's proposal to make amendments to the Southern Tasmania Regional Land Use Strategy
	1. Purpose
	1.1 Council has received a proposal from the Minister for Planning to amend the Southern Tasmanian Regional Land Use Strategy  or commonly referred to as STRLUS. The Ministers’ proposal is provided in Attachment 1 and includes a Discussion Paper outli...
	1.2 The proposal seeks to:
	(a) Make changes to the Urban Growth Boundary (Map 10 in the strategy) to fix anomalies; and
	(b) Revise Policy Direction SRD 2.12 (on page A-27).
	1.3 The purpose of this report is to seek Council’s input on a response to the Minister’s proposal.

	2. Discussion
	2.1 The strategic directions, policies and actions contained within the STRLUS aim to deliver sustainable settlements that are integrated across the region. The strategy represents the agreed and approved strategic directions for the ‘entire’ southern...
	2.2 Despite the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (LUPAA) specifying that the Minister must keep all regional land use strategies under regular and periodic review, a thorough review of the STRLUS has not been undertaken since implementation in...
	2.3 Councils across the State are experiencing increasing development pressure and since the implementation of the STRLUS there have been significant changing trends in population, housing, transportation and traffic management, infrastructure and oth...
	2.4 The Government’s Planning Reform website indicates that a review of the regional land use strategies is anticipated to be completed in 2024.
	2.5 There is currently work underway that will inform the anticipated review of STRLUS. A key component of this work is expected to include a long-term Settlement Strategy for the Southern Tasmania, backed up by analysis to guide planned sequenced gro...
	2.6 The work already completed as part of the 30-Year Greater Hobart Plan will also inform the review of STRLUS. The 30-year plan indicates that the total available land supply within the current Greater Hobart UGB could potentially cater for over 34,...
	2.7 It should be noted that the 30-year Greater Hobart Plan only covers the metropolitan areas of the Greater Hobart Area (i.e. it excludes Brighton, Sorell and Margate) however, it does pre-empt potential growth in those locations. For Kingborough, t...
	Purpose of Urban Growth Boundaries
	2.8 The UGB as contained in STRLUS is an important tool to ensure efficient growth.
	2.9 The purpose of the UGB is to direct urban growth to areas best able to be supplied with appropriate infrastructure and services and protect other valuable peri-urban and environmentally valuable land from urban development pressures (i.e. controll...
	2.10 Its consequence is to promote rational and efficient urban planning, in terms of infrastructure, controlling traffic congestion, equitable access to community services and facilities, shops, employment and schools.
	2.11 Even though there is sufficient residentially zoned land inside the UGB of Greater Hobart to meet the future demand, activating this land will be the challenge. The focus, of both STRLUS and the 30-Greater Hobart Plan is to facilitate more infill...
	Standard process to amend STRLUS
	2.12 Amendments to a regional land use strategy may be initiated by the Minister for Planning declaring an amended strategy.
	2.13 Even though there is no formal statutory process for individuals or planning authorities to apply to amend the STRLUS, the State Planning Office (previously Department of Justice, Planning Policy Unit) has released an information sheet ‘RLUS1 – R...
	2.14 In addition to the standard application requirements for amendments to a regional land use strategy, input from all Councils within the region must be sought. The consultation process currently involves seeking support from all relevant Councils ...
	2.15 Once the Minister for Planning has considered the proposal against the requirements of the RLUS1-guidelines, Councils are offered another opportunity to provide comment.
	2.16 The standard process for Council’s or individuals to amend the STRLUS is summarised in the diagram below.
	2.17 Regardless the above process to amend the UGB, there is often not enough information available for a Council or the Minister to consider the impact of a proposed amendment to the UGB on the broader southern region. The reason for this is simply b...
	Minster for Planning’s proposal to amend STRLUS
	2.18 The proposal involves both a change to the mapped boundary of the UGB to fix anomalies, and a text amendment to STRLUS policy SRD 2.12, which relates to the consideration of urban zoning for land adjacent to, but beyond the boundary of the UGB.
	2.19 The first component of the Minister’s proposed involves mapped changes to the UGB to address the anomalies and errors identified for Kingborough, Glenorchy and Clarence by the 30-year Greater Hobart Plan preparation process. The proposal also inc...
	2.20 For Kingborough, there is an anomaly identified at Spring Farm Estate. The land at Spring Farm Estate is already developed and the UGB should be fixed (please refer to image below).
	2.21 From a strategic point of view, the proposal to fix genuine anomalies is supported, however some of the sites identified in the proposal go beyond to what one would reasonably describe as anomalies, and they should be considered under the standar...
	2.22 STRLUS policy SRD 12.2 currently allows parcels of land beyond, but adjacent to the UGB to be considered for urban rezoning, where they are not in excess of an area of 2ha, and where they meet the remaining criteria specified in SRD 2.12. As with...
	2.23 The Minister’s proposal is to expand the criteria under SRD 2.12 is welcomed as it will allow more flexibly to the Tasmanian Planning Commission to consider rezoning applications on the fringes of the UGB. The proposed changes are as follows:
	2.24 The proposed change to SRD 2.12 is considered a move in the right direction and will provide an interim solution to assist with housing shortage whilst a review of STRLUS is underway.
	2.25 However, from a strategic point of view, it is felt that SRD 2.12 should also have regard to housing supply and demand (even if just at a local level) to ensure that changes to the UGB are based on evidence of need to guide planned sequenced grow...
	2.26 In Kingborough the above amendment to SRD 2.12 could potentially provide a way forward to rezone land that has been previously identified for future growth by the Kingborough Land Use Strategy 2019 (i.e. Margate and Snug) without the need to go t...

	3. Finance
	3.1 There are no financial implications associated with this report and recommendation.

	4. Environment
	4.1 There are no environmental implications associated with this report and recommendation.

	5. Communication and Consultation
	5.1 The Minister for Planning approached Councils directly for comment on the proposed amendment. There is no public consultation required for changes to the STRLUS, however if the amendment provides an opportunity for land to be rezoned in future, th...
	5.2 The decision of this report will be communicated by way of letter directly to the Minister of Planning.

	6. Risk
	6.1 There are no risks associated with this report and the recommendation.

	7. Conclusion/Summary
	7.1 The UGB continues to ensure that urban growth is directed to areas that are best able to be supplied with appropriate infrastructure and services. It will also continue to protect other valuable peri-urban and environmentally valuable land from ur...
	7.2 There is currently work underway that will inform the anticipated review of STRLUS. A key component of this work is expected to include a long-term Settlement Strategy for the Southern Tasmania, backed up by demand and supply analysis to guide pla...
	7.3 The Minister’s proposal to address anomalies and changes to the STRLUS policy is welcomed as it will fix errors with the UGB mapping, but also provide a more flexible approach for the Tasmanian Planning Commission to consider rezoning on the fring...
	7.4 The part of the proposal that aims to fix anomalies is supported in principle, however it is noted that there are sites identified that go beyond to what one would reasonably describe as anomalies. It is felt that the tidy up of the anomalies shou...
	7.5 The proposed changes to policy direction SRD 2.12 are considered appropriate and will provide a much-needed interim arrangement to assist with housing shortages without jeopardising the integrity of the UGB. From a strategic point of view, it is f...
	That Council:
	a) Note the Minister for Planning’s proposal to change the mapped boundary of the UGB, and a text amendment to policy SRD 2.12 of STRLUS, which relates to the consideration of urban zoning for land adjacent to, but beyond the boundary of the UGB.
	b) Support in principle the part of the proposal that aims to fix genuine anomalies in the UGB (including the area identified at Spring Farm Estate) and:
	i. recommend that the tidy up of the anomalies should only deal with those situations where the urban UGB do not align with the underlying zoning or established urban use of land.
	ii. recommend that the parcels of land that go beyond genuine anomalies, be considered under the standard process to amend the UGB or as part SRD 2.12 which provides broader strategic consideration.
	c) Support the proposed changes to SRD 2.12, but that the Minister be requested to consider including an additional criterion under (b) to ensure that any changes to the UGB through SRD 2.12 also have regard to housing land and supply data at a local ...

	Attachments

	15.3 Addressing Councillor Misconduct and Merit Based Recruitment in Councils
	1. Purpose
	1.1 The purpose of this report is to enable Council to consider two discussion papers released by The Office of Local Government, Addressing councillor misconduct and Merit-based recruitment in councils.

	2. Background
	2.1 The Office of Local Government has released two discussion papers regarding councillor misconduct and merit-based recruitment in councils and is seeking feedback from the local community, stakeholders, councils, council staff and elected represent...
	2.2 The Addressing councillor misconduct discussion paper proposes two pathways that would allow for stronger sanctions, including dismissal, to be imposed where the nature of a sitting councillor’s misconduct warrants such actions.
	2.3 The Merit –based recruitment in councils discussion paper proposes legislative and regulatory amendments to clarify and improve standards for the recruitment of general managers and council staff.

	3. Statutory Requirements
	3.1 The Local Government Act 1993 (the Act) is the principal legislation governing the roles and responsibilities of councillors.

	4. Discussion
	Addressing councillor misconduct
	4.1 The democratically elected councillors of each council make important decisions at the local level and give voice to the aspirations and needs of the communities they represent.
	4.2 Individuals who hold public office at all levels of government should be held to high standards in terms of behaviour and accountability. Councillors are responsible for performing an important leadership role within their local communities and, t...
	4.3 Our elected representatives generally conduct themselves with professionalism, integrity, and dedication to their community. However, in the last term of local government in Tasmania, we saw a small number of instances in which behaviour and condu...
	4.4 Conduct matters in Tasmania are primarily dealt with through the local government Code of Conduct Framework, which is established under the Local Government Act 1993. However, the existing framework has very few direct mechanisms or escalation opt...
	4.5 Two models for discussion are presented in the Addressing councillor misconduct discussion paper. These are not mutually exclusive, and the preferred outcome may be to legislate both pathways, which would be applicable to separate contexts.
	4.6 The options considered in this paper are:
	1.  Amendment to the Board of Inquiry provisions of the Local Government Act 1993, to enable a Board to be established to investigate misconduct of individual councillors;
	2.  Empowering the Director of Local Government to seek dismissal or extended suspension of a councillor under the Model Code of Conduct by application to the Code of Conduct Panel or, possibly in future, the Tasmanian Civil and Administrative Tribuna...
	4.7 The first option would enable the Minister for Local Government to establish a Board of Inquiry into one or multiple councillors, noting at present a Board of Inquiry may only be established in respect of a council collectively.
	4.8 The second option is to enable the Code of Conduct Panel, or the Tasmanian Civil and Administrative Tribunal, to impose more serious sanctions including suspensions of up to six months or dismissal, but only where the Director of Local Government ...
	Merit-based recruitment
	4.9 This paper responds directly to reform recommendations contained in Report of the Auditor-General No. 2 of 2021-22: Council general manager recruitment, appointment and performance assessment and the Integrity Commission’s 2023 CEO Report of the I...
	4.10 This discussion paper proposes that a merit principle be reinstated in the Local Government Act. This will require the elected council and general managers, in their respective capacities, to ensure councils undertake recruitment in accordance wi...
	4.11 The 2023 Integrity Commission CEO report titled ‘Investigation Smithies: Systemic Issues’ recommends that the Minister for Local Government implement a requirement in the Act for employees to be recruited on merit. The Report describes systemic i...
	4.12 The paper proposes to reinstate a requirement that council employees be appointed and promoted according to merit in the Local Government Act, which had been a requirement until 2005.
	4.13 The Report of the Auditor-General into Council General Manager Recruitment, Appointment and Performance Assessment (the Report), released October 2021, recommended that the Minister for Local Government “develop and issue mandatory requirements a...
	4.14 Government intends to put in place a ministerial order under section 61A of the Act providing standards for general manager recruitment and performance assessment.
	4.15 The discussion paper further proposes that the Act be amended to require that vacancies in the position of general manager be advertised and applications be sought from the community, and more widely.
	4.16 General managers will be required to be appointed according to merit.
	4.17 This responds to the recommendation contained in the Report of the Auditor-General that mandatory requirements be put in place.
	4.18 The proposals contained in each discussion paper, as outlined above, are considered appropriate for the reasons elaborated on in each paper.

	5. Finance
	5.1 There are no financial implications arising from this report.

	6. Environment
	6.1 There are no environmental considerations arising from this report.

	7. Communication and Consultation
	7.1 The Government is seeking feedback from the local community, stakeholders, councils, council staff and elected representatives.

	8. Risk
	8.1 The Office of Local Government has addressed perceived or actual risk in each discussion paper.

	9. Conclusion
	9.1 The proposals to provide enabling mechanisms to consider the serious misconduct of a single councillor as outlined in the Addressing councillor misconduct discussion paper is arguably the most contentious issue.
	9.2 As the discussion paper clearly articulates “different thresholds and mechanisms are adopted in other Australian jurisdictions to deal with serious councillor misconduct. Despite this inconsistency, it is nonetheless clear that Tasmania has fewer ...
	9.3 The proposals presented in the discussion paper appear to appropriately balance the role of local government as an independent, and democratically constituted, tier of government, with the need for intervention in limited circumstances to preserve...
	9.4 It is suggested that the proposals outlined in each discussion paper will further support public confidence and trust in local government.

	10. Recommendation
	Attachments

	15.4 Mt Royal Reserve
	1. Purpose
	1.1 The purpose of this report is to consider an allocation of funds towards the upgrade of Mt Royal Park.

	2. Background
	2.1 At its meeting of 6 February 2023, Council resolved to defer a recommendation to reallocate funding from Donohoe Gardens Park to Mt Royal Park pending the provision of further details in regard to the cost of the upgrade.

	3. Statutory Requirements
	3.1 There are no statutory requirements associated with this item.

	4. Discussion
	4.1 As previously reported to Council, community engagement undertaken in regard to the proposed upgrade of the park space at Donohoe Gardens indicted little support for the project and a preference for the allocation of funding to a park space with a...
	4.2 Mt Royal Park has been identified as a park that meets this criterion, with high visitation rates and a demonstrated community desire to see the space upgraded.
	4.3 Council’s Urban Design Officer has prepared costings for the design elements proposed for Mt Royal Park and it is recommended that funding for an amount of $179,000 be provided for this project.
	4.4 Proposed improvements to the park include plantings for shade and amenity, along with the construction of pathways to improve accessibility and connectivity to other local pedestrian linkages in the area.
	4.5 The balance of funds from the sale of 41 Hiern Road can be placed in the Open Space account, whereupon expenditure can be considered in the light of the municipal context of priorities.

	5. Finance
	5.1 The net proceeds of the sale of 41 Hiern Road total $350,000 of which $179,000 is recommended for expenditure at Mt Royal Park.

	6. Environment
	6.1 The proposal to upgrade Mt Royal Park is intended to improve the urban environment, with plantings to enhance natural values.

	7. Communication and Consultation
	7.1 Community engagement was undertaken in 2021 in regard to the upgrade of Mt Royal Park (see Attachment 1).
	7.2 This has subsequently been followed by correspondence from the Friends of My Royal Park presenting the case for funding for this space (see Attachment 2).

	8. Risk
	8.1 A community demand for upgrade to Mt Royal Park has been established. There is a risk that not proceeding with the funding of Mt Royal Park will meet with adverse local community reaction.

	9. Conclusion
	9.1 Community engagement undertaken in relation to the proposed upgrade to Mt Royal Park has indicated a high level of demand and willing community participation.
	9.2 It is recommended that Council reallocate $179,000 towards the upgrade of this park, utilising funding previously earmarked for the upgrade of the Donohoe Gardens Park.

	10. Recommendation
	Attachments
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