
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NOTICE OF MEETING 

 

Notice is hereby given that a Infrastructure Works and Development Committee 

meeting of the Devonport City Council will be held in the Council Chambers, on Monday 

13 August 2018, commencing at 5:30pm. 

 

The meeting will be open to the public at 5:30pm. 

 

QUALIFIED PERSONS 

 

In accordance with Section 65 of the Local Government Act 1993, I confirm that the reports 

in this agenda contain advice, information and recommendations given by a person who 

has the qualifications or experience necessary to give such advice, information or 

recommendation. 

 

Matthew Atkins 

ACTING GENERAL MANAGER 

 

8 August 2018 
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Agenda of a meeting of the Devonport City Council’s Infrastructure Works and 

Development Committee to be held at the Council Chambers, 17 Fenton Way, Devonport 

on Monday 13, August 2018 commencing at 5:30pm.  

PRESENT 

 Present Apology 

Chairman Ald L M Perry   

 Ald G F Goodwin   

 Ald A J Jarman   

 Ald L M Laycock   

 Ald J F Matthews   

 Ald A L Rockliff   

 

IN ATTENDANCE 

All persons in attendance are advised that it is Council policy to record Council Meetings, 

in accordance with Council’s Audio Recording Policy.  The audio recording of this meeting 

will be made available to the public on Council’s website for a minimum period of six 

months.  Members of the public in attendance at the meeting who do not wish for their 

words to be recorded and/or published on the website, should contact a relevant Council 

Officer and advise of their wishes prior to the start of the meeting. 

 

  

1.0 APOLOGIES 
 

2.0 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
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3.0 PROCEDURAL   

3.1 PUBLIC QUESTION TIME 
Members of the public are invited to ask questions in accordance with Council’s 

Public Question Time Policy (Min No 159/17 refers): 

1. Public participation shall take place at Council meetings in accordance with 

Regulation 31 of the Local Government (meeting Procedures) Regulations 

2015. 

2. Public participation will be the first agenda item following the formal motions:  

Apologies, Minutes and Declarations of Interest. 

3. Questions without notice will be dependent on available time at the meeting 

(with a period of 30 minutes set aside at each meeting). 

4. A member of the public who wishes to ask a question at the meeting is to state 

their name and address prior to asking their question. 

5. A maximum of 2 questions per person are permitted. 

6. A maximum period of 3 minutes will be allowed per person. 

7. If time permits, a third question may be asked once all community members 

who wish to ask questions have done so.  A time limit of 2 minutes will apply. 

8. Questions are to be succinct and not contain lengthy preamble. 

9. Questions do not have to be lodged prior to the meeting, however they will 

preferably be provided in writing. 

10. A question by any member of the public and an answer to that question are 

not to be debated. 

11. Questions without notice and their answers will be recorded in the minutes. 

12. The Chairperson may take a question on notice in cases where the questions 

raised at the meeting require further research or clarification, or where a 

written response is specifically requested. 

13. Protection of parliamentary privilege does not apply to local government and 

any statements or discussion in the Council Chambers, or any document 

produced, are subject to the laws of defamation. 

14. The Chairperson may refuse to accept a question.  If the Chairperson refuses 

to accept a question, the Chairperson is to give reason for doing so in 

accordance with the Public Question Time Policy. 
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3.2 QUESTIONS ON NOTICE FROM ALDERMEN 
At the time of compilation of the agenda no questions on notice from Aldermen 

were received. 
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4.0 TENDERS 

There are no tenders to consider at this meeting. 

 The following table details all tenders and contracts which have been entered into by 

Council above $100,000 for the 2018/2019 financial year. 

Contract  
Contract  

Period 

Extension 

Options 

$ Value 
(Excluding 

GST) 
Contractor 

Min Ref/ 

Meeting 

Date 

Contract CT0220 

Southern Rooke Street 

Renewal 

January 

2019 to 

April 2019 

Not 

Applicable 

$796,635 Kentish 

Construction & 

Engineering Co. 

Pty Ltd  

Council 

126/18 

23/07/2018 

Contract 1326 – Supply 

of Catering and 

Hospitality Equipment – 

paranaple convention 

centre 

July-

September 

2018 

Not 

Applicable 

$101,583.59 Tas Hotel & 

Catering 

GFC 47/18 

Council 

137/18 

23/07/2018 
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5.0 INFRASTRUCTURE AND WORKS REPORTS 

5.1 MERSEY BLUFF PRECINCT - PEDESTRIAN, PARKING AND TRAFFIC 

STUDY   

File: 25062 D533282        

RELEVANCE TO COUNCIL’S PLANS & POLICIES 

Council’s Strategic Plan 2009-2030: 

Strategy 2.3.1 Provide and maintain roads, bridges, footpaths, bike paths and car 

parks to appropriate standards 

SUMMARY 
This report presents the pedestrian, parking and traffic study completed for the Mersey Bluff 

Precinct. 

BACKGROUND 
At its December 2017 meeting, Council considered a report on the Mersey Bluff Precinct 

and the development of a precinct plan.  As a result, Council determined (Min 150/17 

refers): 

“That Council: 

(a) determine not to proceed with a “Mersey Bluff Precinct Plan” as previously identified; 

and 

(b) instead seek to engage a consultant to undertake a Traffic Impact Assessment for the 

broader Mersey Bluff precinct and if necessary, update the existing Urban Design 

Framework Plan.” 

Subsequently, Pitt & Sherry were engaged to undertake a pedestrian parking and traffic 

study (The Study) of the precinct, which for the purposes of the study was defined as the 

area shown in figure 1 

 

Figure 1 - Study area 
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STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS  
There are no Statutory requirements relevant to this report. 

DISCUSSION 

Road Network 

The Study includes an analysis of the road network, including traffic volumes, speeds and 

crash data.  The Study determined that the road network was effective in moving traffic 

around the precinct.  However, there are issues with vehicle speeds on Bluff Road near 

Devonport Oval. 

Parking 

The Study includes an analysis of existing car parking spaces and occupancy surveys 

undertaken to measure the demand for each of the off-street car parks.  The study 

measured the utilisation of the groups of car parks as shown in Table 1. 

Car park group Utilisation  Comment 

Mersey Bluff Moderate (38% max)  

Restaurant/Surf Club High (100% max) Peak in middle of day 

Bluff (playground) High (86% max) Peak 8am-9am Saturday, 

less than 50% at other times 

Meercroft Park/William Street Moderate (37% max)  

Bluff Road (Devonport Oval) High (90% max) Peak due to Cricket use, less 

than 30% at other times 

Bass Strait Maritime Centre Significant (75% max) Peak due to weeknight 

event 

Table 1 – Car Park utilisation 

Recognising that the occupancy surveys were completed outside seasonal peaks, 

observations were also made on a Saturday morning during the junior soccer season.  It was 

found that nearby car parks had high utilisation and the available on-street car parking in 

the surrounding areas was also highly utilised. 

Overall, the observations found that generally, the available parking was more than 

sufficient for the majority of activities in the precinct.  However, at isolated peak times, 

demand for parking in the immediate area of the activity exceeded supply. 

Pedestrians 

The Study identified the area as a high pedestrian area and found that although there are 

pedestrian paths within and through the study area, there are some missing connections 

that would allow pedestrian to more easily move between the attractions in the precinct 

and from the available parking spaces to the attractions. 

Cycling 

The Study identified that the coastal pathway is Devonport’s main cycling route but found 

that there are no links between the path and the attractions on the south side of Bluff Road 

and some missing links between attractions. 
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Public transport 

The Study identified that public transport access to the precinct was limited.  This access is 

likely to be reduced further as the Department of State Growth’s review of the urban bus 

network is likely to move existing stops on North Street to James Street. 

Signage 

The study identified many signage improvements required to identify attractions within the 

precinct and direct road and path users to them. 

Stakeholder issues 

Following the consultation, which is described below, the Study identified 14 issues raised by 

stakeholders that align with the findings of the site investigation and require work to address.  

These issues are shown in Table 2 and Figure 2 below. 

Issue Detail 

A Speed issues on Bluff Road in vicinity of Meercroft Aged Care Centre 

B Issues with crossing Bluff Road in vicinity of Meercroft Aged Care Centre 

C Lack of designated bus parking in vicinity of Bass Strait Maritime Centre 

D Lack of bike racks in vicinity of Bass Strait Maritime Centre 

E No pedestrian access between BSMC and Coastal Pathway 

F Lack of wayfinding signage to key locations 

G Lack of parking in vicinity of Restaurants and Bluff Playground/ 

Public Open Space 

H Lack of signage for vehicles 

I Vehicle overhang of path in Bluff Car park 

J Issues with crossing Bluff Road in vicinity of Meercroft Park/Bluff Car Park 

including confusion as to whether speed humps are crossings 

K Lack of pedestrian paths along Bluff Access Road 

L Lack of precinct signage 

M Lack of drop off/pick up zone for Surf Club 

N Priority issues at Restaurant Car Park/Bluff Access Road intersection 

Table 2 – identified issues 
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Figure 2 – identified issues 

Study Recommendations 

The Study recommends 18 initiatives delivered over four financial years with a total value of 

$1.2 M. 

Proposed works 2018-19: 

Key initiatives recommended to be delivered in 2018-19 are shown in Table 3 below: 

Initiative Description 

1 Pedestrian kerb ramps across Bluff Road at Bluff Plaza 

2 Creation of pedestrian priority road hump (wombat crossing) for coastal 

pathway on William Street 

3 Pedestrian kerb ramps across Bluff Road at Clements Street 

4, 5 New speed hump and extension of 40km/h zone on Bluff Road 

6, 7, 12 Wayfinding signage for vehicles, pedestrians and cyclists throughout 

precinct 

8 Precinct signage at entry points 

17, 18 Bike parking and bus parking at BSMC 

Table 3 – key initiatives for 2018-19 

These initiatives address the major pedestrian and cyclist issues in the precinct, while the 

proposed signage raises the profile of each of the attractions within the precinct and 

encourages visitation of multiple attractions.  The new signs also complement the new 

pedestrian crossing locations.  The estimated total cost of these initiatives is $281,000.  

Indicative details of works proposed are shown in figure 3-5 below. 
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Figure 3 – wombat crossing on William Street 

 

Figure 4 – precinct signage locations 

 

Figure 5 – Example totem signage  

Proposed Works 2019-20: 

Key initiatives recommended to be delivered in 2019-20 include the construction of 

indented parking bays on each side of Bluff Road near Meercroft Park, which have an 

estimated cost of $260,000. 

These initiatives will provide additional parking supply at one of the locations where the 

highest demand for parking is experienced. 
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Indicative details of work proposed is shown in Figure 6 below. 

 

Figure 6 – indented parking – Bluff Road 

Proposed Works 2020-21: 

The initiatives recommended for delivery in 2020-21 are the construction of a new car park 

on the existing grassed area adjacent to Coles Beach Road and the construction of a path 

between that new car park and Coles Beach. 

These initiatives will provide additional parking in reasonable proximity to the surf club and 

restaurants, which were observed to highly utilise the existing parking.  The linking path will 

enable pedestrians to travel from the new car park to the beach and restaurants, but also 

resolves the long-standing issue of poor pedestrian access on Bluff Access Road. 

The estimated cost of these initiatives is $400,000.  Indicative details of work proposed is 

shown in Figure 7 below. 

 

Figure 7 – new car park and linking path – Coles Beach Road 

Proposed Works 2021-22: 

The initiatives recommended for delivery in 2021-22 are the construction of a new 

roundabout where the restaurant car park accesses Bluff Access Road and the construction 

of linking paths from the BSMC to the adjacent path network. 
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The new roundabout will clarify the traffic control arrangements in this area, where there 

have been several near misses reported.  The new linking paths will greatly improve 

pedestrian access to the BSMC which has been a long-standing issue. 

The estimated cost of these initiatives is $265,000.  Indicative details of work proposed is 

shown in Figures 8 and 9 below. 

 

Figure 8 – new roundabout – Bluff Access Road 

 

Figure 9 – new paths – BSMC 
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Future works: 

The two initiatives shown in Table 4 below were not included in the cost estimates. 

Initiative Description 

19 Bus routes through Mersey Bluff Precinct 

20 Parking at caravan park office 

Table 4 – initiatives excluded from work program 

Initiative 19 has been excluded as Council is not responsible for setting public transport 

routes and timetables or contracting operators for the service.  A bus route through the 

precinct may be popular at certain times of the year.  It may be feasible in future for a 

shuttle service between the CBD and the Mersey Bluff precinct during peak tourist season, 

but this could be assessed after the Living City waterfront park project and the 

recommended Mersey Bluff precinct initiatives have been completed. 

Initiative 20 has been excluded as it relies on the Mersey Bluff caravan park redevelopment 

being substantially completed, including the relocation of the park office to the west side 

of the road.  If this privately funded project can be completed by the current operator, then 

the car park expansion can be considered, but until then it should be excluded from the 

work program. 

The Study is attached to this report. 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
Consultation with key stakeholders was undertaken as part of the Study.  This group 

included: 

• Devonport Surf Life Saving Club 

• Drift restaurant 

• Mrs Jones restaurant 

• Tiagarra Aboriginal Cultural Centre 

• Mersey Bluff Caravan Park 

• Park Run 

• Meercroft Park Development Committee 

• Meercroft Home for the Aged 

• Rotary Club of Devonport North 

• Relevant Council teams (Events, Bass Strait Maritime Centre, Works, Engineering, 

Planning) 

Details of the consultation are available in the attached Study. 

It is intended that consultation will be undertaken as part of the delivery of each initiative.  

This consultation will require engagement with Crown Land Services, who for many of the 

initiatives are the landowner and the Department of State Growth who are the approval 

authority for road humps and speed limits. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
The Study recommends that a work package of 18 initiatives be carried out over four 

financial years.  The total cost of these initiatives is $1,206,000.  The recommended staging 

of the works requires budget allocations as shown in Table 5 below. 

Financial year Recommended initiatives Recommend budget allocation 

2018-19 1-8, 12, 14, 17, 18 $281,000 

2019-20 9, 10 $260,000 
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2020-21 11,13 $400,000 

2021-22 15, 16 $265,000 

Table 5 – recommended budget allocations 

An allocation of $75,000 was made in the 2017-18 capital works program.  This allocation 

was carried forward to 2018-19 pending the recommendations of the Study.  A further 

$125,000 has been allocated in 2018-19 for the implementation of the high priority actions 

recommended by the Study. 

A total of $200,000 is available this financial year, which is sufficient to deliver the majority of 

the initiatives recommend for 2018-19.  The best fit of initiatives within the available budget 

can be determined once the detailed design and construction cost estimates are 

complete.  Outstanding initiatives can be included in the scope of work for 2019-20. 

A further $1,006,000 is required over the following three financial years to deliver the 

remaining initiatives. Council may consider extending the roll out period over a greater time 

period, during it’s budget deliberations. 

RISK IMPLICATIONS 

• Corporate and Business 

The Study has been completed to provide Council with a structured work program in 

the Mersey Bluff Precinct.  Delivery of the recommended initiatives will ensure that the 

potential of the precinct is maximised and that expenditure is targeted to address 

known issues. 

• Asset & Property Infrastructure 

Some of the initiatives involve the construction of new assets, which increase the 

maintenance requirements in the precinct.  The detailed design of each initiative will 

have to include low maintenance solutions to minimise ongoing operating costs. 

• Consultation and/or Communication 

The issues raised by stakeholders were considered and analysed along with data 

collected as part of the Study.  Not all stakeholder requests were met.  Project level 

consultation will be vital to ensure that stakeholders are aware that the work being 

undertaken is part of a larger package that will deliver benefits to the precinct users, 

and that the proposed work is a recommendation of a detailed study of the precinct. 

CONCLUSION 
Council engaged Pitt & Sherry to undertake a pedestrian, parking and traffic study of the 

Mersey Bluff precinct.  The Study included analysis of the existing road network, parking 

supply and demand, pedestrian and cyclist facilities and signage.  The Study included 

consultation with key stakeholders.  The Study recommends the implementation of 18 

initiatives over a four-year period at a total estimated cost of $1,206,000.  Council has made 

an allocation of $200,000 in 2018-19 for these works and will require an allocation of 

$1,006,000 over following years to implement the remaining recommendations. 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

⇩1. Mersey Bluff traffic parking pedestrian study  
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RECOMMENDATION 

That it be recommended to Council that the report of the City Engineer be noted and 

that: 

1. Council utilise the funding available in 2018-19 to undertake initiatives 

recommended in the Study, and; 

2. consider during the 2019/20 budget deliberations, the allocation of funding in the 5 

year forward works program for the remaining study initiatives. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Author: Michael Williams 

Position: City Engineer 

Endorsed By: Matthew Atkins  

Position: Deputy General Manager  
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5.2 PUBLIC LIGHTING STRATEGY - YEAR 4 STATUS   

File: 27349 D533284        

RELEVANCE TO COUNCIL’S PLANS & POLICIES 

Council’s Strategic Plan 2009-2030: 

Strategy 2.3.1 Provide and maintain roads, bridges, footpaths, bike paths and car 

parks to appropriate standards 
 

SUMMARY 
To report to Council on the progress of the actions outlined in the Devonport City Council 

Public Lighting Strategy. 

BACKGROUND 
Council’s Public Lighting Strategy was adopted in May 2014 (Min 126/14 refers).  The 

objective of the Strategy is “To provide public lighting across Devonport using a consistent 

and equitable approach, whilst being environmentally and financially responsible.”  The 

Strategy contains an action plan which consists of 13 actions to deliver the four key 

outcomes: 

• Long term improvement in lighting levels to meet the relevant Australian Standard, 

• Long term improvement in energy efficiency, 

• Long term financial sustainability, and 

• Strong asset management practices. 

The Public Lighting Strategy is available from Council’s website: 

http://www.devonport.tas.gov.au/Council/Publications-Plans-Reports/Council-Plans-

Strategies 

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS  
Section 21 of the Local Government (Highways) Act 1982 states: 

(1) Subject to this Act, the corporation of a municipality is charged with the duty of 

maintaining the local highways in the municipality that are maintainable by the 

corporation as shown on its municipal map, and, in any particular case, it shall 

discharge that duty in such manner as, having regard to all the circumstances 

of the case, it considers practicable and appropriate. 

Section 32 of the Local Government (Highways) Act 1982 states: 

(2) The corporation of a municipality may light, or arrange for the lighting of, a local 

highway within the municipality or a public place in the municipality that is not 

a local highway. 

Both these sections explain that Council is responsible for the lighting of roads and public 

places. 

DISCUSSION 
Substantial progress has been made on the 13 actions in the Public Lighting Strategy Action 

Plan.  Four actions have been completed, five are ongoing throughout the life of the 

strategy and three are underway.  One is yet to commence.  Details of the status of each 

action are attached to this report. 

http://www.devonport.tas.gov.au/Council/Publications-Plans-Reports/Council-Plans-Strategies
http://www.devonport.tas.gov.au/Council/Publications-Plans-Reports/Council-Plans-Strategies
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Key developments in the last year include: 

• Action 4:  Following the receipt of a report analysing lighting at intersections with a 

history of night crashes, priority upgrade projects have been included in Council’s 

forward capital works program.  $35,000 has been allocated in 2018-19 for renewal 

and upgrade projects. 

• Action 5:  A review of night time crash data was completed in June 2018.  The review 

included comparison of the number of night crashes that have occurred since the 

adoption of the Strategy in 2014. 

o Total crashes reduced by 22% since 2014 (284 to 221*). 

o Casualty crashes reduced by 22% since 2014 (76 to 59*). 

o Percentage of crashes resulting in fatality or serious injury (%FSI) increased by 28% 

(1.76% of total to 2.26% of total*). 

*  Crash totals compared are five-year totals to June 2014 and June 2018.  

 

This data indicates that the number of night time crashes has reduced significantly, 

and the number of casualty crashes have reduced proportionally.  While the %FSI 

crashes has increased, the number of these crashes was unchanged. 

The reduction in total crashes is likely to be at least in part related to Council’s 

investment in road safety projects.  Inclusion of additional projects at night time crash 

locations in Council’s forward capital works program may provide further reductions.  

There may also be opportunities to implement proactive projects. 

• Action 8:  Since 2014, more efficient light types have been added to the list of options 

available from Tas Networks, including light emitting diodes (LEDs). 

Through scheduled and reactive renewal of public lights by Tas Networks, Council’s 

public lighting inventory has increased in efficiency by around 10% (reduction in 

average watts/light) and now includes 6.3% LEDs (209 total).  This is expected to 

increase to around 70% by 2022. 

The increase in efficiency does not directly translate to costs savings as energy use is 

only one component of street lighting costs.  There is also an expectation that the total 



 PAGE 147   

 

Report to Infrastructure Works and Development Committee meeting on 13 August 2018 

ITEM 5.2 

number of lights will increase as new subdivisions are constructed and lighting upgrade 

projects are undertaken in other areas to comply with Australian Standards. 

• Action 9:  Council considered a bulk street light changeover in 2017, with an estimated 

rollout cost of $1.6M and an outcome where Council owns the public lighting 

inventory.  Council resolved to continue with the current Tas Networks ownership 

model (Min IWC 37/17 refers). 

The only action yet to commence is Action 7, related to grant funding.  Relevant grant 

programs have not been available for public lighting since the adoption of the Strategy. 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
Community engagement was undertaken to assist with the development of the Strategy. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
Most actions that are underway or ongoing can be progressed within existing operational 

budget allocations.  Actions that require a specific allocation will be prioritised and 

proposed for consideration as part of future budget deliberations. 

RISK IMPLICATIONS 
Continued progress on the Public Lighting Strategy Action Plan ensures Council 

appropriately manages risks associated with public lighting, notably by improving asset 

management practices and improving energy efficiency. 

CONCLUSION 
Substantial progress has been made to implement the actions listed in the Devonport City 

Council Public Lighting Strategy, since its adoption in May 2014. 

ATTACHMENTS 

⇩1. Public Lighting Strategy - Action List - year 4 Status  

  

 

RECOMMENDATION 

That it be recommended to Council that the report of the City Engineer be received and 

Council note the status of actions listed in the Devonport City Council Public Lighting 

Strategy. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Author: Michael Williams 

Position: City Engineer 

Endorsed By: Matthew Atkins  

Position: Deputy General Manager  
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PUBLIC LIGHTING STRATEGY – YEAR 4 STATUS 
 

Timeframes: 

OG Ongoing – day to day tasks which are budgeted for annually 

ST Short Term – 1 to 2 years, 

MT Medium Term – 2 to 5 years, 

LT Long Term – 5 to 15 years 

Resources Required: 

A-OPEX – Annual Operational Expenditure 

F-OPEX – Future Operational Expenditure 

F/A CAPEX –Capital Expenditure 

 

No. Action Resources Responsibility Timeframe Status 

1 Adopt a minimum site classification from AS1158 

for each road and open space hierarchy level 

that will be the base level for all new work and 
relevant upgrade work. 

A-OPEX IWD / CS ST Underway – a draft document has 

been developed for internal 

review. 

2 Develop a tool to compare and assess the benefit 

of each competing project. Projects are to be 
prioritised in a fair and transparent way. 

A-OPEX IWD ST Underway – a draft document has 

been developed for internal 

review. 

3 Compile and maintain a register of all projects 

initiated and the assigned priority ranking. Projects 

are to be identified through: 

• Initial consultation process 

• Action requests 

• Investigations attached to capital projects 

• Investigations related to crash data 

• Formal and informal liaison with committees 

and community groups 

A-OPEX IWD ST Ongoing – utilising existing tools 

including forward capital works 

program and action request 

system. 
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4 Engage a consultant to analyse the lighting levels 

at the 14 intersections and 21 links identified and 

to determine the scope of works required to 

Achieve AS1158 compliance at each site. Prioritise 
these works using the priority ranking tool. 

F-OPEX IWD ST Completed in 2017. Refer to 

IWC12/17. 

Priority projects have been 

included in in the forward 

capital works program. 

5 Monitor night time crash data on a quarterly basis 
to identify new key sites. 

A-OPEX IWD OG Ongoing.  Data to June 2018 shows a 

22% reduction in night time crashes 

since adoption of the Strategy.  

However, % Fatal and Serious (%FSI) 

crashes has increased, which requires 

ongoing monitoring and investigation 

of specific sites. 

6 Review the capital project design brief to ensure it 

is consistent with the strategic outcomes and 
adopted standards. 

A-OPEX IWD ST Completed in 2016.  

Improvements made in 2018, when 

following LEAN training, project 

charters are being developed for each 

project which clearly defines the 

project scope and exclusions from the 

scope.  

7 Identify and pursue grant funding that may be 

available for bulk replacement of lights or other 
works that align with the outcomes of this 
Strategy. 

A-OPEX IWD OG No grant funding opportunities have 

become available. 

 

8 Identify and utilise technological improvements 

that can increase efficiency and reduce costs. 

A-OPEX IWD OG Ongoing - DCC public lighting 

inventory is now 10% more efficient 

(average watts /lamp) than at 

adoption of Strategy.  6.3% of lights 

are now LED. 

9 Review energy supply and service agreements 

when available. 

A-OPEX IWD OG Ongoing – Council has entered into a 

statewide energy supply agreement 

managed by LGAT, saving up to 5% 

on street lighting costs. 

Council considered a bulk 
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replacement option proposed 
through LGAT but resolved to 
continue with the existing model.  
Tas Networks have a 
replacement programmed 
scheduled for 2019-2022 at no 
additional cost to Council. 

10 Review the existing public lighting asset data and 

address identified areas for improvement. 

A-OPEX IWD MT Completed in 2018 – high 

confidence in DCC asset data.  To 

be maintained using normal 

processes. 
11 Review the inspection and maintenance regime 

of public lighting assets and address identified 

areas for improvement. 

A-OPEX IWD MT Completed in 2016. Inspection 

program integrated into service level 

document and future budget 
projections. 

12 Develop, implement and maintain an Asset 

Management Plan (AM Plan) for public lighting 

assets, either as a separate asset group or within 

each existing asset group. 

A-OPEX IWD MT Underway – Asset management plans 

in development.  Lighting assets, 

notably poles are included in AM Plan 

for each class. 

13 Continue to provide capital funds annually for 

upgrade and renewal projects. Budget to 

consider depreciation costs. 

F/A – 

CAPEX 

IWD OG Ongoing – the adopted 2018-19 and 

budget includes $35,000 for street 

lighting improvements and renewals. 
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5.3 ROAD NETWORK STRATEGY - YEAR 3 STATUS   

File: 28041 D533285        

RELEVANCE TO COUNCIL’S PLANS & POLICIES 

Council’s Strategic Plan 2009-2030: 

Strategy 2.3.1 Provide and maintain roads, bridges, footpaths, bike paths and car 

parks to appropriate standards 
 

SUMMARY 
To report to Council on the progress of the actions outlined in the Devonport City Council 

Road Network Strategy. 

BACKGROUND 
Council’s Road Network Strategy 2014 was adopted in April 2015 and was amended in April 

2016 to incorporate the Tasmanian Local Government Road Hierarchy.  The amended 

document is known as the Road Network Strategy 2016 (the Strategy). 

The objective of the Strategy is to provide a road network suitable for all road users, 

balancing efficiency, safety and amenity.  The Strategy identifies 7 outcomes and the 

action plan identifies 22 actions to deliver the outcomes: 

• Improve access to and from the Bass Highway 

• Improved access to the CBD 

• Maintain the road hierarchy 

• Maintain the ‘Ring Road’ system 

• Improve traffic management arrangements 

• Address road safety concerns 

• Improve asset management and maintenance 

The Strategy is available from Council’s website: 

http://www.devonport.tas.gov.au/Council/Publications-Plans-Reports/Council-Plans-

Strategies 

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS  
Section 21 of the Local Government (Highways) Act 1982 describes Council’s responsibilities 

regarding road maintenance on local roads. 

“(1) Subject to this Act, the corporation of a municipality is charged with the duty of 

maintaining the local highways in the municipality that are maintainable by the 

corporation as shown on its municipal map, and, in any particular case, it shall 

discharge that duty in such manner as, having regard to all the circumstances of 

the case, it considers practicable and appropriate. 

(2) For the purposes of the discharge of its duties under this section in respect of a 

highway, a corporation may carry out such works as it considers necessary for 

the maintenance or renewal of any bridge, embankment, or other work carrying, 

or otherwise associated with, the highway.” 

Section 11 of the Roads and Jetties Act 1935 describes Council’s responsibilities State 

Highways, where the State Government has primary responsibility. 

http://www.devonport.tas.gov.au/Council/Publications-Plans-Reports/Council-Plans-Strategies
http://www.devonport.tas.gov.au/Council/Publications-Plans-Reports/Council-Plans-Strategies
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“Where in a city, town or village there is a footpath on one side or both of a State 

highway or subsidiary road – 

(a) the Minister is required to maintain and reconstruct – 

(i) the carriageways and the surface lying between them, in the case of 2 

paved carriageways divided by a median strip; 

(ii) the carriageway and the overtaking lane, in the case of a single paved 

carriageway incorporating an overtaking lane; 

(iii) a paved carriageway not exceeding 7·4 metres in width, in the case of a 

single undivided paved carriageway; 

(iv) a paved carriageway not exceeding 4·3 metres in width, in the case of a 

carriageway providing a traffic lane to a traffic interchange; and 

(v) the culverts and bridges over which the State highway or subsidiary road 

runs; and 

(b) the remainder of the State highway or subsidiary road, including drainage and 

shoulders but not culverts and bridges, shall be maintained and reconstructed 

by the local authority.” 

DISCUSSION 
Implementation of the Strategy is largely the responsibility of the Infrastructure and Works 

Department, with input from internal and external stakeholders. 

Of the 22 actions, 9 are underway or ongoing, 8 are complete and 5 yet to commence. 

Details of the status of each action are attached to this report. 

Key developments in the last year include: 

• Action 1:  Key road safety indicators show downward trends in crash data: 

o Total crashes reduced by 1.5% in the last year (1040 to 1024*). 

o Casualty crashes reduced by 3.9% (254 to 244*). 

o Percentage of crashes resulting in fatality or serious injury (%FSI) reduced by 5.9% 

(1.35% of total to 1.27% of total*). 

*  Crash totals compared are five-year totals to June 2017 and June 2018. 

This data indicates that the significant investment in road safety projects is reducing 

crashes and reducing the severity of crashes that will inevitably occur due to driver 

error.  This is supported by data from specific sites where road safety projects have 

been completed.  For example, there hasn’t been a crash reported at the Middle 

Road and Stony Rise Road roundabout since construction was completed in 2015, 

compared with 30 reported in the five years before construction. 

• Action 3:  Work is complete on the Freight and Heavy Plan.  This plan highlights the 

importance of heavy vehicle movements to the local economy and identifies key 

routes for these vehicles.  The plan aligns with the work completed with the National 

Heavy Vehicle Regulator (NHVR) and the Department of State Growth to provide 

appropriate access to the local road network.  Access has been granted under legal 

notices to avoid the NHVR permit process where possible.  Networks for oversize and 

over mass vehicles, b-doubles, high mass limit vehicles and cranes have been 

expanded following an assessment of key transport assets including bridges. 
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• Action 7:  Middle Road interchange.  Council completed construction of ramp 

widening on behalf the Department of State Growth who funded the works as an 

interim measure to reduce queue lengths on the ramp.  Regular traffic counts are 

undertaken at the site to monitor volumes and to assist in the development of long 

term improvements. 

 

Middle Road west bound off ramp widening under construction (October 2017) 

• Action 8.2:  Wright Street and Norton Way.  An assessment was made of different 

options for the layout of the intersection of Wright Street and Norton Way, East 

Devonport.  The assessment found that the existing layout was the best option and an 

asset renewal project was completed in May 2017. 

 

Wright Street at Norton Way 
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• Action 8.4:  A report into traffic, parking and pedestrian movement in the Mersey Bluff 

precinct has been delivered and the high priority actions will be completed in 2018-19 

utilising the $200,000 budget allocation. 

• Action 8.6:  Work at the intersection of Tarleton Street and Wright Street, East 

Devonport was completed in June 2018.  This project delivered a road safety benefit 

and an efficiency benefit. 

 

Intersection of Tarleton Street and Wright Street 

• Action 8.8:  Council are working with the Department of State Growth to improve 

traffic management and road safety in Watkinson Street near Don College.  The 

project is programmed to be completed before the new bus routes commence in 

January 2019, with the Department of State Growth funding the construction works. 

• Action 10:  Identify and pursue grant funding.  A total of $231,000 of grant funding was 

allocated to road safety projects in 2017/2018 including: 

o Oldaker and Ronald Street Black Spot Project ($140,000) 

o Forbes Street pedestrian facilities ($48,000) 

o Forth Road pedestrian facilities ($43,000) 

 

Forth Road project nearing completion (June 2018) 
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A number of grant submissions are planned for 2018/2019. 

The outstanding actions that are still relevant will be undertaken prior to the next review of 

the Strategy scheduled for 2019. 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
No community engagement has been undertaken in the preparation of this report.  

However, consultation with relevant stakeholders is undertaken as part of the investigation 

of road network issues and the implementation of projects when appropriate. 

Multiple requests and enquiries regarding management of the road network are received 

by Council.  Each request is responded to based on its merits using the Strategy as a guide. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
There are no financial implications resulting from this report. 

RISK IMPLICATIONS 
Implementation of the Strategy action plan will ensure that the road network meets the 

requirements of the community into the future. 

CONCLUSION 
Progress has been made to implement the actions listed in the Devonport City Council Road 

Network Strategy since its adoption in April 2015. 

ATTACHMENTS 

⇩1. Road Network Strategy 2016 - Year 3 Status  

  

 

RECOMMENDATION 

That it be recommended to Council that the report of the City Engineer be received and 

that the status of actions listed in the Road Network Strategy 2016 be noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Author: Michael Williams 

Position: City Engineer 

Endorsed By: Matthew Atkins  

Position: Deputy General Manager  
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ROAD NETWORK STRATEGY 2016 – YEAR 3 STATUS 

Definitions: 

IW&D – Infrastructure, Works and Development 

Timeframes  

OG Ongoing – day to day tasks which are budgeted for annually  

ST Short Term – 1 to 2 years, MT Medium Term – 2 to 5 years, LT Long Term – 5 to 15 years  

Resources required  

A-OPEX -Annual Operational Expenditure – staffing or operational resource allocated as part of the annual plan  

F-OPEX -Future Operational Expenditure – identified increased requirements for future consideration in annual allocation  

F-CAPEX –Future Capital Expenditure – identified infrastructure requirements  

No. Action Resources Responsibility Timeframe Status 

1 Monitor crash data quarterly.  

Investigate and develop solutions for 

high crash locations. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

OG Ongoing –total crashes have 

reduced by 1.5%, casualty crashes 

have reduced by 3.9% in last year. 

2 Collect and monitor traffic volumes 

and intersection turning counts.  

Investigate and develop solutions. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

OG Ongoing - data being collected in 

accordance with program - approx-

imately 25 locations per year. 

3 Develop Council’s Freight and Heavy 

Vehicle Plan. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

ST Complete – internal document 

developed.  Key points to be 

incorporated into next strategy 

review. 

4 Develop Council’s Public Transport 

Plan. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

(with 

Community 

Services) 

ST Underway – development on hold 

pending outcome of bus route 

review by State Government. 

5 Review ring road signage and imple-

ment clear consistent signage scheme. 

F-CAPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

ST Complete – installation work 

completed in 2016. 

6 Facilitate construction works 

associated with future fringe ring road. 

F-CAPEX IW&D LT Yet to commence. Dependent on 

major development. 
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7 Continue to monitor traffic volumes at 

Middle Road interchange.  Work with 

Department of State Growth to 

investigate and develop solutions. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

MT Ongoing – ramp widening 

completed in 2017.  Traffic 

volumes monitored annually. 

8.1 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement at 

the Don Road intersections with 

Watkinson Street and Hillcrest Road. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

ST Complete – construction work 

completed in 2015. 

8.2 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement at 

Wright Street and Norton Way. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

ST Complete – construction work 

completed in 2017. 

8.3 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement at 

the Formby Road intersection with 

Elizabeth Street. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

MT Complete – no action 

recommended. 

Refer to IWC 08/16. 

8.4 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement at 

William Street and Bluff Road. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

MT Underway - road humps installed 

on William Street in 2016. 

Additional work proposed in 

Mersey Bluff Precinct Plan to be 

constructed in 2018-19. 

8.5 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement at 

the Stony Rise Road intersection with 

Mersey Road and Devonport Road. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

MT Yet to commence. 

8.6 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement at 

the Tarleton Street intersection with 

Wright Street. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

MT Complete – construction work 

and signal upgrade completed in 

2018. 

8.7 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement at 

the Mersey Road intersection with 

Kelcey Tier Road. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

MT Complete – construction work 

completed in 2016. 
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8.8 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement in 

Watkinson Street near Don College. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

MT Underway – work in conjunction 

with bus route review by State 

Government. Implementation 

scheduled for 2018. 

8.9 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement at 

the Steele Street intersection with 

Forbes Street. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

MT Complete – no action 

recommended.  Refer to 

IWC13/17. 

8.10 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement at 

the Mersey Road intersection with 

Sheffield Road. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

LT Unlikely to progress as both roads 

are managed by State 

Government. 

8.11 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement at 

Spreyton Primary School. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

LT Yet to commence. 

8.12 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement at 

the William Street intersection with 

Middle Road. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

LT Yet to commence. 

8.13 Investigate and develop improved 

traffic management arrangement on 

Stony Rise Road between the lawn 

cemetery and Tugrah Road. 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

LT Underway – investigation has 

commenced. 

9 Continue to undertake traffic 

management improvement projects 

as part of the capital works program, 

prioritizing projects in a consistent and 

transparent way in line with sound 

engineering principles 

A-CAPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

OG Ongoing – multiple projects in 

each year of forward capital 

works program. 

10 Identify and pursue grants and other 

external funding that may be avail-

able for projects that align with this 

strategy 

A-OPEX IW&D 

Engineering 

OG Ongoing - $231,000 of grant 

funding obtained for 3 projects in 

2017-18. 
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5.4 NORTH WEST COASTAL PATHWAY - PROJECT UPDATE   

File: 32188 D534933        

RELEVANCE TO COUNCIL’S PLANS & POLICIES 

Council’s Strategic Plan 2009-2030: 

Strategy 2.3.1 Provide and maintain roads, bridges, footpaths, bike paths and car 

parks to appropriate standards 
 

SUMMARY 
To provide an update on the North West Coastal Pathway project. 

BACKGROUND 
Cradle Coast Authority (CCA) completed the North West Coastal Pathway (NWCP) Plan in 

2010.  The NWCP Plan outlines indicative routes for 110km of path linking communities on 

the North West Coast.  It identifies links to be constructed from Devonport to Leith to the 

west, Port Sorell to the east and Latrobe to the south. 

In February 2016 Council considered a report outlining options for path routes between Leith 

and Don and resolved that the preferred route included a new bridge over the Don River, 

then via Don Heads Road, Waverley Road, a highway underpass near Waverley Road, then 

adjacent to the Western Line and the Bass Highway to an existing underpass at Leith (Min 

IWC 03/16 refers).  This alignment is shown in Figure 1 below. 

 

Figure 1 – path alignment - 2016 design 

In August 2017, Council agreed to contribute to the cost of a consultant to progress the 

project to a development ready stage.  Subsequently, CCA engaged Pitt & Sherry to 

undertake this work. 

Pitt & Sherry have completed development plans for three sections of the pathway: 

• Wivenhoe to Heybridge 

• Penguin to Ulverstone 

• Leith to Don 

The link between Devonport and Latrobe has not been considered as part of this project.  

However, a development plan for that section is likely to be delivered in coming months. 
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The three development plans have been provided to CCA and Councils have received the 

plans relevant to their areas. 

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS  
Section 11 of the Roads and Jetties Act 1935 describes the delineation of maintenance 

responsibilities between State and Local Governments on State roads. 

“11. Maintenance of State highways, &c., in cities, &c. 

Where in a city, town or village there is a footpath on one side or both of a State 

highway or subsidiary road – 

(a) the Minister is required to maintain and reconstruct – 

(i) the carriageways and the surface lying between them, in the case of 

2 paved carriageways divided by a median strip; 

(ii) the carriageway and the overtaking lane, in the case of a single 

paved carriageway incorporating an overtaking lane; 

(iii) a paved carriageway not exceeding 7·4 metres in width, in the case 

of a single undivided paved carriageway; 

(iv) a paved carriageway not exceeding 4·3 metres in width, in the case 

of a carriageway providing a traffic lane to a traffic interchange; and 

(v) the culverts and bridges over which the State highway or subsidiary 

road runs; and 

(b) the remainder of the State highway or subsidiary road, including drainage 

and shoulders but not culverts and bridges, shall be maintained and 

reconstructed by the local authority.” 

Importantly this is only stated to apply in a city, town or village. 

DISCUSSION 
The objectives of the development plan are: 

• To summarise the preferred route alignment as agreed with Councils 

• To outline the key engineering challenges of the concept design 

• To highlight any potential environmental or geoscientific challenges 

• To summarise preliminary feedback from key stakeholders 

• To provide a budget cost estimate for the works 

• To outline the next steps to progress the project to construction stage 

The development plan considered the alignment endorsed by Council in 2016 but proposes 

some changes for various technical, safety and user amenity reasons. 

From the East, the route is the same, as the plan proposes a new bridge over the Don River, 

then following Don Heads Road and Waverley Road to reach the Bass Highway.  The path 

then utilises an existing stock underpass to travel under the Bass Highway, then travelling on 

the west side of the Bass Highway until also reaching the southern side of the western (rail) 

line as described in the alignment endorsed in 2016. 

However, from this point, the development plan recommends constructing a new 

underpass beneath the western (rail) line, with the path then travelling to a viewing area 

before heading downhill toward Lillico straight and being parallel to the Bass Highway until 

Lillico Road.  The plan identifies that the alignment adjacent to the railway would technically 

be problematic due to steep embankments and landslip issues.  Additionally, the viewing 

area may become one of the features of the route.  A comparison of the two alignments 

for this section is shown in Figure 2. 
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Figure 2 – path alignment – East of Lillico Road 

The alignment then reverts to being parallel with the Western line, via a short section of 

pathway adjacent to Lillico Road. 

 

Figure 3 – path alignment – Lillico Road 
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At the Western end of Lillico Straight the development plan alignment deviates again from 

the alignment endorsed in 2016.  The development plan proposes an alignment which is 

constructed part way up the Leith headland, several metres above the level of the Bass 

Highway.  This provides separation from the Bass Highway traffic and offers an excellent 

view of the local area but does present some construction challenges.  However, this 

section is within the Central Coast Council municipal area and finalisation of the route is a 

decision for that Council. 

The development plan describes the stakeholder consultation undertaken, identifies some 

key risks to the project and provides cost estimates which are summarised in the relevant 

sections of this report below. 

The development plan also describes the next steps for the project which include: 

• Development of a funding model for the project 

• Further stakeholder consultation to reach written agreement 

• Environmental assessments as required 

• Detailed design 

• Third party approvals and work permits 

• Procurement 

• Construction 

The development plan implies that these steps are to be considered by Council and CCA 

and that budget allocations are required to complete these steps. 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
The development plan includes consultation with key stakeholders including: 

• Department of State Growth 

• TasRail 

• Crown Land Services & DPIPWE 

• Parks & Wildlife Service  

• Adjacent Private Landowners  

• Lobby groups and project supporters 

• Council officers 

Details of the consultation are available in the attached plan. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
The development plan includes a review of the cost estimate for the path.  The estimated 

cost of the development plan alignment is $4,150,000 of which around $400,000 is for work 

outside the Devonport City Council municipal boundary.  Therefore, the total cost for the 

path within Devonport City Council municipal boundary is $3,750,000.  This is higher than the 

2016 estimate, but similar to estimates of the previous NWCP alignment. 

The notable items in the development plan estimate are: 

• $1,560,000 for new path 

• $870,000 for a new bridge over the Don River 

• $570,000 for a new underpass under the rail line 

• $285,000 for earthworks 

• $200,000 for the spur to the Lillico penguin viewing area 

• $100,000 for works associated with the existing highway underpass near Waverley 

Road 

• $75,000 for fencing of various types 

• $38,000 for a viewing area and shelter at the Eastern end of Lillico Straight 
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There is no allowance for the construction of the coastal pathway in Council’s forward 

capital works program.  Some funds have been allocated to projects with scope yet to be 

determined from 2019-20 onwards but are well below the $3,750,000 required to deliver 

Devonport’s section of the coastal pathway. 

There have been some recent funding announcements regarding the coastal pathway 

from State and Federal Governments and Opposition parties.  However, there is no funding 

guaranteed for the section between Leith and Don. 

Based on Council’s average maintenance expenditure on transport assets, the pathway 

from Don to Council’s Western boundary will cost $55,000 annually.  This doesn’t include the 

potential increase in maintenance in the Bass Highway road reserve described later in this 

report and doesn’t include any additional or specialised plant that may be required for the 

maintenance workload.  It should also be noted that the expected level of service for these 

assets will be high and that they are relatively remote from most of Council’s other high-

profile areas. 

Depreciation is expected to increase by around $50,000 annually as all assets are new and 

are expected to last between 20 and 100 years. 

RISK IMPLICATIONS 
Some risks to the project have already been controlled as part of the development plan, 

notably: 

• The significant geotechnical risk identified on the route endorsed in 2016 have been 

controlled by changing the alignment. 

• Most environmental risks to the project have been identified as low risk based on the 

outcomes of the desktop study in the development plan. 

• Approval of the design of sections of the path in the Bass Highway reserve are required 

from the Department of State Growth.  This should be achievable based on the current 

route. 

• Some of the major risks associated with stakeholders have been reduced by the 

consultation completed to date.  However, specific higher risks are described below. 

The key risks to the project identified in the plan are: 

• The utilisation of the existing railway level crossing on Lillico Road for the pathway is 

subject to the outcome of a risk assessment to be conducted by Tasrail and other 

relevant parties.  If the outcome of this risk assessment was that a level crossing was 

unsuitable, then a grade separated crossing would be required at significant 

additional cost. 

• The development plan identifies that Council’s Planners have not been engaged and 

that Planning Scheme requirements may be a risk to elements of the project.  

Subsequently, Council planners have reviewed the development plan and whilst a 

discretionary planning permit will be required, it is likely that the applicable 

development standards can be satisfied, and a positive recommendation can be 

attached to the development application. 

• The environmental risks to the project, including threatened flora and fauna will require 

additional assessment and approvals from State and Federal Governments.  This has 

the potential to delay the project as this process can be long. 

• Initial discussions with the property who uses the stock crossings under the Bass 

Highway have been positive, suggesting that an agreement could be reached to use 
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the underpasses as part of the route.  However, if an agreement cannot be reached, 

there would be significant changes required to the route, which would result in a major 

cost increase. 

• The Department of State Growth have indicated that using the two existing stock 

underpasses would be acceptable, provided agreement can be reached with the 

adjacent property owner.  Failure to gain access to these underpasses would require 

significant changes to the route, which would result in a major cost increase. 

• The issue of transfer of maintenance responsibility of part of the Bass Highway road 

reserve to Council is a major risk for Council.  The advice from the Department of State 

Growth appears to be at odds with the Roads and Jetties Act 1935, in that paths 

outside a city, town or village do not result in a transfer of maintenance responsibility 

to the local authority.  This issue would need to be resolved before progressing with the 

project as the ongoing operational costs to Council would be significant. 

Other risks to Council: 

• As described in the financial implications section of this report, there are insufficient 

allocations in Council’s forward capital works program for the project and there is no 

guaranteed external funding at the time of this report.  Unless external funding is 

secured, a major re-allocation of funding in Council’s forward capital works program 

would be required to deliver this project, likely at the expense of other projects. 

• The section of coastal pathway from Leith to Don includes sections within both 

Devonport and Central Coast municipal areas.  Therefore, cooperation and 

coordination between the two Councils is required to successfully deliver the project.  

If the two Councils don’t prioritise the project in the same way or would prefer to deliver 

the project at different times, then delivery of the project becomes more difficult.  This 

risk is conceivable as Central Coast Council have received a development plan for 

the Penguin to Ulverstone section which is entirely within their municipality and a 

project that Council may prefer to pursue as a priority. 

• The development plan estimate includes a contingency of 15%, or around $500,000.  

This is likely to be suitable to deliver the project.  However, any major variations to the 

scope of the project or other unforeseen issues create a risk that the estimated project 

cost could be exceeded. 

• The construction of this section of coastal pathway requires an increase in Council’s 

operational budget of around $105,000 annually to fund maintenance and 

depreciation.  This is a significant increase that would have to be considered before 

the project proceeded. 

• Whilst Council has only received the development plan for the Leith to Don section of 

the Coastal Pathway, two other plans have been delivered to CCA and relevant 

Councils.  No assessment has been made on prioritising the construction of each 

section of the pathway.  However, it would appear the Leith to Don section is not the 

priority.  This means that CCA or Council will be unlikely to attract external funding for 

the project until other sections have been constructed, potentially delaying the start 

of work by an extended period. 

CONCLUSION 
The development plan is a significant step forward for the Coastal Pathway.  A more 

detailed assessment of the route has been completed with some changes made to ensure 

constructability.  Initial stakeholder consultation was positive, but more work is required to 

reach agreements with a number of other entities.  The estimated cost of the pathway 
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between Leith and Don is now $4,150,000, with $3,750,000 of that for work within the 

Devonport City Council municipal area.  There are still several risks that have the potential 

to prevent the project progressing.  The most notable issue is a lack of committed funding 

for the project.  Determining the funding model for the project is a key next step to delivering 

the project. 

ATTACHMENTS 

⇩1. North West Coastal Pathway Development Plan - Don to Leith Rev00  

  

 

RECOMMENDATION 

That it be recommended to Council that the report of the City Engineer on the status of 

the North West Coastal Pathway be noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Author: Michael Williams 

Position: City Engineer 

Endorsed By: Matthew Atkins  

Position: Deputy General Manager  
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5.5 TRANSPORT ASSET MANAGEMENT PLAN   

File: 31707 D538435        

RELEVANCE TO COUNCIL’S PLANS & POLICIES 

Council’s Strategic Plan 2009-2030: 

Strategy 2.3.5 Develop and maintain long term Strategic Asset Management Plans 

and Capital Improvement Program 
 

SUMMARY 
To present the Transport Asset Management Plan 2017 (TAMP) to Council for adoption. 

BACKGROUND 
Asset management planning is a comprehensive process to ensure delivery of services from 

infrastructure is provided in a financially sustainable manner. 

Council’s transport infrastructure assets have a combined replacement value of $285M with 

an annual depreciation cost of over $3.7M.  Transport assets represent approximately 41% 

of total Council assets. 

Council originally adopted service & asset management plans in December 2010.  The 

current version of the Transport Service & Asset Management Plan was last revised in 

November 2011. 

Council determined at its meeting on 25 June 2018 (Min No 115/18 refers) to endorse the 

draft TAMP for a 30 day consultation period.  This is now concluded and the TAMP is 

presented for adoption. 

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS  
Section 70B of the Local Government Act 1993 relates to Council’s requirement to have 

long term strategic asset management plans for major asset classes. 

Local Government (Content of Plans and Strategies) Order 2014 specifies the matters that 

are required to be included in strategies under the Local Government Act 1993. 

DISCUSSION 
The TAMP has been developed utilising a template from the Institute of Public Works 

Engineering, Australia.  The TAMP has been prepared as a ‘core’ asset management plan 

over a 10-year period.  Core asset management is a ‘top-down’ approach where analysis 

is applied at the system or network level.  An ‘advanced’ asset management approach 

uses a ‘bottom up’ approach for gathering detailed asset information for individual assets.  

Council does not currently have systems in place to progress to an ‘advanced’ asset 

management approach. 

The TAMP details 12 actions required for the management of transport assets (and services 

provided from these assets), compliance with regulatory requirements, and funding 

needed to provide the required levels of service over a 10 year planning period. 

It is intended that the TAMP will be reviewed annually during the annual budget planning 

process and amended to show any material changes in service levels and/or resources 

available to provide those services as a result of budget decisions.  A status update report 

on the progress of the actions from the improvement plan will be reported to Council 

annually. 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
Invitation to comment on the draft Strategy was provided to the public through Council’s 

on-line engagement portal, Speak Up Devonport, from 26 June to 26 July inclusive.  One 

submission was received.  The unedited comment with Council officer response is detailed 

below. 

Comment Response 

Firstly the plan should represent best value 

for money not lowest lifecycle cost.  Call 

me if you cannot understand the 

difference and I will explain. 

The Asset Management Plan has been prepared in 

accordance with national asset management 

standards through the Institute of Public Works 

Engineering, Australia. Best value for money is 

achieved through managing assets in a 

financially sustainable manner.  

Invitation to comment on the draft Strategy was also provided through Council’s Facebook 

page and a media release. No further submissions were received. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
Ideally the TAMP informs the forward works program and in turn the Long Term Financial 

Plan.  Any shortfall in funding from the required expenditure identified in the TAMP, increases 

the risk of assets not delivering the full service potential defined in the TAMP.  The 2018 Long 

Term Financial Plan includes capital and operational expenditure on transport assets in 

excess of that identified in the TAMP. 

Future revisions of the TAMP will improve the connection between the documents and align 

future renewal and upgrade requirements with budget allocations. 

The actions detailed in the TAMP will need to be funded in future operational budgets from 

existing resources.  Any additional resources required to be funded will be considered on 

an annual basis as part of Council’s budgetary process. 

RISK IMPLICATIONS 
Section 6 of the TAMP details the identified critical risks associated with the transport assets.  

Future versions of the TAMP will consider undertaking risk assessments at an asset class level 

and measuring infrastructure resilience. 

Failure to adequately fund the renewal of existing assets may impact on the level of service 

delivered to the community into the future. 

CONCLUSION 
Asset management plans are important strategic planning documents which assist Council 

to manage community services and assets and focus on long term sustainability.   

The  draft Transport Asset Management Plan was released for a 30 day consultation period. 

Only one submission was received. No changes were made to the Plan as a result of the 

consultation. 

ATTACHMENTS 

⇩1. Asset Management Plan - Transport - 2017-2022  
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RECOMMENDATION 

That it be recommended to Council that in relation to the Transport Asset Management 

Plan 2017: 

a) it be noted that no modifications to the original document have been made as a 

result of community feedback; and 

b) the Plan be adopted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Author: Kylie Lunson 

Position: Infrastructure & Works Manager 

Endorsed By: Matthew Atkins  

Position: Deputy General Manager  
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6.0 INFRASTRUCTURE AND WORKS BI-MONTHLY UPDATE 

6.1 DEVELOPMENT AND HEALTH SERVICES REPORT   

File: 29543 D533000        

RELEVANCE TO COUNCIL’S PLANS & POLICIES 

Council’s Strategic Plan 2009-2030: 

Strategy 5.4.1 Provide timely, efficient, consistent and quality services which are 

aligned with and meet our customers needs 
 

SUMMARY 
This report provides a summary of the activities undertaken by the Development and Health 

Services Department for the months of June and July 2018. 

BACKGROUND 
This report is provided to the bi-monthly Infrastructure, Works and Development Committee 

meeting to summarise the activities of the Development and Health Services Department 

in the preceding two months. 

The Council functions undertaken by the Department are: 

• Planning; 

• Building and Plumbing Services; 

• Environmental Health; 

• Animal Control; and 

• Risk and Regulatory Compliance Services. 

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS  
In carrying out its activities, the Development and Health Services Department is required 

to ensure compliance with a substantial amount of legislation and regulation.  The principal 

legislation administered by the Department includes the: 

• Local Government Act 1993 

• Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 

• Building Act 2016 

• Building Regulations 2016 

• Public Health Act 1997 

• Food Act 2003 

• Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 

• Dog Control Act 2000 

• Devonport Interim Planning Scheme 2013 

• Work Health and Safety Act 2012 

DISCUSSION 

1. State Planning Scheme/Local Provisions Schedules 

Council has made some progress with the preparation of the mandatory Local 

Provisions Schedules (LPS’s).  A number of workshops with the Planning Authority have 

clarified the desired position for some of the incompatible zonings forced on Council 

by the declaration of the Interim Planning Scheme in 2013. 

http://www.thelaw.tas.gov.au/tocview/index.w3p;cond=;doc_id=44%2B%2B1994%2BAT%40EN%2B20140715080000;histon=;prompt=;rec=;term=
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Real progress towards finalising the LPS, however, continues to be hampered by 

matters beyond Council’s control.  They include, but are not limited to, the following 

matters: 

• Mapping 

The State is responsible for providing definitive mapping across all municipal 

areas to support the requirements of the various Codes that attach to the new 

Tasmanian Planning Scheme.  In particular, Council requires definitive mapping 

of areas that are deemed to be bushfire prone, or subject to flooding, coastal 

inundation or landslip. 

To date, although those maps have been provided, they do not seem to be 

totally accurate.  The options for Council are to accept what it has been given 

which may cause issues with planning assessments when the State Scheme is 

finally declared or to conduct “ground truthing” exercises to ensure the maps 

are correct.  Council does not have the in-house expertise to conduct such an 

exercise and no help has been forthcoming from the State. 

• Formatting and Consistency 

Some time ago the State Planning Policy Division indicated that its officers would 

be conducting discussion sessions with the Cradle Coast Councils to ensure that 

the policy directions grounding the State Scheme were reflected in the LPS’s.  This 

has not happened, and it has been increasingly difficult to get any response from 

that Division. 

In terms of formatting it has become obvious that without any formal guidance 

from the Tasmanian Planning Commission (TPC) there will inevitably be different 

approaches to how a LPS is formatted.  This would appear to defeat the stated 

purpose of the Sate Planning Scheme which was for uniformity and consistency.  

The TPC has agreed to meet with the Cradle Coast Planners Reference Group to 

“discuss issues” about LPS development. 

2. Building Act Amendments 

The State has released a package of draft amendments to the Building Act 2016 (the 

Act) and other legislation and has requested comments on any matters that raise 

concerns. 

The Building Legislation (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill 2018 amends the following six 

items of legislation: 

➢ The Building Act 2016 

➢ The Occupational Licensing Act 2005 

➢ The Building Regulations 2016  

➢ The Occupational Licensing (Building Services Work) Regulations 2016 

➢ The Residential Building Work Contracts and Dispute Resolution Regulations 2016 

➢ The Urban Drainage (General) Regulations 2016 

The suggested amendments appear a reasonable step to clarify some matters that 

were considered ambiguous or incorrect when the new package of building and 

licensing legislation came into effect on 1 January 2017. 

Of particular benefit for this and other Councils is that the amendments include 

clarification of when building and plumbing permits issued under previous legislation 
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actually expire.  It creates a window for such permits to be extended if written 

application is made before 1 January 2019. 

Council has added this information, and a link to the Fact Sheet, on its website under 

the building and plumbing information sections.  A copy is attached. 

A copy of the explanatory legislative amendments Fact Sheet is also in the 

attachments. 

3. Statistical Report for End of Financial Year 2018 

Planning 

A total of 198 planning applications were recorded to the end of June 2018.  This is a 

slight increase over the 187 received in the previous financial year. 

67 of the applications received were for permitted uses while the remaining 131 were 

assessed against discretionary elements of the Planning Scheme. 

113 of the applications were for residential use, 42 were for commercial or residential 

works and the remaining 43 involved applications for subdivisions or small 

developments such as garages or sheds that triggered a discretionary assessment 

because of such issues as a request to relax boundary clearances. 
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Building 

117 building permit applications and 122 “notifiable works” notices were received to 

the end of June.  This total of 239 applications exceeds the 224 from the previous 

financial year. 

The nominal value of the works as notified in the building applications received was in 

excess of $104 million.  This is far in excess of the $72 million from the previous financial 

year.  Much of this, however, can be attributed to major projects such as Living City, 

the expansion of the Costa facility and the demolition of the old hospital. 

Plumbing 

62 plumbing permit applications were received to the end of June and there were 133 

notices of “notifiable” plumbing works.  This was increased by a further 24 permit 

applications for on-site wastewater plants. 

The combined total of 219 applications is below the 241 total for the previous financial 

year. 
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Environmental Health 

A total of 359 food premises inspections were conducted during 2017/18.  Eleven of 

those inspections resulted in the service of an improvement notice under the provisions 

of the Food Act 2003.  Nine infringement notices were issued for breaches of the Act. 

24 new Food Premises permits were issued, and a further 105 temporary Food Premises 

requests were approved.  The majority of the temporary permits were associated with 

the 20 “Event” permits issued by Council. 

Eighty food complaints were received to the end of June and have been investigated.  

Some of these investigations resulted in the issue of improvement notices and/or 

infringement notices.  The remainder were resolved satisfactorily. 

The schools’ immunisation program for the calendar year was commenced in March 

and will continue during the year in accordance with the mandatory program set by 

the Director of Public Health.  During the financial year 2017/18, 1,436 immunisations 

were administered at schools in the program. 
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Animal Control 

At the end of the financial year Council records showed 4,059 dogs registered in 

Devonport City. 

Of continuing concern is that 681 dog complaints were received in the financial year.  

This is an average of 56 complaints per month and continues the trend despite Council 

implementing a website program for responsible dog ownership. 

During the year Council investigated 45 dog attacks and 145 dogs were impounded. 

 
  



 PAGE 272   
 

Report to Infrastructure Works and Development Committee meeting on 13 August 2018 

ITEM 6.1 

Risk and Compliance 
June 2018 

 
Number of Reported Incidents 

Number of Reported 
Incidents Internal Number of Reported Incidents External 

10 2 

Incident Type Internal 

Personal 
Injury 

Personal 
Threat 

Motor 
Vehicle 

Near Hit Hazard 
Report 
Only 

Property 
Damage 

Stolen 
Property 

0 0 2 1 1 0 5 1 

Property Damage – bollards and chevron hoops hit by public vehicles 
Motor vehicle – vehicle hit post, leaking radiator 
Hazard – out of service tag removed 
Stolen property – batteries stolen from two trucks at Works Depot 

Incident Type External 

Personal Injury Property Damage Motor Vehicle 

1 0 1 

Personal injury – bumped head on ship case at BSMC 
Motor vehicle – damage to tyres caused by driving through pot holes in road 

Insurance Claim (Internal) 

Potential Claims 6 
Potential Claim Costs $2,960 

Actual Claims 6 
Actual Claim Costs $2,960 

Insurance Claim (External) 

Potential Claim 1 
Potential Claim Costs $600 
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Actual Claims 0 

Actual Claim Costs $0 

4. Statistical Report for July 2018 

It is difficult to identify any real trends in the first month of activity in the new financial 

year.  It is noted, however, that building permits and notifiable works totalled twenty-

three, well in advance of the nine for the corresponding month last year. 

Similarly, plumbing permits and notifiable works totalled twenty-four as against the two 

recorded in July 2017. 

Twenty-two planning applications were also received which together with building 

and plumbing applications confirms that development activity remains strong in the 

municipality. 

Planning 
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Building/Plumbing 
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Environmental Health 
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Animal Control 

 

5. Risk and Compliance 

July – 2018 

 

Number of Reported Incidents 

Number of Reported 

Incidents Internal 
Number of Reported Incidents External 

8 1 

Incident Type Internal 

Personal 

Injury 
Personal 

Threat 
Motor 

Vehicle 
Near Hit Hazard 

Report 

Only 
Property 

Damage 
Stolen 

Property 

3 0 0 3 0 0 2 0 

Personal Injury – metal in eye, back strain and jammed finger 

Property Damage – Garbage truck backed over Telstra pit lid and toilet rolls set on 

fire in Formby Road car park 

Near Hit – chainsaw knicked chaps, air conditioning cover fell and almost hit 

employee x 2. 
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Incident Type External 

Personal Injury Property Damage Motor Vehicle 

1 0 0 

Personal injury – Trip and fall over loose cover on Telstra pit 

Insurance Claim (Internal) 

Potential Claims 1 

Potential Claim Costs $1,500 

Actual Claims 1 

Actual Claim Costs $1,500 

Insurance Claim (External) 

Potential Claim 1 

Potential Claim Costs $1,000 

Actual Claims 0 

Actual Claim Costs $0 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
The information provided above details any issues relating to community engagement. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
Any financial implications arising out of this report will be reported separately to Council. 

RISK IMPLICATIONS 
There are no specific risk implications as a result of this report. 

CONCLUSION 
This report is provided for information purposes only about the activities of the Development 

and Health Services Department in June and July 2018. 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

⇩1. Building Act Amendments Fact Sheet  

⇩2. Fact Sheet Expiry of Permits  

  

 

RECOMMENDATION 

That it be recommended to Council that the Development and Health Services Report 

be received and noted.  

 

 

 

 

Author: Brian May 

Position: Development Manager 

Endorsed By: Matthew Atkins  

Position: Deputy General Manager  
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6.2 INFRASTRUCTURE AND WORKS REPORT   

File: 29528 D533281        

RELEVANCE TO COUNCIL’S PLANS & POLICIES 

Council’s Strategic Plan 2009-2030: 

Strategy 5.4.1 Provide timely, efficient, consistent and quality services which are 

aligned with and meet our customers needs 
 

 SUMMARY 
This report provides a summary of the activities undertaken by the Infrastructure and Works 

Department during the months of June and July 2018. 

BACKGROUND 
The report is provided to the Infrastructure, Works and Development Committee and aims 

to update Aldermen and the community on matters of interest.  The functional areas of 

Council covered by this report are: 

• Asset Management Program (forward planning and maintenance) 

• Capital Works 

• Roads, Footpaths and Cycleways 

• Streetscape Design (incl lighting, signs, furniture, vegetation) 

• Stormwater Management 

• Traffic Management 

• Waste Management 

• Recreation Reserves (incl playgrounds, parks and gardens) 

• Sporting Grounds and Facilities 

• Tracks and Trails 

• Public Buildings (incl public halls, toilets) 

• Marine Structures (incl jetties, boat ramps) 

• Recreation and open space planning 

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS 
Council is required to comply with the provisions of the Local Government Act 1993 and 

other relevant legislation. 

DISCUSSION 

1. 2017/2018 Capital Works Program 

1.1. The 2017/2018 Capital Works Program has been completed as anticipated, with 

most projects being finalised.  As previously reported to Council, a small number 

of projects were not undertaken for various reasons and some projects have 

been carried forward to the 2018/2019 financial year.  Details regarding progress 

of some projects is outlined below. 

• Formby Road/Best Street intersection – awaiting finalisation of LIVING CITY 

hotel design; 

• Bishops and Squibbs Road projects – awaiting environmental approvals; 

• Pool Filter replacements – awaiting material delivery; 

• Plant replacements including garbage truck – awaiting delivery; 
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• East Devonport toilet block – delay with design commencement due to 

timing of Council decision. 

1.2. East Devonport fitness equipment - the installation of fitness equipment in East 

Devonport is now complete.  The equipment features 15 stations that cater for 

all fitness levels, which was a key message received from stakeholders.  

Community programs to introduce potential users to the equipment will 

commence in coming months. 

 

1.3. Southern Rooke Street renewal - a contractor has now been engaged for the 

construction of the project.  Work in an isolated area on the east side of the street 

is scheduled to start in late August to coincide with a planned shutdown of the 

adjacent business.  The main portion of the work is scheduled to commence in 

January 2019. 

1.4. Forth Road pedestrian link - the Forth Road pedestrian link is now complete.  Work 

to construct a new path from the crossing to the Don Memorial Hall is underway. 
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1.5. Rural road route signs - work to install rural road route signs is complete.  Signs 

were installed at most rural intersections to assist drivers who are unfamiliar with 

the rural road network. 

 

1.6. Victoria Parade Boat Ramp - work to widen the entry lane to the boat ramp area 

is complete.  The ramp was widened to increase the area available for preparing 

a boat for launch.  This has removed a bottleneck on the site that had caused 

frustration for users.  The cost of this work was accommodated within the 

approved budget for this project. 

 

2. 2018-19 Capital Works Program 

2.1. Several projects have progressed to the design phase and are scheduled to be 

constructed in the coming months including: 

• Victoria Parade (Cenotaph) car park improvements 

• Victoria Parade path renewal, north of boat ramp 

• Victoria Parade path lighting, north of George Street 

• Coles Beach/Back Beach pedestrian links 
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• Don Reserve bank stabilisation 

• Replacement of variable message board 

2.2. External funding has been confirmed for the Black Spot project to construct a 

new roundabout at the intersection of Ronald Street and Parker Street.  This 

$270,000 grant will enable construction to proceed in 2019. 

2.3. Applications are open for the 2019-20 Black Spot Program.  Candidate projects 

that address a demonstrated road safety issue will be submitted for 

consideration. 

3. Management 

3.1. The following table is a summary of the action requests for the Infrastructure and 

Works Department: 

Balance of Action Requests as at 1/6/2018 583 

Number of Action Requests created in June & July 419 

Number of Action Requests completed in June & July 381 

Balance of Action Requests as at 31/7/2018 621 

3.2. The following graph details the breakdown of the action requests completed 

during June and July: 

 

4. Technical and Engineering 

4.1. The Department of State Growth’s (DSG) review of the urban bus routes is 

ongoing.  Staff have been working with DSG and Don College to design 

improvements to Watkinson Street, including a new bus stop on the eastern side 

of the street opposite the College and pedestrian safety improvements.  DSG 

have committed to fund the project which is essential for the new routes. 

Other road network changes have been agreed, including the construction of 

left slip lane at the intersection Best Street and Formby Road and the change in 

priority of the intersection of Ronald Street and James Street.  These works will be 

progressed within Council’s 2018-19 Capital Works Program. 

4.2. A development plan for the Don to Leith section of the Coastal Pathway has 

been received.  The development plan has progressed the design and 

consultation for this section of pathway to a point where the plan could be used 
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to attract external funding.  A separate report has been provided to Council 

summarising the progress made. 

4.3. Deflection testing of the pavement assets on Wright Street, Devonport Road and 

Sorell Street has been completed.  The data obtained is used to estimate the 

remaining life of the assets and determines whether a reseal is a suitable 

treatment. 

4.4. Work on updating Council’s Stormwater Asset Management Plan (AM Plan) is 

underway.  The current AM Plan was produced in 2011 and since then, 

considerable improvements have been made in the accuracy of asset data, the 

collection and analysis of condition data has improved, and the capacity of the 

catchment systems is better understood.  A revised plan will be presented to 

Council at a future meeting. 

4.5. The Mersey Bluff Precinct Pedestrian Parking and Traffic Study has been 

delivered.  The Study recommends that parking, path and signage 

improvements be made over the next four years.  A report has been provided to 

Council recommending that budget allocations be considered to undertake 

these projects. 

4.6. Asset management processes required for the end of financial year have been 

completed including a revaluation of all parks assets. 

4.7. The following is a summary of the projects capitalised in June. 

Number of projects capitalised in June and July 5 

Total value of capitalisations in June and July $0.52M 

Total value of Works in Progress (WIP) as at 31/7/2018 $68.5M* 

Number of projects awaiting capitalisation next month 14 

* includes $61.3M LIVING CITY costs yet to be capitalised 

4.8. Nine National Heavy Vehicle Regulator Assessments were completed in June 

and seven were assessed in July.  The following graph details the National Heavy 

Vehicle Regulator Assessments that have been issued this year compared to 

previous years: 

 

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

2018 3 6 8 2 9 9 7

Average 2015-2017 9 7 5 4 6 7 8 9 7 4 10 9
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4.9. The following graph details the Engineering Assessments for Development 

Applications that were completed last year compared to previous years: 

 

4.10. 23 Road Reserve Permits were issued in June, 7 permits were issued in July.  The 

following graph details the permits that were issued this year compared to 

previous years: 

 

  

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Pre Assessments 3 3 4 3 4 3 2 0 0 0 0 0

Planning Assessments 11 7 13 15 35 17 12 0 0 0 0 0

Subdivision Assessments 1 2 3 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

Building Assessments 6 6 5 7 15 6 7 0 0 0 0 0

average 2015-2017 21 38 32 35 31 34 31 32 31 40 29 38
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Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Taswater 3 3 1 2 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 0

NBN Co 1 2 2 2 5 5 2 0 0 0 0 0

Aurora/Telecommunication 1 2 4 4 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0

Tas Gas 10 4 2 4 5 4 1 0 0 0 0 0

Public 9 2 9 5 8 9 4 0 0 0 0 0

average 2015-2017 13 11 14 13 14 16 12 19 17 25 18 14
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4.11. 158 Dial Before You Dig requests were processed in June and 113 in July.  The 

following graph details the Dial Before You Dig requests that have been 

processed this year compared to previous years: 

 

4.12. 45 Section 337 Certificates were processed in June and 47 in July.  The following 

graph details the 337 Certificates that have been assessed by the Infrastructure 

and Works Department this calendar year compared to previous years: 

 

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

2018 137 132 116 131 151 158 113

2015-2017 average 87 109 136 113 175 142 129 139 120 101 141 94
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5. Operational Contracts 

5.1. The following table details the contracts managed within the Infrastructure and 

Works Department that have been extended this financial year: 

Contract  Contract 

Period 

Extension Options $ Value 

(Excluding 

GST) 

Contractor 

Contract - 

1276 Waste 

Transfer 

30/11/2017 

option 1+1 

The original contract signed in 

June 2014 was for a 36 month 

period and had an option for 

two 12 month extensions.  

Further to a review the option for 

the additional 12 months was 

accepted. 

$247,159 

per annum 

Veolia 

Environmental 

Services 

Tree 

Maintenance 

and Removal 

Services 

30/4/2018 

option 1+1 

The original contract signed in 

May 2017 was for a 12 month 

period and had an option for a 

further one year plus one year 

extension.  Further to a review 

the option for the additional 12 

months was accepted. 

Schedule of 

Rates 

A1 Trees 

Contract - 

1288 Security 

Patrol & 

Associated 

Services 

30/6/2015 

option 1+1 

The original contract signed in 

May 2015 was for a 24 month 

period and had an option for a 

further one year plus one year 

extension.  Further to a review 

the option for the additional 12 

months was accepted. 

$32,738 per 

annum 

JRB Protection  

Contract 1314 

Supply & 

Delivery of Pre-

mixed 

Concrete 

30/06/2018 

option 1+1 

The original contract signed in 

June 2017 was for a 12 month 

period and had an option for 

two 12 month extensions.  

Further to a review the option for 

the additional 12 months was 

accepted. 

Schedule of 

Rates 

Boral 

Construction 

Materials 

6. Civil Works and Stormwater Maintenance 

6.1. Maintenance in accordance with the Service Level Document, undertaken in 

June and July included: 

• Repairing of a major crack in Don Road, west of Hillcrest Road. 

• Footpath repairs in Newton Street, Frond Place and Jarrod Court. 

• Replacement of faded street blade signs. 

• Clearing debris and clearing stormwater outlets following storms in July. 
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6.2. In August and September, it is anticipated that civil works and stormwater 

maintenance works will include: 

• Various sections of footpath replacement identified from inspections. 

• Clearing a large open drain at East Devonport Recreation Centre. 

• Ongoing maintenance of a section of Arden Avenue where a spring has 

developed.  Note that some work has already been completed to address 

the groundwater, including installation of two subsoil drains.  However, the 

issue persists.  It is unlikely that the damaged section of road will be able to 

be resealed until later in the year when the water table lowers. 

• Repairs to the erosion of the Victoria Parade foreshore near George Street 

that was damaged during storms in July. 
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7. Parks and Reserves Maintenance 

7.1. Maintenance in accordance with the Service Level Document, undertaken in 

June and July included: 

• Maintenance and mowing of sports grounds, which has been difficult with 

over 100mm of rain recorded in the two months. 

• Clean up at Mersey Bluff and Victoria Parade following storms. 

• Planting of mulched bed on Formby Road, south of Bass Highway. 

7.2. In August and September, it is anticipated that parks and reserves maintenance 

works will include: 

• Replacement of street trees as identified in inspections. 

• Maintenance and mowing of sports grounds. 

7.3. Mersey Vale Memorial Cemetery interment figures for last year compared to 

previous years are as follows: 

 

8. Building and Facilities Maintenance 

8.1. Maintenance in accordance with the Service Level Document, undertaken in 

June and July included: 

• Replacement of external doors at Meercroft Park and Devonport Oval. 

• Assembly of new picnic tables ready for installation at Splash. 

• Install new stormwater line at 25 Forbes Street  

• Service assistance for North West Thunder basketball games 

8.2. In August and September, it is anticipated that building and facilities 

maintenance works will include: 

• Recoat Foyer Floor at Surf Club Foyer 

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Ash Interment - 2018 5 2 2 4 4 4 1

Burial -  2018 5 11 3 7 8 5 12

average 2015-2017 11 11 12 11 12 11 12 12 13 13 10 12
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• Assemble new Park Furniture 

• Stain Timber Handrails at Surf Club 

9. Waste Management Operations 

9.1. Waste Management Services were conducted in accordance with the Service 

Level Document during June and July.  Items of note include: 

• 1935 drums were processed for DrumMuster. 

9.2. The following graph details the volumes of waste and recycling from the 

domestic collection services and the total volume of waste to landfill from the 

Spreyton Waste Transfer Station: 

 

9.3. The following table details the monthly figures for the Spreyton Waste Transfer 

Station: 

Item May 

2018 

June 

2018 

July 

2018 

17/18 

Total 

16/17 

Total 

15/16 

Total 

Asbestos – large loads 0    

tonnes 

0    

tonnes 

1.36   

tonnes 

9.94 

tonnes 

11.02 

tonnes 

12.8 

tonnes 

Asbestos – small loads 11 m³ 11 m³ 18 m³ 191 m³ 205 m³ 218m³ 

Mattresses 71 94 66 828 695 500 

Vehicle Loads – up to 0.5m³ 510 423 409 5,117 4,859 7,958 

Vehicle Loads – 0.5m³ to 1.5m³ 1,148 1,030 1,026 11,724 13,985 12,492 

Vehicle Loads – 1.5m³ to 2m³ 396 485 269 6,380 6,422 6,548 

DCC Garbage Trucks (Domestic & 

Commercial Collection Services) 

886 

tonnes 

681 

tonnes 

665 

tonnes 

9,207 

tonnes 

9,192 

tonnes 

9,376 

tonnes 

Steel Recycling  84   

tonnes 

75  

tonnes 

90  

tonnes 

845 

tonnes 

897 

tonnes 

843 

tonnes 

e-Waste  0 tonnes 12 tonnes 0 tonnes 12 tonnes 0 tonnes 9.9 

tonnes 

Tyres 27 177 31 348 293 359 
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Total Waste to Landfill (tonnes) 1100

Domestic Recycling (tonnes) 123

Domestic Waste (tonnes) 555

Waste & Recycling Monthly Figures
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
The information provided above details any issues relating to community engagement. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
Any financial or budgetary implications relating to matters discussed in this report will be 

separately reported to Council. 

RISK IMPLICATIONS 
Any specific risk implications have been outlined in the discussion above.  Any specific issue 

that may result in any form of risk to Council is likely to be the subject of a separate report 

to Council. 

CONCLUSION 
This report is provided for information purposes only and to allow Council to be updated on 

activities undertaken by the Infrastructure and Works Department. 

ATTACHMENTS 

Nil  

 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

That it be recommended to Council that the Infrastructure and Works report be received 

and noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Author: Michael Williams 

Position: City Engineer 

Endorsed By: Matthew Atkins  

Position: Deputy General Manager  
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7.0 CLOSURE 
 

There being no further business the Chairman declared the meeting closed at        pm. 
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