
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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 Aberdeen Room, Level 2, 

paranaple centre, 137 Rooke Street, Devonport, on Monday 11 February 2019, 
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. 

 

 

Paul West 
GENERAL MANAGER 

 

6 February 2019 
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Agenda of a meeting of the Devonport City Council’s Infrastructure Works and 
Development Committee to be held in the Aberdeen Room, paranaple centre, 137 Rooke 

Street, Devonport on Monday 11, February 2019 commencing at 5:30pm.  

PRESENT 

 Present Apology 

Chairperson Cr L Perry   

 Cr G Enniss   

 Cr P Hollister   

 Cr A Jarman   

 Cr L Laycock   

 Cr L Murphy   

 

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 
The following apology was received for the meeting. 

Cr Hollister Leave of Absence 

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. 

  



 PAGE 3 
 
Infrastructure Works and Development Committee meeting Agenda 11 February 2019 

 

4.0 TENDERS 

In accordance with Section 22(1) of the Local Government Act 1993 Council has delegated 
powers to the Infrastructure and Works Committee to accept tenders for activities related 

to the functions of the Committee to the extent of the estimates for the current financial 
year (Min 198/15 refers). 

The following item is listed on the agenda for this meeting of the Infrastructure and Works 

Committee.  

4.1 Tender Report Contract CT0169 Formby & Best Street Intersection Improvements 

4.2 Tender Report Contract CT0233 Adelaide Street Kerb Renewal 

The following table details all tenders and contracts which have been entered into by 
Council above $100,000 for the 2018/2019 financial year. 

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 

Contract 1325 – Cash 

Collection Services 

September 

2018 – 

September 

2019 

+one+one+

one (4 year 

total) 

$64,300 

(Annual) 

Southern Cross 

Protection  

Council 

147/18 

29/8/2018 

Contract CT0219-01 – 

Supply, Delivery and 

Placement of Hotmix 

Asphalt 

October 

2018 – 

March 2019 

Not 

Applicable 

$266,050 Hardings Hotmix 

Pty Ltd 

Council 

165/18 

24/9/2018 

Contract CT0219-02 – 

Supply, Delivery and 

Placement of Bituminous 

Surfacing 

October 

2018 – 

March 2019 

Not 

Applicable 

$193,675 Hardings Hotmix 

Pty Ltd 

Council 

166/18 

24/9/2018 

LIVING CITY Waterfront 

Precinct detailed design 

services 

September 

2018 – April 

2019 

Not 

Applicable 
$537,388 Lyons Architects Council 

182/18 

24/09/2018 

Contract CT0234 – 

Wenvoe Street 

Reconstruction 

October 

2018 – 

December 

2019 

Not 

Applicable 

$334,852 ATM Civil 

Constructions 

Council 

167/18 

24/9/2018 

Contract CS0074 William 

Street Stormwater Stage 

8 

January 

2019 – 

March 2019 

Not 

Applicable 

$335,710 BLW 

Investments Pty 

Ltd 

Council 

221/18 

26/11/2018 

Tender Report Contract 

CT0236 Winspears Road 

Renewal - Stage 1 

February 

2019 – May 

2019 

Not 

Applicable 

$141,859 Civilscape 

Contracting 

Tasmania 

IWC 41/18 

10/12/18 
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Tender Report Contract 

CT0208 Bishops Road 

Renewal 

February 

2019 – May 

2019 

Not 

Applicable 

$237,811 Civilscape 

Contracting 

Tasmania 

Council 

238/18 

17/12/18 

Tender Report - 

Contract CT0226 - 

Parker and Ronald 

Streets Intersection 

Upgrade 

March 2019 

– June 2019 

Not 

Applicable 

$214,395 Civilscape 

Contracting 

Tasmania 

Council 

06/19 

29/1/18 
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ITEM 4.1 

4.1 TENDER REPORT CONTRACT CT0169 FORMBY & BEST STREET 
INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS   

File: 32655-01 D560285        

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 seeks Council’s approval to award Contract CT0169, Formby and Best Street 

Intersection Improvements to Kentish Construction & Engineering Company Pty Ltd trading 
as Treloar Transport for a lump sum of $192,516. 

BACKGROUND 
This report considers tenders received for “Formby and Best Street Intersection 

Improvements” listed within the 2018/19 capital expenditure budget. 

The project includes the construction of a left turn slip lane from Best Street into Formby 
Road, to facilitate a turn that is not currently available to large vehicles.  This part of the 

project requires the construction of a new traffic island and relocation of existing 
infrastructure, including traffic signals.  The intersection will be resealed and the signalised 
pedestrian movements will be marked to match others recently completed in the CBD. 

 

The project is part funded by the Federal Government’s black spot program, which has 
contributed $70,000 for changes to the traffic signal phasing to improve safety and a reseal 

of the intersection to improve skid resistance. 
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STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS  
Council is required to comply with Section 333A of the Local Government Act 1993 and its 

adopted Code for Tenders and Contracts when considering awarding tenders. 

DISCUSSION 
In accordance with Council’s Code of Tenders and Contracts, a Tender Planning and 
Evaluation Committee was formed to evaluate the tenders received. 

Tenders were received from three companies and all were conforming. 

All tenders received are summarised in table 1. 

TABLE 1 

No. Tender Status 
Tender Price  

(ex GST) 

1 
Kentish Construction and Engineering Company Pty 
Ltd (trading as Treloar Transport) Conforming $192,516 

2 Hardings Hotmix Pty Ltd Conforming $199,990 

3 Downer Conforming $264,726 

The Tender Planning and Evaluation Committee have considered the tenders against each 

of the selection criteria, these being: 

• Relevant Experience 

• Quality, Safety and Environmental Management 

• Methodology 

• Price 

All tenders were evaluated by the Committee against the selection criteria. 

The Committee has found that the tender from Kentish Construction & Engineering 

Company Pty Ltd trading as Treloar Transport offers Council best value for money. 

The Tender Planning and Evaluation Committee minutes are available for Councillors to 
view, upon request. 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
A public advertisement calling for tenders was placed in the Advocate Newspaper on 15 

December 2018 and tenders were also advertised on Council’s website. 

The design of this project and scheduling of the work has been undertaken in consultation 
with the architects of the LIVING CITY Waterfront, particularly focussing on the hotel 

development and also the scheduling of events in Roundhouse Park.  Consultation with 
Merseylink has been ongoing as the project provides greater flexibility for bus movements 

around the Rooke Street interchange. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
The 2018/19 capital expenditure budget includes an allocation for the “Formby and Best 
Street Intersection Improvements” project of $261,896. 

A breakdown of the forecast expenditure for this project is shown in table 2. 
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TABLE 2 

No. Tender 
Budget 

(ex GST) 

1 Contract CT0169  $192,516 

2 Telstra relocations  $7,513 

3 Traffic signal relocations (estimated) $15,000 

4 Tas Networks relocations $12,989 

5 Supply of light poles $6,000 

6 Supply of plants $200 

7 Project management/administration* $8,000 

8 Construction contingency $19,252 

 TOTAL $261,470 

*  Project management costs, including survey and a portion of the design costs were 

allocated to this project in 2016-17 and 2017-18 and are therefore excluded from this 
forecast as the budget allocation for 2018-19 similarly excludes allocations drawn down in 
previous years. 

RISK IMPLICATIONS 
To minimise risk, the tender administration processes related to this contract comply with 

Council’s Code for Tenders and Contracts which was developed in compliance with 
Section 333A of the Local Government Act 1993. 

The contingency allowance for this project is 10% of the contract price.  The risk of 

unforeseen variations is low, although there are some risks associated with the complexity 
of the site, the interface with the hotel development and the work associated with third 

party assets. 

The project budget includes $70,000 external funding which was originally allocated in 2016-
17.  Failure to progress the project to construction this financial year may result in the 

cancellation of the funding. 

CONCLUSION 
Taking into account the selection criteria assessment, the Tender Planning and Evaluation 
Committee has determined that Kentish Construction and Engineering Company Pty Ltd 

(trading as Treloar Transport) meets Council’s requirements and is therefore most likely to 
offer “best value” in relation to Contract CT0169 Formby and Best Street Intersection 
Improvements. 

ATTACHMENTS 

Nil 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the Infrastructure, Works and Development Committee in relation to CT0169 Formby 
and Best Street Intersection Improvements and in accordance with the delegated 

authority provided to it by Council under Minute 214/18: 
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a) award the contract to Kentish Construction and Engineering Company Pty Ltd 
(trading as Treloar Transport) for the tendered sum of $192,516(ex GST); 

b) note that Telstra & TasNetworks relocations costs for the project are estimated at 

$20,502 (ex GST); 

c) note that traffic signal relocation works are estimated at $15,000 

c) note that costs to supply light poles and plants to the project are estimated at $6,200 
(ex GST); 

d) project management costs for the project are estimated at $8,000 (ex GST); and 

e) note a contingency allowance of $19,252 (ex GST). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Author: Michael Williams 

Position: Infrastructure & Works Manager 

Endorsed By: Paul West  

Position: General Manager  
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ITEM 4.2 

4.2 TENDER REPORT CONTRACT CT0233 ADELAIDE STREET KERB 
RENEWAL   

File: 35308-02 D561495        

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 seeks Council’s approval to award Contract CT0233, Adelaide Street Kerb 

Renewal to Civilscape Contracting Tasmania for a sum of $135,749. 

BACKGROUND 
This report considers tenders received for “Adelaide Street Kerb Renewal” listed within the 
2018/19 capital expenditure budget. 

This project involves the renewal of kerb on both sides of Adelaide Street.  This requires the 
road edges and driveways to be reconstructed.  The road will be resealed following the 
kerb renewal and a raised hump will be installed at each end the street to facilitate 

pedestrians using Best Street and Oldaker Street and to discourage the use of Adelaide 
Street as a through route. 

 

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS  
Council is required to comply with Section 333A of the Local Government Act 1993 and its 

adopted Code for Tenders and Contracts when considering awarding tenders. 

DISCUSSION 
In accordance with Council’s Code for Tenders and Contracts, a Tender Planning and 
Evaluation Committee was formed to evaluate the tenders received. 

Tenders were received from 5 companies.  All tenders received were conforming and they 

are summarised in Table 1. 
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TABLE 1 

No. Tender Status 
Tender Price  

(ex GST) 

1 Civilscape Contracting Tasmania Conforming $135,749 

2 ATM Civil Construction Conforming $158,216 

3 Hardings Hotmix Pty Ltd  Conforming $173,850 

4 
Kentish Construction and Engineering Company Pty 
Ltd (trading as Treloar Transport) Conforming $186,555 

5 Downer Conforming $407,262 

The Tender Planning and Evaluation Committee have considered the tenders from 
Civiscape Contracting, ATM Civil Construction and Hardings Hotmix against each of the 

selection criteria, these being: 

• Relevant Experience 

• Quality, Safety and Environmental Management 

• Methodology 

• Price 

The tenders received from Treloar Transport and Downer were not assessed based on price 
because had they received perfect ratings against the remaining selection criteria, they 
would still not be successful. 

The evaluation by the Committee indicates that Civilscape Contracting Tasmania scored 
highest overall against the selection criteria and therefore offers Council the best value for 

money. 

The Tender Planning and Evaluation Committee minutes are available for Councillors to 
view, upon request. 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
A public advertisement calling for tenders was placed in the Advocate Newspaper on 22 

December 2018 and tenders were also advertised on Council’s website. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
The 2018/19 capital expenditure budget includes an allocation for the “Adelaide Street 
Kerb Renewal” project of $210,000. 

The breakdown of the forecast expenditure for this project is shown below in Table 2. 

TABLE 2 

No. Tender 
Budget 

(ex GST) 

1 Contract CT0233  $135,749 

2 Telstra works $1,330 

5 Project management/administration  $21,000 

6 Construction contingency $18,575 

 TOTAL $176,654 
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The contingency allowance for this project is 10% of the contract price as the risk of 
unforeseen variations is low.  However, $5,000 has been added as it is likely that lichen 
removal will be required prior to resealing. 

RISK IMPLICATIONS 
To minimise risk, the tender administration processes related to this contract comply with 

Council’s Code for Tenders and Contracts which was developed in compliance with 
Section 333A of the Local Government Act 1993. 

CONCLUSION 
Taking into account the selection criteria assessment, the Tender Planning and Evaluation 

Committee has determined that Civilscape Contracting Tasmania meets Council’s 
requirements and is therefore most likely to offer “best value” in relation to Contract CT0233 
Adelaide Street Kerb Renewal. 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

Nil 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the Infrastructure, Works and Development Committee in relation to Contract CT0233 

Adelaide Street Kerb Renewal and in accordance with the delegated authority provided 
to it by Council under Minute 214/18: 

a) award the contract to Civilscape Contracting Tasmania for the tendered sum of 
$135,749 (ex GST); 

b) note that Telstra costs for the project are estimated at $1,330 (ex GST); 

c) project management costs for the project are estimated at $21,000 (ex GST); and 

e) note a contingency allowance of $18,575 (ex GST). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Author: Michael Williams 

Position: Infrastructure & Works Manager 

Endorsed By: Paul West  

Position: General Manager  
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5.0 INFRASTRUCTURE AND WORKS REPORTS 

5.1 BIKE ROUTE HIERARCHY   

File: 30081 D559052        

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 proposes a hierarchy of bike routes for adoption. 

BACKGROUND 
Council first developed and adopted a Cycling Network Strategy in 2010.  This Strategy was 

revised to become the Bike Riding Strategy 2015-2020 and was adopted by Council at its 
meeting in September 2015 (Min IWC 28/15 refers). 

A copy of the Strategy can be found on Council’s website at: 

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

The Strategy describes Devonport’s bike riding routes, both existing and future, which are 
shown in Figure 1. 
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Figure 1:  Bike riding network 

The Strategy Action Plan includes an action for completion in the short term “Develop a 
hierarchy of paths and lanes” 

The development and adoption of a hierarchy for bike paths will deliver benefits to Council 
and the community including: 

• More effective prioritisation the construction of new links of the network, ensuring to 
maximum utilisation of any new assets; 

• Construction standards, like width and material can be varied according to hierarchy 

level creating a network where assets are fit for purpose; 
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• Maintenance service levels can be varied across the levels of the hierarchy, ensuring 
that bike path assets are maintained to an appropriate level in line with community 
expectations, usage patterns and risk profile. 

Council has established other asset hierarchies, including for roads, footpaths and open 
spaces. 

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS  
There are no statutory requirements relevant to this report. 

DISCUSSION 
As described, the development and implementation of a bike path hierarchy has several 

benefits that range from streamlining of daily operations to long term health benefits to the 
community through high utilisation of new paths and lanes.  An effective hierarchy has the 
required level of detail to achieve those benefits but is still simple enough that it is workable 

and importantly can be easily understood by the community.  To achieve this balance, a 
four-tier hierarchy is proposed, including the following hierarchy levels: 

• Regional 

• Suburban 

• Neighbourhood 

• Local 

The hierarchy levels describe the function of the route.  Details of each hierarchy level are 
described below. 

Regional bike routes are those which can be used by bike riders to travel across the region.  
For Devonport, the Coastal Pathway is the regional bike route.  This route is intended for use 

by tourists, recreational riders and commuters.  The facilities provided are generally 
separated from the road, unless traffic volumes are very low.  Regional bike routes should 
be maintained to the highest standard of all routes. 

Suburban bike routes are those routes that offer connectivity between suburbs including 
East Devonport, Quoiba, Spreyton and Don with Devonport.  These routes may be a mixture 

of on-road paths and lanes and paths through public open space.  These routes are used 
by commuters, recreational riders and by riders accessing the regional route. 

Neighbourhood bike routes are those which link up the network of regional and suburban 

routes and may provide links to destinations like schools.  These routes may be a mixture of 
on-road paths and lanes and paths through public open space. 

Local bike routes are the remainder of the network, providing minor links between other 
routes.  These are the lowest level of bike-specific infrastructure provided. 

The hierarchy level of each key route identified in Council’s Bike Riding Strategy 2015-2020 

is shown in Figure 2. 
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Figure 2:  Bike route hierarchy 

In general, the higher in the hierarchy the route is, the more bike riders will use the route.  
Therefore, higher hierarchy routes should be wider than lower hierarchy routes.  Higher 

hierarchy routes should also be separated from traffic whenever possible, whereas it may 
be appropriate for lower hierarchy routes to be bike lanes marked on the road.  This is 

dependent on the available space for the path or lane, but Table 1, shown below, has been 
developed to provide guidance on the design of new infrastructure. 

BIKE ROUTE HIERARCHY DESIGN CRITERIA - WIDTHS 

PATHS LANES 

CLASS Example Desirable 
Minimum 

Minimum - 

Typical 

Maximum 

Desirable 
Minimum 

Acceptable 

Range 

Regional  Coastal Pathway 3.0m 2.5m-4.0m 2.0m 1.8m-2.7m 

Suburban  Stony Rise 3.0m 2.5m-4.0m 2.0m 1.8m-2.7m 

Neighbourhood  Brooke Street 2.5m 2.0m-3.0m 1.5m 1.2m-2.5m 

Other  John Street 2.5m 2.0m-3.0m 1.5m 1.2m-2.5m 

Table 1 - Bike route widths 
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Bike routes that are higher in the hierarchy should be maintained at a higher level than 
routes on the lower levels of the hierarchy.  In practice, this means intervening to repair a 
defect at an earlier stage of deteriorate and repairing the defect more quickly once it is 

identified.  Inspections may also be more frequent on higher hierarchy routes.  This 
approach ensures efficient use of maintenance resources to create a positive experience 

for the majority of bike riders and manages exposure to risk, especially public liability.  The 
maintenance service level for each hierarchy level will be developed and implemented as 
part of the development of the 2019-20 operational budget. 

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

However, consultation was undertaken as part of the development of the Strategy as well 
as on the development of specific routes including the Coastal Pathway section from Don 

to Leith and Stony Rise Road from Middle Road and Durkins Road. 

The Strategy is scheduled for review in 2020, which is a significant opportunity for community 
engagement on bike riding in Devonport. 

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

RISK IMPLICATIONS 

• Asset & Property Infrastructure 

Without a hierarchy of routes, prioritising new infrastructure projects is less transparent, 
while maintenance resources will likely be allocated inefficiently, with routes being 
either over serviced or underserviced.  New infrastructure will be constructed fit for 

purpose. 

• Consultation and/or Communication 

Appropriately developed asset hierarchies are an effective tool in communicating 
Council’s priorities to the community.  Ideally the priorities should align with the 
communities’ priorities, so the development of a hierarchy facilitates that discussion. 

• Risk Management Practices 
The development of a hierarchy is an important risk management tool as it allows 

maintenance work, especially inspections, defect rectification and hazard reduction 
work to be prioritised using a risk-based approach.  For example, an overhanging tree 
should be cleared from a regional route more quickly than on a local route, as the 

likely higher usage of the regional route creates a higher exposure to the hazard. 

CONCLUSION 
The development of a bike route hierarchy is a key action from the action plan of Council’s 
Bike Riding Strategy 2015-2020.  The bike route hierarchy brings structure and transparency 

to the prioritisation of new infrastructure projects and allows the implementation of a more 
efficient set of maintenance service levels.  The proposed hierarchy of regional, suburban, 
neighbourhood and other routes provides the balance of detail and simplicity to deliver the 

required benefits to Council. 

ATTACHMENTS 

Nil 
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RECOMMENDATION 

That it be recommended to Council that the report of the Infrastructure and Works 
Manager be noted and that the Bike Route hierarchy be adopted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Author: Michael Williams 

Position: Infrastructure & Works Manager 

Endorsed By: Paul West  

Position: General Manager  
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ITEM 5.2 

5.2 VICTORIA PARADE PARKING IN THE VICINITY OF THE SENIOR 
CITIZEN'S CLUB AND THE BOAT RAMP   

File: 31342 D559996        

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 summarises recent correspondence regarding parking on Victoria Parade in the 

vicinity of the Senior Citizen’s Club and the boat ramp and proposes options for 
improvements. 

BACKGROUND 
The Devonport Senior Citizen Club leases 8 Victoria Parade from Council and has done so 

for many years. 

Over recent years the availability of parking has become an issue for some Club members.  
This is in part due to changes Council have made to parking controls in the areas, but is also 

in part due to the growth of Devonport and the demand for parking in the area by a variety 
of users. 

There have been several changes to parking in the area in recent years: 

• Parking in the former layout of the boat ramp was changed from a three hour time 
limit to a two hour time limit in 2014, then changed back later the same year. 

• Ten spaces in the former layout of the boat ramp parking area were designated as 
boat trailer parking only on Saturday’s and Sunday’s in 2014 (Min 7/14 refers). 

• Parking on the frontage of the Elimattta Hotel (13 and 14-15 Victoria Parade) was 

converted from untimed to a two-hour time limit following the rezoning of the site in 
2016. 

• Twelve parking spaces on the east side Victoria Parade, south of the railway crossing 
were converted from untimed parking to a two-hour time limit and a fee of $1.80 per 
hour applied (min GFC13/16 refers).  

• The changes to the boat ramp area resulted in the removal of three-hour car parking 
for regular cars from September 2017, with the spaces being made available for boat 

trailers and recreational vehicles (RVs). 

• The twelve spaces south of the railway crossing changed to a 1 hour time limit with a 
$2.00 per hour fee as part of the rollout of parking fee changes in January 2018 (min 

182/17 refers). 

• Council’s lease of the off-street car park at 7 Victoria Parade expired in May 2018.  The 
property is now operated as a private car park. 

• The Cenotaph car park was upgraded in October 2018 resulting in fifteen additional 
spaces being created. 

The current availability of parking in the vicinity of the Senior Citizen Club and boat ramp is 
shown below in Figure 1. 
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Figure 1 site layout 

Council received a question at its November 2018 Council meeting requesting that the 
parking controls in the boat ramp area be varied to allow cars to park in the area during 
weekdays, in part to accommodate the Senior Citizens Club members attending activities.  

As part of the response, an undertaking was given to present a report to Council for 
consideration. 

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS  
Section 10 of the Transport Act 1981 allows the Transport Commission to delegate authority 
to road managers to approve the installation of parking controls including all devices 

described in Australian Standard AS1742.11. 
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DISCUSSION 
In considering how best to provide parking for all users of the area, the demand for parking 

from all users should be assessed against the available parking spaces. 

The NSW Roads and Maritime Services’ Guide to Traffic Generating Developments is 
recognised as the accepted method for determining parking demand for developments. 

For clubs, it states: 

“The determination of peak parking demand must consider the peak demand time of 

the various activities within the development.  Parking must be provided to satisfy the 

peak cumulative parking requirements of the development as a whole, by 

superimposing the parking demand for each activity.” 

The Devonport Senior Citizens Club offers nine off street parking spaces, including one 
accessible space.  Even without a formal assessment, this is considered to be well below the 

peak demand for parking at the Club.  The correspondence received from Club members 
supports this. 

A similar assessment can be undertaken for the boat ramp, using the NSW Roads and 

Maritime Services’ NSW Boat Ramp Facility Guidelines, which recommends a minimum of 
60 spaces for a boat ramp with two lanes in an urban area.  The Victoria Parade boat ramp 
has 17 spaces, which are also available to be used by RVs. 

These assessments clearly demonstrate that the available parking for both facilities is 
significantly less than what is provided. 

Further demand for parking in the immediate area is due to the proximity of the area to the 
CBD.  The untimed spaces north of the Senior Citizens Club are very attractive to commuters 
as they are free and just a short walk to the CBD.  On weekdays, the untimed on-street 

parking is fully utilised by commuters parking all day, as shown in Figure 2 below. 

 

Figure 2 – commuter parking on Victoria Parade, north of the club 

However, there is little demand for the twelve metered spaces south of the railway line.  
There is typically only one of these spaces occupied at any time and very little revenue is 

being received from the two multi bay meters.  Utilisation of these spaces may increase with 
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the Living City Waterfront development and the redevelopment of 4 Oldaker Street, but for 
at least the next two years this road space is likely to be underutilised.  The spaces are shown 
in Figure 3 below. 

 

Figure 3 – metered parking on Victoria Parade 

In assessing the current demand for parking and available spaces, there are very limited 

options available to increase the available parking suitable for Senior Citizen Club members.  
However, available options are discussed below. 

Option 1:  Re-introduce car parking to the boat ramp area 
This would undoubtedly increase utilisation of the boat ramp car park during times where 
the boat ramp is not heavily used.  However, the utilisation of the boat ramp for boat trailer 

parking is not only based on the day of the week, but also the weather conditions and time 
of year.  For example, the boat ramp is used heavily on summer afternoons with low winds, 
but at the same time and day in winter the parking area may be empty.  It is impossible to 

cater for this variation in use with the parking controls available. 

At the time the changes were being made to the boat ramp area, the complexity of the 

parking signage was identified as an issue that needed to be addressed.  Removing regular 
car parking from the area addressed this and catered for observed growth in the use of the 
boat ramp. 

The boat ramp parking area is also available for RVs and is the closest available parking to 
the Visitor Information Centre designated for larger vehicles.  The availability of RV parking 

is critical to the visitor experience and plays an important role in drawing tourists to the CBD. 

Although there are times when the boat ramp parking area is underutilised, allowing cars 
to park in the area is not recommended. 

Option 2:  Introduce time limits to the on-street parking north of the Senior Citizens Club 
If a time limit were to be considered two hours is the preferred limit.  Although in the past 

this has not met the needs of the Club members, it would match the limit already in place 
further to the north at the Elimatta Hotel, noting that time limits should not be varied to suit 
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the operations of an individual site, and time limits should generally increase, not decrease 
as distance from the CBD increases. 

Council should be reluctant to apply time limits on the frontage of properties zoned as 

residential as a means to free up the space for parking associated with adjacent properties 
of a non-residential use.  Request for time limits from the Elimatta Hotel were rejected prior 

to the rezoning in 2016.  Requests from residents in Parker Street, North Fenton Street and 
other streets on the CBD fringe have been consistently rejected in an attempt to limit 
parking controls to the frontages of commercial zones.  The background to this position is 

that it should be reasonable for commuters to park in residential areas on the CBD fringe 
and make a short walk to their workplace. 

Progressing with this option would be difficult to justify to residents of nearby streets and is 
inconsistent with the current practice of applying parking controls.  Based on previous 
correspondence, a two-hour limit would not be suitable for many of the Club events. 

Option 3:  Utilise off street parking at 7 Victoria Parade 
The current pricing of this off-street car park is very reasonable at $2 per day.  Recent 
observations of the car park showed there is available capacity in the car park that could 

be used for Club members who are willing to pay. 

Whilst Council cannot actively promote a private car park which is in competition with its 

own, the existence and availability of this low-rate parking may help to resolve the issue 
raised by club members. 

A significant issue with this option is the poor pedestrian connectivity between 7 Victoria 

Parade and the Senior Citizens Club as shown in Figure 4 below.  It is assumed that due to 
the age profile of Club members many have mobility issues which would make, crossing 

roads and stepping up and down kerbs difficult.  For this location to be attractive to Club 
members, pedestrian facilities upgrades would be required, which would need co-
operation from Tasrail and would also come at a significant cost. 

 

Figure 4 – pedestrian facilities at Victoria Parade and Parker Street 
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The other issue with this option is that the property is currently for sale, and the long-term 
operation as a car park is not guaranteed.  Furthermore, the current or future operator may 
choose to increase the price of parking. 

This option is not preferred due to the lack of pedestrian connectivity, although some 
members may choose to utilise the low rate parking while it is available. 

Option 4:  Increase time limits on spaces south of the railway 
The twelve existing spaces are time limited to 1 hour.  By increasing the time limit to two 
hours, the spaces many be suitable for some Club events.  Removing the meters and 

making the parking free would also increase the demand for these spaces and would have 
a negligible impact on revenue. 

These spaces have less than ideal pedestrian connectivity to the Senior Citizens Club, 
although the rail crossing is much more accessible than the rail crossing on the western side 
of Victoria Parade. 

A time limit of more than two hours is not recommended, as time limits should generally 
increase, not decrease as distance from the CBD increases.  However, based on previous 
correspondence, a two-hour limit may not be suitable for many of the Club events. 

This option makes use of road space which is currently underutilised and has no significant 
consequences.  It does not totally resolve the issue raised by the Club members but does 

make twelve more spaces available. 

Option 5:  Do nothing 
Maintaining the existing parking controls does not address the issue raised by Senior Citizens 

Club members and continues with the underutilisation of the on-street parking south of the 
railway crossing.  However, in taking a long-term view, there may be high demand for these 

spaces in future, so a change now may only be short term solution which may need 
reviewing at some point in the future. 

Discussion of options: 
Of the five options considered, none are able to address the underlying issue of a lack of 
available parking as raised by the Senior Citizen Club members. 

Option 4 makes twelve currently underutilised spaces moderately more attractive to Club 
members.  However, there is still likely to be a significant shortage of spaces during Club 
events and at peak boat ramp use periods.  It may not completely meet the needs of Club 

members for all events, but does offer free two hour parking, noting that for longer events, 
the private car park at 7 Victoria Parade might be suitable for some. 

The location is heavily constrained by the river, the boat ramp, the railway, the coastal 

pathway and highly valuable private property.  All of these constraints are fixed, whereas 
the Senior Citizen Club is a tenant which no longer has access to the on-street parking it 

once enjoyed.  This may be a future consideration for the Club if its membership grows and 
other drivers increase demand for parking in the area. 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
The question received by Council at its November 2018 meeting is attached to this report, 
along with three subsequent pieces of correspondence. 

Council’s resolution from this report will be conveyed to relevant stakeholders. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
The preferred option (option 4) is estimated to cost around $800, which includes the removal 
of the two meters for reuse and changing of parking control signage.  These costs can be 
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accommodated within the available operational budget.  Removing the meters will have 
a negligible impact on revenue. 

RISK IMPLICATIONS 
In this situation, there is not a solution that can appease all stakeholders.  However, by 
methodically assessing all options and considering the strategic context and local issues, 

the best available compromise can be achieved. 

CONCLUSION 
There have been several changes to the parking controls in the vicinity of the Senior Citizens 
Club and boat ramp in recent years.  Demand for parking has increased and the available 

parking appears to be well short of the likely demand. 

There are limited options to increase the availability of parking, although the spaces on 
Victoria Parade south of the railway are currently underutilised.  Increasing the time limit on 

these spaces to two hours and removing the parking meters would make these spaces more 
attractive.  The two-hour time limit may be too short for some Senior Citizens Club events, 

but it is the time limit that aligns with Council’s current practice of applying parking controls. 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Question without Notice - 26 November 2018 - Eric Mobbs - Boat Ramp Car 
Park 

 

2. Response to Question Without Notice - Monday 26 November 2018 - Eric Mobbs 
- Boat Ramp Car Parking 

 

3. Response -  Boat Ramp Signage - Eric Mobbs  

4. Response to Letter from Eric Mobbs received 20181212  

  

 

RECOMMENDATION 

That it be recommended to Council that the report of the Infrastructure and Works 
Manager be noted and that Council convert the existing twelve metered spaces on east 

side of Victoria Parade (south of the railway crossing) to free two-hour parking. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Author: Michael Williams 

Position: Infrastructure & Works Manager 

Endorsed By: Paul West  

Position: General Manager  
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Response to Question Without Notice - Monday 26 November 2018 - Eric 
Mobbs - Boat Ramp Car Parking 

ATTACHMENT [2] 
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Response -  Boat Ramp Signage - Eric Mobbs ATTACHMENT [3] 
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Response to Letter from Eric Mobbs received 20181212 ATTACHMENT [4] 
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5.3 RONALD STORMWATER CATCHMENT RISK ASSESSMENT   

File: 26141 D564382        

RELEVANCE TO COUNCIL’S PLANS & POLICIES 
Council’s Strategic Plan 2009-2030: 

Strategy 2.3.2 Provide and maintain stormwater infrastructure to appropriate 
standards 

 

SUMMARY 
This report summarises the findings of the recently completed hydraulic analysis of the 

Ronald stormwater network and recommends actions to ensure compliance with relevant 
legislation and strategy. 

BACKGROUND 
Council’s urban area is divided into 76 stormwater catchments, which each discharge 
through a single outlet into either Bass Strait, the Mersey River or other natural water courses. 

The Ronald catchment is one of the largest catchments in Devonport, with the top of the 
catchment at Don Road and is bounded by Ronald Street to the East.  The catchment 

discharges to a natural watercourse on the east side of the Devonport Tennis Club site.  The 
catchment is highly developed, predominantly with housing and roads.  Ronald catchment 
is shown in Figure 1. 

 

Figure 1 – Ronald catchment 
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Council’s Stormwater Strategy 2012 defines the capacity requirements of the major 
(overland) and minor (piped) stormwater systems. 

The minor stormwater system carries water from low-intensity rain events in the piped system.  

During high intensity rainfall events, the pipes flow full while excess water flows above 
ground in streets and other designated overland flow paths.  However, in some areas, the 

overland flow is uncontrolled and creates a risk to people and property.  A typical example 
of major and minor stormwater systems is shown in Figure 2 below. 

 

Figure 2:  major and minor stormwater systems 

Council’s Stormwater Strategy 2012 requires the minor stormwater system to have sufficient 
capacity for a rain event with a 10-year average recurrence interval (ARI).  This can also be 
described by the likely number of exceedances per year (EY), which for this event is 0.1. 

However, a review of the Australian Rainfall and Runoff (ARR) guidelines in 2016 significantly 
increased the estimated rainfall from a 0.1EY event.  The updated guide requires that storm 

intensity increases of 14-47% be allowed for when compared with the 1987 guide.  This is 
reflective of the better availability of weather and climate data but also the impacts of 
climate change already being felt.  Furthermore, allowing for future impacts of climate 

change requires that storm intensity increases of 31-69% be allowed for. 

This means that stormwater networks that may have once been considered to have 
adequate capacity are now assessed as lacking in capacity and rain events more 

frequently pose a risk to people and property. 
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STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS  
Section 10 of the Urban Drainage Act 2013 states that 

(1) A council must develop a stormwater system management plan for the urban 

area of its municipal area within 6 years after the day on which this Act 

commences. 

(2) A stormwater system management plan is to specify – 

(a) plans for the management of any assets used for the delivery of a 

stormwater service; and 

(b) the level of risk from flooding for each urban stormwater catchment in the 

public stormwater system; and 

(c) any other matters prescribed in the regulations or that the council considers 

appropriate. 

The multi-year project to develop hydraulic models and risk assessments for the urban 
stormwater catchments is being undertaken to inform Council’s stormwater system 
management plan.  The plan will guide the future expenditure on new and renewed 

stormwater assets. 

DISCUSSION 
The process to survey the catchment and develop a hydraulic model for the Ronald 
catchment was already underway when the Urban Drainage Act 2013 was introduced as 
work had commenced following the flooding experienced in 2011. 

The hydraulic model shows that for a 0.1EY (10 year) event, there are significant overland 
flows throughout the catchment, so the capacity of the piped system is significantly less 

than the capacity required by Council’s Stormwater Strategy 2012.  The likely capacity is 
less than a 1-year ARI event, or greater than 1EY.  This means that in theory there will be at 
least one rain event each year that exceeds the capacity of the piped system resulting in 

overland flow.  The overland flow paths are shown in Figure 3 below. 
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Figure 3:  Ronald catchment overland flows – 0.1EY 

These results correlate reasonably well with the frequency of reports of flooding.  This means 
the models are likely to be accurate enough to be used for planning upgrades of the minor 

system, although some further observations may be required to inform the design at a 
project level. 
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Following the development of an accurate hydraulic model, the development of a risk 
rating is required.  This is a key input into Council’s Stormwater System Management Plan.  It 
also provides a tool for prioritising minor system upgrade work. 

The methodology to define the risk of flooding relies on two key criteria: 

• Risk to life, based on unsafe overland flow throughout the entire catchment and 

private property. 

• Risk to property, based on the number of properties that will experience overland flow 
and the cost of repairs per property. 

The key inputs from the hydraulic model are: 

• Depth of overland flow 

• Velocity of overland flow 

• Location of overland flow (whether on road or through property) 

• Number of properties affected by overland flow 

This assessment was undertaken for rain events of various likelihoods, as less frequent events 
are more severe.  The worst-case risk rating is used as the rating. 

The risk of flooding in the Ronald catchment is high, meaning work to increase the capacity 

of the system should be a priority. 

The Ronald catchment is highly developed as a residential area, with no useful vacant land 

available for the construction of stormwater detention basins.  The main pipe from the outlet 
runs through private properties in the lower part of the catchment and is beneath several 
structures, so an increase in the capacity of the major parts of the piped system, like what 

has occurred in the adjacent William catchment, is problematic. 

Considering these constraints, the most feasible outcome to reduce the risk of flooding is to 

construct detention basins at strategic locations within the catchment – locations currently 
occupied by private residences.  These basins may be open, like the Dana Drive detention 
basin, or closed, like the Madden Street detention basin.  From a technical perspective, this 

approach has been modelled and is likely to be effective in reducing the risk of flooding.  
The estimated cost of the system upgrades modelled to meet the capacity requirements of 

Council’s Stormwater Strategy 2012 is $11M.  This is considered unfeasible, especially when 
the cost for this catchment is extrapolated over the entire urban area.  However, it is likely 
that the risk of flooding can be reduced for a much lower cost and upgrades and can be 

scheduled over a long period of time. 

Projects that would involve acquisition and demolition of residential properties to construct 
detention basins can be highly controversial and may not align with the expectation of the 

community.  In that regard, projects of this nature should only be progressed when there is 
strong community support for the project and the property can be acquired willingly and 

with the understanding of the current owner of Council’s intention to demolish the house.  
These conditions are unlikely to exist at this time. 

It may take a number of significant flood events in the catchment for these conditions to 

be met.  In the interim it may be preferable to prioritise work in other catchments were the 
risk of flooding can be reduced more cost effectively and less impactfully than in Ronald 

catchment. 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
No community engagement has been undertaken as part of this report.  However, the 
hydraulic model was checked against the record of requests and complaints made about 
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stormwater flooding.  The models correlated reasonably well with Council’s record of 
reported and observed flooding. 

A high level of community engagement would be required if projects involving the 

acquisition and demolition of residential properties to construct detention basins were to be 
progressed.   

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
Council’s forward capital works program includes allocations of $875,000 in 2019-20 and 

$250,000 in 2020-21 for stormwater upgrades in the Ronald catchment. 

Despite the high risk of flooding, this report recommends that these allocations be deferred 
until such time as it is appropriate to progress. 

RISK IMPLICATIONS 

• Asset & Property Infrastructure 

The delivery of a suite of projects to decrease the risk to people and property is 
required.  However, it is unlikely that a works program could be delivered to increase 

the capacity of the piped system to meet the requirements of Council’s Stormwater 

Strategy 2012.  Such a program would be incompatible with Council’s long term 
financial plan and significantly increase depreciation due to the construction of new 

assets.  The preferred approach is to carefully prioritise projects to reduce risk in the 
highest risk catchments in Devonport. 

• Consultation and/or Communication 

The only available option to reduce the risk of flooding in the Ronald catchment is to 
construct dentition basins at strategic locations within the catchment, which are 

currently occupied by private residences.  This approach is likely to be controversial 
and strongly opposed by some community members.  It is vital to undertake 
community engagement and gain strong support for any project of this nature before 

progressing.  

• Risk Management Practices 

The current capacity of the piped stormwater system represents a high risk of flooding 
in the catchment.  The risk assessment considers the risk from flooding to people and 
property.  A work program is required to deliver projects to reduce the risk.  However, 

the works program must be compatible with Council’s long term financial plan, so 
careful planning and prioritisation is required. 

CONCLUSION 
As a requirement of the Urban Drainage Act 2013, Council has been undertaking hydraulic 

modelling and risk assessments to inform the Stormwater System Management Plan. 

A hydraulic analysis of the Ronald catchment showed that the capacity of the piped 
stormwater system is significantly less than the capacity required by Council’s Stormwater 

Strategy 2012 and overland flow is probable to occur one or more times per year. 

A risk assessment of the overland flow, considering flow depth and velocity and location of 
flow paths determined that the risk to people and property in the catchment is high. 

The estimated cost of $11M to provide the system capacity required by Council’s 
Stormwater Strategy 2012 is unfeasible, but the risk of flooding can be reduced for a 

significantly lower cost. 
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The Ronald catchment is highly developed, with little opportunity for conventional pipe 
upgrades or basin construction.  The preferred approach from a technical perspective is to 
acquire private properties at strategic locations and construct stormwater detention basins. 

There is unlikely to be community support for a work program that involves the demolition 
of private residences for the construction of detention basins, so the funds allocated in 

forward capital works program should be deferred until a more appropriate time. 

ATTACHMENTS 

Nil 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

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

Manager regarding Ronald catchment be noted and that forward capital works funding 
currently allocated for projects in the Ronald catchment be deferred and funding 
reallocated to other high priority stormwater projects. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Author: Michael Williams 

Position: Infrastructure & Works Manager 

Endorsed By: Paul West  

Position: General Manager  
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5.4 CRADLE COAST WASTE GOVERNANCE    

File: 29119 D565532        

RELEVANCE TO COUNCIL’S PLANS & POLICIES 
Council’s Strategic Plan 2009-2030: 

Strategy 5.1.1 Promote open communication and cooperation with local and state 
governments in regional initiatives 

 

SUMMARY 
This report seeks to determine Council’s position in relation to receiving and adopting the 

recommendations of the Cradle Coast Waste Governance Project Final Report. 

BACKGROUND 
The Cradle Coast Waste Management Group (CCWMG) is a local government skills-based 
group hosted by the Cradle Coast Authority (CCA).  Participation in the CCWMG is 
voluntary, with representation from Burnie City Council, Central Coast Council, Devonport 

City Council, Circular Head Council, Latrobe Council, Kentish Council and Waratah-
Wynyard Council. 

The activities of the CCWMG are funded via a voluntary levy on waste deposited to landfill, 
at present $5 per tonne.  A Strategic Plan and Annual Plan detail the function and purpose 
of the CCWMG and how it utilises the levy funds. 

In early 2013, the CCWMG identified a need to undertake a review of governance and 
waste management arrangements for waste management services in the region.  Drivers 

for progressing such an action included: 

• Potential economies of scale (and greater value for the community) associated with 
regional delivery of waste services. 

• Acknowledged challenges in the operation of a voluntary group, with no direct 
management authority, in implementing the Regional Strategy. 

• Resourcing challenges within the group to deliver the Regional Strategy. 

• Knowledge that the majority of regional waste groupings in other parts of Australia 
have transitioned to a formal structure of some form, this being a best practice 

approach. 

In that regard, the CCWMG commissioned MRA Consulting Group to undertake such a 
review and provide recommendations to the CCWMG. 

The objectives of the study were related to the ability of the CCWMG to: 

• Achieve the goals and objectives of the CCWMG Strategy 2012-2017; 

• Provide best practice in both Governance management and cost effectiveness; and 

• Position the region to participate strongly in a future state-wide waste management 
framework. 

At that time, it was considered that the State Government was positioning itself to take a 
more direct role in waste management arrangements through the State, through imposition 

of a state-wide waste levy, establishment of a state body charged with managing waste 
levy funds, delivering the State Waste Strategy and strengthening the activities of the EPA 
in respect to education and enforcement in the waste management area. 
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To date though, there has not been significant movement by the State Government in this 
space; however, discussions continue to occur between local government and the State. 

The work undertaken by MRA Consulting Group resulted in three reports being prepared: 

• Review of governance and waste management infrastructure and services; 

• Consideration of alternate models of governance for the CCWMG; and 

• Business case analysis of a preferred governance model. 

The first report has been useful to the CCWMG in developing its recent Strategic Plan and 
Annual Plan, confirming the group’s view that the current governance arrangements were 

not consistent with industry best practice and change was needed to assist the CCWMG to 
achieve its and the member Councils’ waste management aims. 

The second report explored Governance models and recommended a stand-alone Joint 
Authority model be considered.  The third report explores the business case for a standalone 
Joint Authority. 

The Governance model recommended by MRA Consulting Group and the CCWMG is a 
“self-standing” Joint Authority. 

The CCWMG sought the views of the member Councils in respect to progressing the joint 

authority model.  All seven Councils in general resolved to approve in principle the 
establishment of a self-standing joint authority, subject to a more detailed report on the 

staging of the implementation, ie transferring of primary programs and decision making, 
and then secondly, the transfer of assets once a joint authority is fully operational and 
successful in delivering the goals of the Cradle Coast Waste Management Strategy. 

With the support of the CCA Board and the Cradle Coast General Managers Group 
(CCGMG), the CCWMG created the position of Waste Governance Project Coordinator 

(Coordinator).  The purpose of this part-time position was to work with participating Councils 
to assist with reaching a decision on the way forward regarding regional waste governance 
through a joint authority model. 

Mr Greg Preece was appointed to the position of Coordinator and a final report titled 
Cradle Coast Waste Governance Project was delivered to the CCWMG (copy attached). 

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS  
Establishment or expansion of a Joint Authority is covered under the provisions of the Local 

Government Act 1993.  

DISCUSSION 
The task of the CCWMG appointed Coordinator was to assess the three options listed below 
in relation to a governance model being implemented: 

Option A – a committee structure under the CCA; 

Option B – a new regional Cradle Coast Waste Management Joint Authority; and 

Option C – an expanded Dulverton Waste Management Joint Authority. 

In preparing the report the Coordinator attended workshops with the seven councils and 

met with other groups, organisations and individuals.  The workshop discussions centred 
around any issues, matters or concerns arising from the establishment of any of the options 

above, as well as what activities and programs should the new authority manage and 
implement. 
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The feedback from each Council from the workshops is contained on pages 12-13 of the 
final report (refer attached). 

The outcome of these meetings and workshops resulted in almost no support for Option A 

and limited support for Option B.  The most support was for Option C, an expanded 
Dulverton Waste Management Joint Authority, and this option has been proposed to be 

adopted as the waste management governance model. 

During the process several issues were identified including: 

• A name change; 

• Operations of an expanded Dulverton Waste Management Joint Authority; 

• CCWMG operation; 

• Service charges; 

• Data collection; and 

• Project delivery 

Each issue was examined, and proposed actions were developed to eliminate, mitigate or 
manage the associated risk (pages 20-25 of final report) along with the 11 
recommendations as identified below: 

Recommendation Detail 

1 That the preferred option to be adopted as the waste management 
governance model is an expanded Dulverton Waste Management 
Joint Authority. 

2 That consideration be given to establish a new consulting and project 
management unit within the Dulverton Waste Management Joint 

Authority, to provide consulting services to the Cradle Coast Councils 
(as required). 

3 That a two-stage approach be adopted where:  

• Stage 1 would deliver the existing regional waste services plus 
administration and financial services.  That the rules of the DWM 

Joint Authority be amended to allow Burnie City Council, Waratah-
Wynyard Council and Circular Head to become members and a 

members’ representative group be formed.  This group (as distinct 
from full members) would be responsible for the oversight of the 
consulting and project management operations. 

• Stage 2 would progress with the consent of the owner councils 
and if Stage 1 delivered improved services and outcomes for all 

councils.  This stage would require an extensive asset revaluation, 
consultation with all stakeholders, owners and users, and finally a 
transfer of assets to DWM. 

4 It is proposed that the CCWMG be dissolved when the transfer of 
responsibility for the delivery of programs and projects to the DWM 

Joint Authority is complete (Stage 1). 

5 That the proposed indicative pricing structure as listed below, be 

accepted.  The proposal is while the levy remains stable at $5.00 per 
tonne, DWM would provide the current pricing structure: 
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• Fixed project management charge for levy projects of $94,245; 

• Would undertake administration and financial services and would 

absorb the costs currently undertaken by the CCA (currently 
$6,300); 

• Continue to contract manage the regional contracts under the 

existing arrangements for: 

Kerbside recycling – no charge 

Green waste recycling – 3% on charge 

• The fixed project management fee to increase by Hobart CPI or 
CCI each 1 July, commencing on 1 July 2019 with CPI or CCI 

determined at the start of the agreement by the members 
representative group; 

• A change in the levy rate would necessitate a review of the fee 

structure. 

6 It is proposed that the General Manager will be responsible to ensure 

the timely, accurate and consistent delivery of data on the operation 
of their council’s transfer stations is provided to DWM. 

7 It is proposed that the budget include some discretionary allocation 
of monies for projects that fall within or meet agreed criteria, then 

approval of these projects can be authorised by the DWM CEO.  Any 
authorisation would be reported at the next meeting of the 
members’ representative group. 

8 It is proposed that DWM be engaged to undertake a follow-up safety 
audit of the transfer stations and to prepare an action plan and 

costing for each facility. 

9 It is proposed that a qualified risk management consultant or DWM 

conduct a risk assessment of the operations at all transfer stations and 
develop a risk management plan or upgrade the plan if one exists. 

10 It is proposed that all councils adopt the DWM transfer station 
operational policies, practices and procedure documents as soon as 
practicable, along with the training to support these documents. 

11 It is proposed that a customer awareness campaign focusing on the 
true cost of disposal of waste at a transfer station be implemented. 

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
There has been no community engagement undertaken in relation to the issue.  However 

there have been a number of projects and initiatives as a result of the activities of the 
current Cradle Coast Waste Management Group.  The majority of these have been 

organised and run by staff from the Dulverton Waste Management Joint Authority. 

The current members of the Dulverton Waste Management Joint Authority are: 

• Devonport City 

• Central Coast 

• Latrobe  
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• Kentish 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
There is already a voluntary levy applied to all waste collected through household 
collections and the transfer station.  This levy would continue to apply and just be 
administered through an alternative body. 

This is also a good opportunity to demonstrate active resource sharing. 

RISK IMPLICATIONS 
From a Devonport perspective there appears to be little risk in accepting the 
recommendations provided.  Waste management is an obvious area where efficiency of 

scale can provide better outcomes for all councils involved. 

CONCLUSION 
The issue of waste governance in the Cradle Coast region has been discussed over a long 
period of time.  This may be the best opportunity that councils have had to commence a 
process of improving the delivery of waste services in the region. 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Greg Preece CCWGP Report 2018  

  

 

RECOMMENDATION 

That it be recommended to Council that the Council agree to the eleven 

recommendations included within the Waste Governance Report as follows: 

1. That the preferred option to be adopted as the waste management governance 

model is an expanded Dulverton Waste Management Joint Authority. 

2. That consideration be given to establish a new consulting and project management 
unit within the Dulverton Waste Management Joint Authority, to provide consulting 

services to the Cradle Coast Councils (as required). 

3. That a two-stage approach be adopted where: 

• Stage 1 would deliver the existing regional waste services plus administration 
and financial services.  That the rules of the DWM Joint Authority be amended 
to allow Burnie City Council, Waratah-Wynyard Council and Circular Head to 

become members and a members’ representative group be formed.  This 
group (as distinct from full members) would be responsible for the oversight of 

the consulting and project management operations. 

• Stage 2 would progress with the consent of the owner councils and if Stage 1 
 delivered improved services and outcomes for all councils.  This stage would 

 require an extensive asset revaluation, consultation with all stakeholders, 
 owners and users, and finally a transfer of assets to DWM. 

4. It is proposed that the CCWMG be dissolved when the transfer of responsibility for 

the delivery of programs and projects to the DWM Joint Authority is complete (Stage 
1). 
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5. That the proposed indicative pricing structure as listed below, be accepted.  The 
proposal is while the levy remains stable at $5.00 per tonne, DWM would provide the 
current pricing structure:  

• Fixed project management charge for levy projects of $94,245 

• Would undertake administration and financial services and would absorb the 

 costs currently undertaken by the CCA (currently $6,300) 

• Continue to contract manage the regional contracts under the existing 
 arrangements for: 

 Kerbside recycling – no charge 

 Green waste recycling – 3% on charge 

• The fixed project management fee to increase by Hobart CPI or CCI each 1 
 July, commencing on 1 July 2019 with CPI or CCI determined at the start of the 
 agreement by the members representative group 

• A change in the levy rate would necessitate a review of the fee structure. 

6. It is proposed that the General Manager will be responsible to ensure the timely, 
accurate and consistent delivery of data on the operation of their council’s transfer 

stations is provided to DWM. 

7. It is proposed that the budget include some discretionary allocation of monies for 

projects that fall within or meet agreed criteria, then approval of these projects can 
be authorised by the DWM CEO.  Any authorisation would be reported at the next 
meeting of the members’ representative group. 

8. It is proposed that DWM be engaged to undertake a follow-up safety audit of the 
transfer stations and to prepare an action plan and costing for each facility. 

9. It is proposed that a qualified risk management consultant or DWM conduct a risk 
assessment of the operations at all transfer stations and develop a risk management 
plan or upgrade the plan if one exists. 

10. It is proposed that all councils adopt the DWM transfer station operational policies, 
practices and procedure documents as soon as practicable, along with the training 

to support these documents. 

11. It is proposed that a customer awareness campaign focusing on the true cost of 
disposal of waste at a transfer station be implemented. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Author: Paul West 

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

6.1 DEVELOPMENT AND HEALTH SERVICES REPORT   

File: 29543 D559671        

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 Services 

Department for the months of December 2018 and January 2019. 

BACKGROUND 
This report is provided to the bi-monthly Infrastructure, Works and Development Committee 
meeting to summarise the activities of the Development 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 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 is continuing to progress the preparation of the draft Local Provisions 
Schedules (LPS).  Council have committed to a program to have a draft LPS prepared 

and lodged with the Tasmanian Planning Commission (TPC) by the June 2019 deadline 
expected by the State Government. 
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Amendments to the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 became effective 
from Monday 17 December 2018. 

The amendments include: 

• changes to help streamline the LPS assessment process; and 

• for the making and amending of Tasmanian Planning Policies which will provide 

strategic direction for the State’s land use planning system and regional land use 
strategies. 

Once the draft LPS is prepared it will be subject to a statutory public exhibition period 

and assessment by the TPC. 

2. Building Control 
The amended Building Act 2016 & Building Regulation 2016 came into effect on 1 
January 2019. 

The amended Building Act 2016 now includes sections relating to the following: 

• The criteria that determines whether an existing building is required to be 
upgraded to meet the current National Construction Code. 

• The requirements for protection work to be carried out to protect neighbouring 

properties. 

• The expiry date of building, plumbing and demolition permits that have 

previously been issued without an expiry date being indicated on the permit.  
Permits previously issued without an indicated expiry date now expire on 1 July 
2020 provided the work has been commenced within the first year of the date of 

issue. 

• The criteria and evidence to be provided that will now allow for the Building 

Surveyor to issue a Certificate of Completion for notifiable building or demolition 
work without a standard of work certificate being provided by the builder. 

• The criteria and evidence to be provided that will now allow for the Permit 

Authority to issue a Certificate of Completion for building, plumbing or demolition 
work without a standard of work certificate being provided by the builder or 

plumber. 

• The requirements for determining a certificate of likely compliance for building, 
plumbing and demolition work. 

• The additional application requirements for alternative performance solutions for 
building and plumbing work. 

• The schedule of maintenance requirements for building owners. 

• Changes to the building and plumbing notice process. 

The changes to the Building Regulations 2016 now includes sections relating to the 

following: 

• The Director of Building Control being able to make determinations for the 
requirements and procedures to rectify defective and non-compliant work. 

• Work performed in relevant hazardous areas. 

• Hazard determinations. 

• The interpretation of the National Construction Code. 
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3. Planning 

3.1. The following graph details the breakdown of planning applications received 
during December and January: 

 

Note: 

• Single Dwellings – means single residential dwelling on a single lot. 

• Units – means two or more dwellings on a site. 

• Subdivision – means the division of a single lot into multiple lots giving 
separate rights of occupation, excluding boundary adjustments. 

• Commercial – means bulky goods sales, business and professional services, 
community meeting and entertainment, educational and occasional care, 

equipment and machinery sales and hire, food services, general retail and 
hire, hotel industry, research and development. 

• Tourism – means tourist operations and visitor accommodation. 

• Industrial and Utilities – means extractive industry, manufacturing and 
processing, port and shipping, recycling and waste disposal.  Resource 
processing, service industry, storage, transport depot and distribution, 

utilities, vehicle fuel sales and service. 

• Other – means all other use classes. 

  



 PAGE 99   

 

Report to Infrastructure Works and Development Committee meeting on 11 February 2019 

ITEM 6.1 

3.2. 16 Discretionary Planning Applications and 7 Permitted Planning Applications 
were received in December and January.  The following graph details the 
number of Planning Applications received compared to previous years: 

 

4. Building/Plumbing 

4.1. 21 Building Applications and 11 Plumbing Applications were received in 
December and January.  The following graph details the Building Applications 

compared to the previous year: 
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4.2. Building Applications for $4,094,000 worth of building works was received in 
December and $3,098,409 worth of building works was received in January.  The 
following graph details the value of buildings works received through Building 

Applications compared to previous years: 

 

4.3. 49 plumbing inspections were carried out in December and 38 in January.  The 
following graph details the number of plumbing inspections carried out this 
financial year compared to previous years: 
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4.4. The following graph details the notifiable works received for building and 
plumbing that have been issued this year compared to previous years: 

 

5. Environmental Health 

5.1. The Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) revised the ‘Guide to Environmental 
Impact Assessment conducted by the EPA Board’.  The guide provides general 

information to project proponents, consultants and the community on the 
environmental impact assessment process under the Tasmanian Environmental 

Management and Pollution Control Act 1994. 

A copy of the revised guide is available on the EPA’s website: 

https://epa.tas.gov.au/assessment/assessment-process/guidance-documents 

5.2. The Department of Health (DoH) have developed a state-wide Food Business Risk 
Classification System (RCS).  The RCS will be used by all Tasmanian Councils to 
classify food businesses based on the risk they present to public health and 

safety.  By risk classifying food businesses, the business will be assigned a priority 
for inspections based on their food safety risk. 

The changes will take effect from 1 July 2019. 

5.3. The Australian Government recently announced that Nimenrix® (MenACWY 
vaccine) will be funded as part of the National Immunisation Program (NIP) for 

adolescents from April 2019.  This immunisation will be provided through: 

• a schools based program for adolescents in Year 10 aged 14–16 years; and 

• an ongoing GP based catch up for adolescents 15–19 years of age who 

have not received the vaccine through the school programs. 

The Department of Health have advised Council that it is a requirement to offer 

Meningococcal ACWY vaccine to Year 10 students through the school based 

immunisation program. 
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5.4. The following graph details the inspections, permits and infringement notices that 
have been issued by the Environmental Health Officers this year compared to 
previous years: 

 

6. Animal Control 

6.1. The Tasmanian Cat Management Project was established in July 2018 through 

funding from the State Government.  It is a state-wide joint initiative to promote 
and facilitate responsible cat ownership in the Tasmanian community through 
partnerships with local government and other key stakeholders. 

The project has recently launched a new website to promote advice and 
resources to help Tasmanians keep cats, communities and wildlife safe. 

The website can be found at: https://www.tassiecat.com/ 

6.2. At the end of January there were 3,889 dogs registered in Devonport. 

6.3. In December and January, a total of 96 animal complaints were received.  These 

complaints predominately related to dog at large and barking dogs.  Eight dog 
attacks were reported and dealt with, within the period.  All complaints were 
responded to within two working days. 

6.4. The following graph details the number of animal complaints for this financial 
year compared to the same period last year: 
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7. Risk and Compliance 

7.1. The Emergency Management Amendment Act 2018 was passed through State 
Parliament and given Royal Assent.  The Amendment Act followed a number of 

reviews, including the independent review of Tasmania’s emergency 
management arrangements, following the 2016 floods. 

The amendments specific to Councils and Municipal Committees included: 

• Clarity around municipal emergency management functions and 
responsibilities, such as the need for Municipal Coordinators to establish and 

coordinate evacuation and recovery centres; 

• Creation of new positions, called Municipal Recovery Coordinators to 

perform specific functions in relation to municipal-level recovery; 

• Formal provisions allowing Municipal Committees to form subcommittees; 

• New provisions for the administration of recovery arrangements, providing 

more clarity around responsibility for recovery activities; 

• Provisions allowing flexibility in the appointment of a suitable person to be 
Executive Officers for Municipal Emergency Management Committees; 

• Ability for Deputy Municipal Coordinators to sub-delegate functions; 

• New emergency power to remove debris from, or demolish, damaged 

premises if the removal or demolition is necessary to avert an emergency 
or minimise the possibility of aggravating an emergency or effects of an 
emergency. 

7.2. The Risk Management Standard AS/NZS ISO 31000:2009 has been reviewed and 
revised and renamed Risk Management Standard AS ISO 31000:2018.  The main 

changes include: 

• review of the principles of risk management, which are the key criteria for 
its success; 
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• highlighting of the leadership by top management and the integration of 
risk management, starting with the governance of the organisation; 

• greater emphasis on iterative (repetitive) nature of risk management, 

noting that new experiences, knowledge and analysis can lead to a 
revision of process elements, actions and controls at each stage of the 

process; and 

• streamlining of the context with greater focus on sustaining an open systems 
model to fit multiple needs and contexts. 

7.3. The following graph details the breakdown of the complaints received by the 
Risk Department during December and January: 

 

7.4. 14 internal incidents and 19 external incidents were reported during December 
and January.  The following table details the types of incidents: 

Internal Incident Type No. of Reports Description 

Personal Injury 1 • Hit to forehead 

Property Damage 7 

• Stolen equipment 
• Bluff amenities – smashed glass bricks 
• Visitor Centre – smashed glass in 

door 
• Transfer Station – fence cut 

• Chevron hoop hit by motor vehicle 

Motor Vehicle 3 
• Object hit motor vehicle 

• Rear bumper hit by another vehicle 

Hazard 1 • Syringe found in road reserve 

Near Hit 2 
• Verbal abuse 
• Two public vehicles almost collided 

in loading bay 
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External Incident Type No. of Reports Description 

Personal Injury 6 

• Trip and fall 
• Fall off push bike 
• Hurricane ride malfunction – oil spray 

on public 

Near Hit 2 
• Public toilet incident 

• Driving incident 

Property Damage 6 

• Bollards hit 

• Power pole hit 
• Tree branch hit fence 

• Amenities vandalism 
• Chevron hit 
• Rock hit vehicle 

Motor Vehicle 2 • Rim and tyre damage  

Hazard 3 
• Substance in creek 
• Loose gravel on road 

• Overhanging branches 

The following table details the breakdown of potential and actual insurance claims: 

 Internal 
Incidents 

External 
Incidents 

Potential Claims 1 3 

Potential Claim Costs $0 $0 

Actual Claims 0 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 
Services Department in December 2018 and January 2019. 

ATTACHMENTS 

Nil  

RECOMMENDATION 

That it be recommended to Council that the Development Services Report be received 
and noted.  

 

Author: Kylie Lunson 

Position: Development Services Manager 

Endorsed By: Paul West  

Position: General Manager  
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6.2 INFRASTRUCTURE AND WORKS REPORT   

File: 29528 D565541        

RELEVANCE TO COUNCIL’S PLANS & POLICIES 
Council’s Strategic Plan 2009-2030: 

Strategy 5.2.2 Develop an integrated approach to promoting, marketing and 
supporting a culture of “volunteerism” in our community 

 

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

Department during the months of December 2018 and January 2019. 

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 (including lighting, signs, furniture, vegetation) 
• Stormwater Management 

• Traffic Management 
• Waste Management 

• Recreation Reserves (including playgrounds, parks and gardens) 
• Sporting Grounds and Facilities 
• Tracks and Trails 

• Public Buildings (including public halls, toilets) 
• Marine Structures (including 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. 2018/2019 Capital Works Program 

1.1. The 2018/2019 Capital Works Program is progressing with some projects already 

completed, others underway, and many more in the design or planning phases. 

1.2. Work has commenced on the Southern Rooke Street renewal program, with the 
major stormwater infrastructure installed in the street.  Work has been generally 

completed between 3pm and 12am to manage the impact on businesses, 
although this schedule has had some impact on a small number of residents in 

Rooke Street. 
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1.3. The 2018-19 reseal program is progressing with the spray seal contract being 

substantially completed in January.  25 sites were completed with two remaining, 
while the remaining asphalt sites are programmed for completion in February 
and March. 

1.4. Work to construct pedestrian infrastructure at the western end of Coles Beach 
Road is complete.  This work provides a link between Coles Beach and the 

Coastal Pathway. 
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1.5. Work on the Wenvoe Street renewal project is continuing with kerbs and 
footpaths being poured in Wenvoe Street in January.  To manage the impact on 
local businesses, the pavement excavation and replacement, which creates the 

most disruption for traffic has been scheduled to occur during night shift until mid-
February. 

 

1.6. The project to renew the section of North Street east of William Street was 

completed in December. 

 

1.7. Council officers have been working with the Department of State Growth to 
deliver the infrastructure required for the new bus routes, scheduled to 
commence in 2019.  Council will deliver the project which includes new 

footpaths, ramps, shelters and signs funded by a grant from the Department. 
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1.8. Work is underway on the construction of William stormwater catchment upgrade 
– stage 8.  A 1050mm diameter pipe is being laid through the Eugene Street field, 
which may result in the area being unavailable to sports teams who use the field 

in coming months.  However, alternatives will be available for affected users. 

 

1.9. The renewal of a stormwater pipe on Madden Street was completed.  As the 
capacity of the line was suitable, structural relining was the preferred option.  This 
is done using a band of PVC wound in a spiral through the existing pipe.  The 

band interlocks and creates a new structural pipe within the old pipe.  The relining 
was completed in a single day with no excavation. 

 

1.10. There has been no work on the “Brooke St Upgrade - Caroline Catchment Stage 
1” project.  Following the analysis of the East Devonport stormwater catchments 
(Min IWC44/18 refers), the John Stormwater Catchment is a higher priority for 
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work.  Work in the John Street catchment includes the construction of a 
stormwater detention basin on the site of the East Devonport Recreation Centre.  
It is proposed that the $200,000 allocated to the “Brooke St Upgrade - Caroline 

Catchment Stage 1” project be re-allocated to a new project in the John 
Stormwater Catchment. 

1.11. This year’s stage of Victoria Parade path lighting is complete.  Dedicated path 
lighting is now provided between Lower Madden Street and the Vietnam War 
Memorial Park. 

1.12. New park furniture was installed in Highfield Park in time for the Devonport 
Community House’s Christmas party.  Trees will be planted in autumn to 

complete the 2018-19 actions from the master plan. 

1.13. An order has been issued for the replacement of the Girdlestone Park 
scoreboard.  Commissioning is expected in time for the start of the 2019 NWFL 

season. 

1.14. A period of public consultation on the East Devonport foreshore playground 
project has been completed, where the community was asked to nominate their 

preferred option from a shortlist of two.  94 responses were received through 
Speak Up Devonport, with a majority preferring the ‘tower’ option.  An order has 

been issued to the supplier and installation is expected in March or April. 

 

1.15. The design of the Mersey Bluff pedestrian links is underway, with improvements 

proposed on Bluff Road at Meercroft Park and near Clements Street.  Some 
signage improvement will also be included in the 2018-19 scope of work.  A 

proposal to implement more of the recommendations from the Traffic, Parking 
and Pedestrian Study of the precinct in 2019-20 will be included for consideration 
in the 2019-20 capital works program. 

2. Management 

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

Works Department: 

Balance of Action Requests as at 30th November 2018 561 

Number of Action Requests created in December 2018 209 
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Number of Action Requests completed in December 2018 275 

Balance of Action Requests as at 31st December 2018 495 

2.2. The following graph details the breakdown of the action requests completed 
during December: 

 

3. Technical and Engineering 

3.1. Council staff have been appointed to the Coastal Pathway Project Control 
Group, along with representatives from Latrobe and Central Coast Councils and 

the Cradle Coast Authority.  CCA is finalizing its $4.8M funding deed with the 
Federal Government and the grant from the State Government.  Design work will 

continue, with construction expected to commence later in 2019, with 
completion expected in 2021. 

3.2. New signs have been designed and ordered for the restaurant parking area at 

the Bluff.  The operators had again raised concerns about the availability of 
parking.  The signs are designed to more clearly designate the area as parking 

for restaurant customers only and to highlight the availability of 45 spaces near 
the former Sound Shell and on the Bluff headland.  Installation is expected in 
February. 

3.3. Council staff have been working with Sustainable Living Tasmania to develop a 
business case to transition Council’s light vehicle fleet to electric and/or hybrid 

vehicles.  The business case is expected to be delivered to Council in March.   

3.4. Repair work continues on the 25m indoor pool at Splash, which required the pool 
to be drained.  Repairs are programmed to be completed and the pool 

reopened during the week commencing 18 February 2019.   

3.5. Progress on the hydraulic modelling of stormwater catchments is continuing.  The 
survey of stormwater assets in the various catchments in Spreyton is complete. 

Quotations have been requested for the modelling and analysis of the Bluff 
catchments, while the modelling and analysis of the CBD catchments is being 

finalised. 

3.6. 43 Section 337 Certificates were processed in December.  The following graph 
details the 337 Certificates that have been assessed by the Infrastructure and 

Works Department this calendar year compared to previous years: 
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3.7. The following is a summary of the projects capitalised to 31 December 2018. 

Number of projects capitalised in December 13 

Total value of capitalisations in December $0.41M 

Total value of Works in Progress (WIP) as at 31 December $63.7M* 

Donated Asset Capitalised (Subdivisions) in December $0.09M 

Number of projects awaiting capitalisation next month 2 

* includes $58.1 LIVING CITY costs yet to be capitalised 

3.8. Six National Heavy Vehicle Regulator Assessments were completed in 
December.  The following graph details the National Heavy Vehicle Regulator 

Assessments that have been issued this year compared to previous years: 
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3.9. The following graph details the Engineering Assessments for Development 
Applications that were completed in December compared to previous years: 

 

3.10. Six Road Reserve Permits were issued in December.  The following graph details 
the permits that were issued this year compared to previous years: 

 

3.11. 93 Dial Before You Dig requests were processed in December.  The following 
graph details the Dial Before You Dig requests that have been processed this 

year compared to previous years: 
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4. Operational Contracts 

4.1. 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 

two years 

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-

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.  

Schedule of 

Rates 

Boral 

Construction 

Materials 
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mixed 

Concrete 

Further to a review the option for 

the additional 12 months was 

accepted. 

Contract 1312 

Essential Safety 

and Health 

Measures 

22/11/18 

option 1+1 

The original contract signed in 

November 2016 was for a 24-

month period and had an 

option for two 12-month 

extensions.  Further to a review 

the option for the first 12-month 

extension was accepted. 

Schedule of 

Rates 
Safe 

Workplace 

Solutions Pty 

Ltd, MJ Miller 

Electrical and 

Electrical 

Testing & 

Compliance 

Service 

5. Civil Works and Stormwater Maintenance 

5.1. Maintenance in accordance with the Service Level Document, undertaken in 
December and January included: 

• Road repair works on Stewart Street and Nixon Street near primary schools 
(in school holidays) 

• Alterations to a traffic island on Best Street to improve bus manoeuvrability 

• Repairs to rural roads including Ellice Hill Drive and Paloona Road 

• Shouldering on Tugrah Road 

5.2. In February and March, it is anticipated that civil works and stormwater 
maintenance works will include: 

• Shouldering on Forthside Road 

• Open drain work on Brooke Street 

• Road repair work on Lillico Road 

6. Parks and Reserves Maintenance 

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

December and January included: 

• Removal of Shingle from Bluff Beach 

• Turf repair in front of Devonport SLSC 

• Preparation of Devonport Oval for the annual carnival 

• Maintenance of sports fields during summer sports 

• Removal of concrete cricket wicket from Girdlestone Park 

6.2. In February and March, it is anticipated that parks and reserves maintenance 
works will include: 

• Preparation of Cenotaph for ANZAC day 

• Prepare Valley Road soccer ground for National Skills Acquisition Program 
event 

• Commence transition of sports grounds from summer sports to winter sports 

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

previous years are as follows: 
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7. Building and Facilities Maintenance 

7.1. Maintenance in accordance with the Service Level Document, undertaken in 
December and January included: 

• Install drinking fountain at Pioneer Park  

• Paint external trims at Byard Park 

• Remove Christmas tree and decorations 

• Service assistance for Christmas events, Breakfast on the Park and New 
Year’s Eve 

• Annual pest control of buildings  

• Sand and reseal stadium floors at Devonport and East Devonport 

Recreation Centres 
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• Re-stain external boards at BSMC 

 

7.2. In February and March, it is anticipated that building and facilities maintenance 
works will include: 

• External painting of Devonport Cricket Club 

• Re-stain outdoor deck of BSMC 

• Repaint entrance to Devonport Oval 

• Grind and recoat changeroom floors at Devonport Recreation Centre 

basketball stadium 

8. Waste Management Operations 

8.1. Waste Management Services were conducted in accordance with the Service 
Level Document during December and January.  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: 
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8.2. The following table details the monthly figures for the Spreyton Waste Transfer 
Station: 

Item Dec 2018 18/19 
YTD 

17/18 
Total 

16/17 
Total 

15/16 
Total 

Asbestos – large loads (Tonnes) 0.56 5.62  9.94  11.02  12.8 

tonnes 

Asbestos – small loads (m3) 6.5 41 90.5 102.5 109 

Mattresses (no.) 87 526 828 695 500 

Vehicle Loads – up to 0.5m³ (no.) 689 3,225 5,117 4,859 7,958 

Vehicle Loads – 0.5m³ to 1.5m³ (no.) 1,634 7,974 11,724 13,985 12,492 

Vehicle Loads – 1.5m³ to 2m³ (no.) 423 1,781 6,380 6,422 6,548 

DCC Garbage Trucks (Domestic & 

Commercial Collection Services) 

(tonnes) 

799 4627 9,207  9,192  9,376  

Steel Recycling (tonnes) 85 579 845  897 843  

e-Waste (tonnes) 12 24 12 0  9.9 

Tyres (no.) 35 162 348 293 359 

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, and that Council authorise the $200,000 budget allocation for “Brooke Street 
Upgrade - Caroline Catchment Stage 1” be reallocated to a new project “John 

Stormwater Catchment Upgrade”.  Due to the timing of the cut off for reports for this 
agenda, there is no Capital report.  

 

Author: Michael Williams 

Position: Infrastructure & Works Manager 

Endorsed By: Paul West  

Position: General Manager  

     



 PAGE 119 
 
Infrastructure Works and Development Committee meeting Agenda 11 February 2019 

 

7.0 CLOSURE 
 
There being no further business the Chairperson declared the meeting closed at         pm.  
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