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COUNCIL MEETING VISITORS 
 

 

Visitors are most welcome to attend Council meetings. 

 

Visitors attending a Council Meeting agree to abide by the following rules:- 

 

 Visitors are required to sign the Visitor Book and provide their name and full 

residential address before entering the meeting room. 

 

 Visitors are only allowed to address Council with the permission of the 

Chairperson. 

 

 When addressing Council the speaker is asked not to swear or use threatening 

language. 

 

 Visitors who refuse to abide by these rules will be asked to leave the meeting by 

the Chairperson. 

 

 
 

SECURITY PROCEDURES 
 

 Council staff will ensure that all visitors have signed the Visitor Book. 

 

 A visitor who continually interjects during the meeting or uses threatening 

language to Councillors or staff, will be asked by the Chairperson to cease 

immediately. 

 

 If the visitor fails to abide by the request of the Chairperson, the Chairperson shall 

suspend the meeting and ask the visitor to leave the meeting immediately. 

 

 If the visitor fails to leave the meeting immediately, the General Manager is to 

contact Tasmania Police to come and remove the visitor from the building. 

 

 Once the visitor has left the building the Chairperson may resume the meeting. 

 

 In the case of extreme emergency caused by a visitor, the Chairperson is to 

activate the Distress Button immediately and Tasmania Police will be called. 
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PO Box 102, Westbury, 

Tasmania, 7303 

 
 

 

 

Dear Councillors 

 

 

I wish to advise that a general meeting of the Meander Valley Council will be held at the 

Westbury Council Chambers, 26 Lyall Street, Westbury, on Tuesday 14 July 2015 at 

1.30pm. 

 

 

 

Greg Preece 

GENERAL MANAGER 
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Agenda for a general meeting of the Meander Valley Council to be held at the Council 

Chambers Meeting Room, 26 Lyall Street, Westbury, on Tuesday 14 July  2015 at 1.30pm. 

 

 

PRESENT:  

 

 

APOLOGIES:  

 

 

IN ATTENDANCE:  

 

 

 

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES: 
 

Councillor xx moved and Councillor xx seconded, “that the minutes of the Ordinary 

and Closed meeting of Council held on Tuesday 9 June, 2015, be received and 

confirmed.” 

 

 

 

COUNCIL WORKSHOPS HELD SINCE THE LAST MEETING: 
 

Date : Items discussed: 

23 June 2015 1. Infrastructure Discussion – 11.00 – 11.30am 

2. Meander Valley Community Directory 

3. Refugee Welcome Zone 

4. Industrial Development Incentive 

5. Mole Creek Primary School – Proposed Demolition 

6. Westbury Recreation Ground Building Upgrade 

7. Strategic Asset Management Plan 

8. NBN Technology Choice For Westbury/Hadspen 

9. Policy Process For Mayor To Report To Council 

10. Signage Code – Cr Rodney Synfield 

 

 

 

 

Evacuation and Safety:   

At the commencement of the meeting the Mayor will advise that, 

 Evacuation details and information are located on the wall to his left; 

 In the unlikelihood of an emergency evacuation an alarm will sound and evacuation wardens 

will assist with the evacuation.  When directed, everyone will be required to exit in an orderly 

fashion through the front doors and go directly to the evacuation point which is in the car-

park at the side of the Town Hall. 
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ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE MAYOR: 
 

Wednesday 10 June 2015 

 

 Attended funeral Late Mayor Dorset, Barry Jarvis 

 

Thursday 11 June 2015 

 

 Attended Day 1, Council Planning Workshop 

 

Friday 12 June 2015 

 

 Attended Lyons electorate Mayors meeting with Eric Hutchinson MP - Brighton 

 

Monday 15 June to Wednesday 17 June 2015 

 

 Attended ALGA National Congress – Canberra 

 

Tuesday 23 June 2015 

 

 Attended Council Workshop 

 Attended Westbury Recreation Ground meeting with User Groups 

 

Thursday 25 June 2015 

 

 Attended meeting with Hon Matt Groom, Minister for State Growth - Hobart 

 

Saturday 27 June 2015 

 

 Attended Deloraine RSLA Sub-Branch Annual Luncheon 

 

Wednesday 1 July 2015 

 

 Attended meeting with Hon Peter Gutwein MP, Minister for Local Government  

Launceston 

 

Tuesday 7 July 2015 

 

 Attended Tasmanian Institute of Agriculture Roadshow – Deloraine 

 

Wednesday 8 July 2015 

 

 Attended NAIDOC Flag raising ceremony – Deloraine 
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Thursday 9 July 2015 

 

 Attended Day 2, Council Planning Workshop 

 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST: 
 

 

TABLING OF PETITIONS: 
 

Construction of a footpath along Scott Street, Hadspen 

 

The General Manager tabled a petition containing 21 signatures from residents of Scott 

Street, Hadspen, requesting Council construct a footpath along Scott Street to facilitate 

their safe passage into Hadspen and for the collection of children from school buses etc. 

 

The petition, addressed to the General Manager, was submitted by Peter and Helen 

Lundie, 29 Scott Street, Hadspen. 

 

This petition was compliant with Section 57 of the Local Government Act, 1993. 

 

Recommendation 

 

Cr xx moved and Cr xx seconded “that Council receive the petition and include the 

project for discussion at a future capital works workshop.” 

 

PUBLIC QUESTION TIME: 
 
General Rules for Question Time: 

 

Public question time will continue for no more than thirty minutes for ‘questions on notice’ and ‘questions 

without notice’.  

 

At the beginning of public question time, the Chairperson will firstly refer to the questions on notice.  The 

Chairperson will ask each person who has a question on notice to come forward and state their name and 

where they are from (suburb or town) before asking their question(s). 

 

The Chairperson will then ask anyone else with a question without notice to come forward and give their 

name and where they are from (suburb or town) before asking their question. 

 

If called upon by the Chairperson, a person asking a question without notice may need to submit a written 

copy of their question to the Chairperson in order to clarify the content of the question. 

 

A member of the public may ask a Council officer to read their question for them. 
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If accepted by the Chairperson, the question will be responded to, or, it may be taken on notice as a 

‘question on notice’ for the next Council meeting.  Questions will usually be taken on notice in cases where 

the questions raised at the meeting require further research or clarification.  These questions will need to be 

submitted as a written copy to the Chairperson prior to the end of public question time. 

 

The Chairperson may direct a Councillor or Council officer to provide a response. 

 

All questions and answers must be kept as brief as possible. 

 

There will be no debate on any questions or answers. 

 

In the event that the same or similar question is raised by more than one person, an answer may be given 

as a combined response. 

 

Questions on notice and their responses will be minuted. 

 

Questions without notice raised during public question time and the responses to them will not be minuted 

or recorded in any way with exception to those questions taken on notice for the next Council meeting. 

 

Once the allocated time period of thirty minutes has ended, the Chairperson will declare public question 

time ended.  At this time, any person who has not had the opportunity to put forward a question will be 

invited to submit their question in writing for the next meeting. 

 

Notes 

 Council officers may be called upon to provide assistance to those wishing to register a question, 

particularly those with a disability or from non-English speaking cultures, by typing their questions. 

 The Chairperson may allocate a maximum time for each question, depending on the complexity of 

the issue, and on how many questions are asked at the meeting.  The Chairperson may also 

indicate when sufficient response to a question has been provided. 

 Limited Privilege: Members of the public should be reminded that the protection of parliamentary 

privilege does not apply to local government, and any statements or discussion in the Council 

Chamber or any document, produced are subject to the laws of defamation. 

 

For further information please telephone 6393 5300 or visit www.meander.tas.gov.au 

 

PUBLIC QUESTION TIME: 
 

1. QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE – JUNE 2015 

 

1.1 Sandra Pearn, Reid Street, Westbury 

 

a)  “Matter regarding Reid Street unmade road section, letter dated 18th December 

2014”. 

Response by Greg Preece, General Manager 

The matter regarding the unmade section of Reid Street was raised by 

Councillor Richardson on 27 November 2014 in a letter to Council.  As a 

result of this letter it was decided to write to the residents of Reid Street on 

this unmade section, to seek their views on leaving the unmade road closed 

or opening it up to through traffic. 

http://www.meander.tas.gov.au/
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b) “Why I haven’t received a response to my letter of 12 January, 2015. 

Response by Greg Preece, General Manager 

A search of your files shows that the Director Infrastructure Services, Mr 

Dino De Paoli sent a response to your letter on 23 January, 2015.  I have 

attached a copy of this response for your information. 

 

c) “Was this ever an authorised closure? Who authorised this and were you aware 

that this ditch was dug? 

Response by Greg Preece, General Manager 

It has been difficult to obtain information relating to the closure as it would 

appear that the late Mr Mike Pel was the Council officer responsible for 

installing the pipe culvert and bollards.  It is understood that the culvert was 

installed after a private landowner excavated the drain.  The section of 

unmade road is not listed on Council’s road register so Council considers that 

the State Government Crown Land Services are the responsible managers for 

this section of unmade road reservation. 

d)  “Why was the survey only sent to a few residents who lived in the Street?” 

Response by Greg Preece, General Manager 

The Council letter was sent to the residents with direct access off Reid Street 

between Marriott and Ritchie Streets or sharing a boundary with this section, 

as they were the residents most likely to be directly impacted by any action 

in making Reid Street a through road. 

 

e) “Shouldn’t everyone’s response have been in a letter form to why or why not and 

not just a phone call with the word “No”. 

Response by Greg Preece, General Manager 

When Council undertakes a survey such as this it provides the opportunity to 

send in a response by letter, by telephone or by email.  This gives the 

respondent the opportunity to respond in a manner that best suits them. 

 

f) “I would like to make it known that a 5 minute delay of an ambulance or fire 

brigade could be a matter of life and death”. 

Response by Greg Preece, General Manager 

Yes, Council and officers fully understand that any delay in emergency 

services is critical. 

 

g) “My father remembers when he was 16 that you could always come through Reid 

Street by horse or cart or vehicle.” 

Response by Greg Preece, General Manager 
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Yes, Council officers are aware that access along Reid Street was possible in 

the past. 

h) “Question traffic condition with only eastern end with trucks and extra vehicles due 

to further development in this area? 

Response by Greg Preece, General Manager 

In respect to further truck and vehicle traffic due to further development in 

the area, this will be considered by Council when it discusses the matter in 

the very near future. 

 

 

2. QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE – JULY 2015 

 

 

COUNCILLOR QUESTION TIME: 
 

1. COUNCILLOR QUESTIONS TAKEN ON NOTICE – JUNE 2015 

 

1.1 Cr Bob Richardson 

 

a) Mrs Pearn inferred that a ditch was dug across Reid Street.  Was that ditch dug by 

Council?  If so was the general public (of Meander Valley) advised of the road closure, 

or was the ditch dug without permission? And if so, can Council determine who was 

responsible and what actions were, or will be taken, by Council in relation to a 

possible unauthorised action? 

Response by Dino De Paoli, Director Infrastructure Services 

It is understood that a land owner adjoining Reid Street dug a trench across the 

western end of the unmade section of Reid Street 5 or so years ago.  From a recent 

inspection, there are two sections of an open drain at the western end of the 

unmade part of Reid Street that are joined by a pipe culvert across the reserve.  

There are no records to indicate that this section of road reserve was made a Council 

road. Crown Land Services is the responsible authority for the unmade section of 

Reid Street. 

 

b) About 5 years ago there were public toilets and change-rooms (beneath the 

grandstand) at Westbury’s oval.  There was also a timekeeper’s box/scorers box in the 

grandstand. 

These have not been replaced. 

Given’s Council’s Asset Management Policy, why have these assets not been replaced?  

Is this not a breach of the policy? 

 

Response by Dino De Paoli, Director Infrastructure Services. 

At the Ordinary Meeting of Council in January 2008 a decision was made by Council 

to approve instigation of the Westbury Recreation Ground Redevelopment (2007-
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2012) Plan.  This Plan listed actions for removal of the grandstand and public toilet, 

and construction of a new toilet in a latter stage.  The removal of assets was 

undertaken in early 2008.  Actions in the Plan were subject to priorities and 

available funding and it was noted that amendment could occur to the plan.  It is 

considered that the original toilet has not been replaced due to assessment of cost 

and low demand at the time, and the availability of other public toilets nearby.  The 

2008 version of Council’s Asset Management Policy in place at the time states that 

prior to consideration of any major works, or renewal or improvement to an asset, a 

critical review should be undertaken of the need and the “whole of life” cost of that 

asset.  Therefore, the decisions made at that time in not replacing the toilet can be 

taken as being consistent with the Policy. 

 

c) It is noted that, in correspondence to Council on 29 May, 2015, from the Tasmanian 

Audit Office, the Tasmanian Audit Office outlined audit fees for the coming audit. 

 

Given rises in fees from 5.33% to 24.00%, does anyone audit the TAO?  

 

Response by Malcolm Salter, Director Corporate Services 

Yes; please refer to the following extract from the Audit Act 2008 

“PART 6 - Independent Audit of Financial Statements of Auditor-General 

41. Appointment of independent auditor of financial statements of Auditor-General 

(1) The Governor, on the recommendation of the Treasurer, may 

appoint an auditor who is a registered company auditor within the 

meaning of the Corporations Act (the "independent auditor") to 

conduct the annual audit of the financial statements relating to 

the Tasmanian Audit Office. 

(2) The Treasurer is to make his or her recommendation under 

subsection (1) after consultation with the Auditor-General. 

(3) The Minister, the Auditor-General or a person employed in the 

Tasmanian Audit Office is not to be appointed under 

subsection (1).” 

 

Does Council consider these fees require an explanation given CPI is about 2.00% for the 

financial year? 

 

Response by Malcolm Salter, Director Corporate Services 

An explanation of the fee structure has already been provided by the Tasmanian 

Audit Office in its “Annual Audit Arrangements Letter for the Year Ending 30 June 

2015” to Council dated 29 May 2015 (pages 6 & 7) as per the normal procedure 

when planning each annual audit. 

 

This letter was presented to Council’s Audit Panel meeting on 9 June 2015. 

 

http://www.thelaw.tas.gov.au/tocview/index.w3p;cond=;doc_id=49%2B%2B2008%2BGS41%40Gs1%40EN%2B20150618000000;histon=;prompt=;rec=56;term=#GS41@Gs1@EN
http://www.thelaw.tas.gov.au/tocview/index.w3p;cond=;doc_id=49%2B%2B2008%2BGS41%40Gs1%40EN%2B20150618000000;histon=;prompt=;rec=56;term=#GS41@Gs1@EN
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Note 1, page 7, states that audit fees have been adjusted by 2%. This is correct. The 

2013-14 fee schedule separately identified estimated additional costs associated 

with the audit of the financial sustainability indicators. This is now included in the 

2014-15 base fee (ref: Audit fee table, page 6). 

 

Note 2, page 7, provides an explanation of the travel fee which is almost always 

overestimated. For example, for 2013-14 an amount of $800 was charged compared 

to $1 900 estimated. 

 

Note 3, page 7, explains that the Local Government (Miscellaneous Amendments) 

Act 2013 introduced or amended a number of requirements for councils which were 

invoiced separately. This resulted in an actual cost for 2013-14 of $1 610 compared 

to $800 estimated. The base fee for 2014-15 includes these costs. 

 

An additional one-off cost of $1 225 is included in the 2014-15 audit fee schedule 

for the cost of the Auditor-General’s expert (Jeff Roorda and Associates) to review 

Council’s infrastructure asset valuation (ref: Other Specialist Involvement 

paragraph, page 4). 

 

d) Blundstone Arena 

20,000 seats demanded 

$40,000,000 taxpayers money spent 

$2,000,000 taxpayers dollars spent annually 

Two high profile teams 

Only 12,000 turn up 

Can anyone explain the contradiction and probable waste of money which could have 

been spent on police, schools or nurses? 

Response by Mayor Craig Perkins 

No we can’t. 

 

1.2 Cr Rodney Synfield 

 

(a) It has come to my attention that the Mayor has recently appointed a new committee 

member to the TRAP Committee, being a special committee of Council. My question 

to follow in no way is intended to reflect upon the Mayor or the person selected. 

 

My question is, is this compliant with the provisions of the Local Government Act 1993, 

wherein it states in Section 22 (3) “A council must not delegate any of its powers relating 

to the following: …. 

 

(a) the establishment of council committees, special committees, controlling 

authorities, single authorities or joint authorities; ….”? 
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Now perhaps it may be argued that the establishment of the special committee of 

Council is unrelated to the persons who may be selected to be members of that 

committee but I would find that a tenuous argument or distinction. 

The problem I have with that scenario is would it then be captured anyway, by the 

provision also found in Section 22 (3) (wherein a Council must not delegate) (i) any other 

prescribed power.  

Now given what Section 24 of the Local Government Act says about special committees, 

as per the following; 

 

24. Special committees 

 

(1) A council may establish, on such terms and for such purposes as it thinks fit, 

special committees. 

 

(2) A special committee consists of such persons appointed by the council as the 

council thinks appropriate. 

 

(3) The council is to determine the procedures relating to meetings of a special 

committee. 

 

Section 24 (2) as per above, appears to me to be a prescribed power under the Act and 

therefore not delegable.  

So in summing up, is not the appointment of a member of a special committee solely the 

province of the entire Council to decide upon, irrespective of which scenario you 

advance? 

If this assessment is correct, then:  

a) what other appointments have been made in like manner (historically), and  

b) what impact would the making of such appointments have, in terms of their legality, 

including the legality of a special committee so constructed, and  

c) what are the ramifications of any acts or decisions made by committees with 

members who may have been appointed in this manner, and 

d) what action will Council now take to remedy this situation?  

Response by David Pyke, Director Governance & Community Services 

The following legal advice has been obtained in response to the above question, 

namely:-  

 

“The power to appoint members to a special committee of Council is a power that 

can be delegated under the Local Government Act 1993 because it is neither a power 

relating to the establishment of the special committee nor a prescribed power. 

 

The appointment of new members to a committee, that has previously been 

established, is distinct and separate to the act of establishing/creating the 
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committee. This is best evidenced by the fact that the power is exercised at a time 

after the creation of the committee. 

 

The appointment of new members to a committee is not a prescribed power. The 

Acts Interpretation Act 1931 specifies that a “prescribed power” is a power that is 

prescribed by regulations made under the Act or otherwise prescribed by the Act. It 

is not every power listed in the Act, only those powers specifically identified as 

being non-delegable. 

 

Under s.22 of the Local Government Act 1993 Council may only delegate functions 

and powers to the General Manager, a controlling authority, a council committee or 

a special committee. As no delegation compliant with this provision is currently in 

place, the power to appoint members of the TRAP Committee is currently only 

capable of being exercised by Council. 

 

It is recommended that Council undertake a review of its delegations register and 

the terms of reference for each special committee. Given that the appointments for 

all special committees was confirmed by Council at the December 2014 meeting it is 

anticipated that there will be few committee appointments that are affected by this 

issue. 

 

With specific reference to the TRAP Committee, because TRAP performs an advisory 

function, and does not make decisions that affect substantive or proprietary rights 

of individuals, the recent non-conforming appointment of a member is considered 

to be unlikely to give rise to significant issues with validity of the committee’s 

actions.” 

 

All future appointments will be forwarded to Council for confirmation as required 

under s24 (2) of the Local Government Act 1993 and the current Terms of Reference 

for the TRAP Committee will be reviewed. 

 

b) Egmont Reserve – Could a hand rail be placed for safety purposes to access the river? 

 

Response by Matthew Millwood, Director Works 

Council has signage erected at Egmont Reserve advising/warning the reserve users 

of potential site hazards.  This advice details slippery and steep banks and the river 

itself having deep cold water, strong currents and submerged objects.  Persons that 

use the river for recreational purposes are warned that they enter the water having 

assessed these potential hazards.  The concrete retaining wall that borders the river 

already has a low water level access available and the inclusion of a handrail at this 

position is considered to provide encouragement for persons to access this waterway 

– Council should not be providing this encouragement.  
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It is recommended that a handrail not be installed for the aforementioned reason. 

 

1.3 Cr Andrew Connor  

 

a) Congratulations to staff who worked to make our Council room microphone system a 

reality.  It currently provides a boost for audio levels in the room and allows for 

overflow of the public gallery to the supper room.  The original motion concerning this 

equipment, passed about 2 years ago, included provisions for recording and internet 

streaming of meetings to the community who cannot attend at Westbury. 

 

What further steps are required for telephone tie-ins, internet streaming of meetings 

and recordings to commence in terms of policy and funding?  And when does Council 

expect this to happen?  I note that this project is currently $20,000 under its allocated 

budget and will that remainder be sufficient for any additional infrastructure required? 

 

Response by Greg Preece, General Manager 

The first step is for Council to determine what it wants to do with telephone tie-in, 

internet streaming and recording of meetings.  Once this decision is made the 

appropriate policies and procedures can be developed and funding allocated. 

The matter can be listed for discussion at the August workshop to assess what 

options Council want to deliver. 

 

2. COUNCILLOR QUESTIONS ON NOTICE – JULY 2015 

 

Nil 

 

3. COUNCILLOR QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE – JULY 2015 

 

 

DEPUTATIONS BY MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC: 
 

NOTICE OF MOTIONS BY COUNCILLORS: 
 

GOV 3 CR IAN MACKENZIE – COUNCIL AMALGAMATION 

ED & S  CR ANDREW CONNOR - NATIONAL BROADBAND NETWORK AREA SWITCH APPLICATION 
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CERTIFICATION 

 

 

“I certify that with respect to all advice, information or recommendation provided to 

Council with this agenda: 

 

1. the advice, information or recommendation is given by a person who has the 

qualifications or experience necessary to give such advice, information or 

recommendation, and 

 

2. where any advice is given directly to Council by a person who does not have the 

required qualifications or experience that person has obtained and taken into 

account in that person’s general advice the advice from an appropriately qualified 

or experienced person.” 

 

 

 
 

Greg Preece 

GENERAL MANAGER 

 

 

 

“Notes:  S65(1) of the Local Government Act requires the General Manager to ensure 

that any advice, information or recommendation given to the Council (or a Council 

committee) is given by a person who has the qualifications or experience necessary to 

give such advice, information or recommendation.  S65(2) forbids Council from deciding 

any matter which requires the advice of a qualified person without considering that 

advice.” 

 

COUNCIL MEETING AS A PLANNING AUTHORITY 

 

The Mayor advises that for items DEV 1 to DEV 5 Council is acting as a Planning 

Authority under the provisions of the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993. 
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DEV 1 MINI HYDRO POWER STATION, TRANSMISSION 

LINES AND ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE – 

MERSEY FOREST ROAD, MERSEY FOREST  
 

1) Introduction        

 

This report considers the planning application PA\12\0183 for a Discretionary Use 

- Utilities (mini hydro power station, transmission line and associated 

infrastructure), for land located at Mersey Forest Road, Mersey Forest 

(PID:2530822). 

 

2) Background        

 

Applicant 

 

G 7 Generation 

 

Planning Controls   

 

The subject land is controlled by the Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 

2013 (referred to this report as the ‘Scheme’). 

 

Use & Development 

 

The application proposes to construct a mini hydro power station adjacent to the 

Fish River, Mersey Forest, approximately 50m east of Mersey Forest Road (see 

attached plans).   

 

The hydro power station itself will have a footprint of approximately 1600m2 and 

will include two turbine houses, a site store, site office and ablution facility. All 

buildings will be constructed from shipping containers. Access will be taken from 

the Walls of Jerusalem Road via a proposed access track, 116 metres in length. 

The station will have an installed capacity of 2 megawatts. 

 

A small weir will be constructed within the Fish River, upstream of the proposed 

station and a 995 metre pipeline will carry a continuous water supply for power 

generation. The change in elevation between the weir and the station will provide 

sufficient pressure to rotate the turbine generators using a relatively small 

volume of stored water.  
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The power station site and water pipeline is to be located within an approved 

53.2 hectare lease on Crown Land. Two easements have also been approved by 

Forestry Tasmania to export the power to the Fisher Power Station. 

 

Connection to the electricity grid will require the construction of a transmission 

line, consisting of standard 10m power poles with 3 vertically mounted cables. 

Two possible cable routes have been proposed. Route 1 runs adjacent to the 

Mersey Forest Road to the Rowallan Dam, then follows an existing transmission 

line to the south of a privately owned title known as Dublin Plains. From here the 

line follows an un-named forestry track off Dublin Road before re-converging 

with the transmission line corridor to the north of the private parcel and 

connecting to the State grid at the Fisher Power Station. 

 

Route 2 runs adjacent to Mersey Forest Road for approximately 3km, then follows 

Dublin Road. The route leaves Dublin Road to the south of Dublin Plains, via the 

same un-named forestry track, and then follows the same path as Route 1.   
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Figure 1: Proposed transmission line routes. 

The development will require the clearance of approximately 7040m2 of 

vegetation for the power station, pipeline and access, with an additional 64000m2 

(approximate) required for the transmission lines.  

 

Site & Surrounds 

 

The proposed development is located across 2 titles. The lot to the east has an 

area of 6964ha, is administered by the Crown and described as Future Potential 

Production Forest. The hydro power station, access and pipeline will be located 

on this title. The land to the west has an area of 3200ha and is managed by 

Forestry Tasmania. The proposed transmission lines will largely be located on this 

title.  
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The site of the mini hydro power station is located approximately 5km to the 

south of the Lake Rowallan dam, 50m from where the Mersey Forest Road 

crosses the Fish River at the base of Howells Bluff. 

 

Photo 1: Aerial photo showing the approximate location of the development and 

surrounding land use (Source: The List 2015). 

 

The surrounding land is largely owned by Forestry Tasmania, Hydro Tasmania and 

the Crown - Parks and Wildlife. The land contains a mix of intact native forest, 

regrowth forest and plantation forestry, intersected by electricity transmission 

lines. Lake Rowallan and Lake Parangana are located to the west and north-west 

of the property respectively. The Walls of Jerusalem National Park is to the east. 
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Photo 2: Rowallan Dam, looking west from Mersey Forest Road. 

 

 
Photo 3: Lake Rowallan, looking south-west. 

 

 
Photo 4: Existing transmission lines, adjacent to Rowallan Dam, looking 

north-east. 
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Photo 5: Parangana Dam and Power Station to the north-west of the 

development site, viewed from Mersey Forest Road. 

 

The land is intersected by a number of Forestry Tasmania maintained, public 

roads, including Mersey Forest Road, Dublin Road and the Walls of Jerusalem 

Track. 

 

While most of the surrounding land is owned by public corporations, the subject 

property envelopes three privately owned parcels of land. These parcels take 

access from Dublin Road and contain shacks and outbuildings occupied 

intermittently.   

 

Statutory Timeframes  

 

Valid application:  12 February 2015 

Advertised: 21 February 2015 

Closing date for representations: 11 March 2015 

Request for further information: Not Applicable 

Information received: Not Applicable 

Extension of time granted: 13 April 2015 

Extension of time expires: 14 July 2015 

Decision Due: 14 July 2015 
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3) Strategic/Annual Plan Conformance 

 

Council has a target under the Annual Plan to assess applications for 

discretionary uses within statutory timeframes.     

 

4) Policy Implications      

 

Not Applicable 

 

5) Statutory Requirements      

 

Council must process and determine the application in accordance with the Land 

Use Planning Approval Act 1993 (LUPAA) and its Planning Scheme. The 

application is made in accordance with Section 57 of LUPAA. 

 

6) Risk Management       

 

Risk is managed by the inclusion of appropriate conditions on the planning 

permit. 

 

7) Consultation with State Government and other Authorities 

 

The applicant has the written consent of a person appropriately delegated by the 

Minister of the Crown. 

 

The application was referred to the Assessment Committee for Dams 

Construction (DPIPWE) under Section 156F of the Water Management Act 1999. 

Conditions for dam safety have been provided by the Assessment Committee for 

Dam Construction.  Under the Water Management Act 1999, any planning permit 

issued must include these conditions.   

 

8) Community Consultation      

 

The application was advertised for the 14-day period required under legislation. 

Two representations were received (attached documents). The representations 

are discussed in the assessment below.   

 

9) Financial Impact       

 

Not Applicable 
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10) Alternative Options      

 

Council can either approve the development, with or without conditions, or 

refuse the application. 

 

11) Officers Comments      

 

Zone 

 

The subject property is zoned Rural Resource (see Figure 2 below). The land 

surrounding the site is located in the Rural Resource and Environmental 

Management Zones. 

 
Figure 2: Zoning of subject titles and surrounding land, showing the approx. 

property boundaries. 

 

Use Class 

 

In accordance with Table 8.2 the proposed Use Class is Utilities. 
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In the Rural Resource Zone, use for Utilities (if for new uses) is specified in Section 

26.2 – Rural Resource Zone Use Table as being Discretionary.  

 

Zone Purpose 

 

26.1.1  Zone Purpose Statements 

 

26.1.1.1  To provide for the sustainable use or development of resources for 

agriculture, aquaculture, forestry, mining and other primary industries, including 

opportunities for resource processing. 

 

26.1.1.2  To provide for other use or development that does not constrain or 

conflict   with resource development uses. 

 

26.1.1.3  To provide for economic development that is compatible with primary 

industry, environmental and landscape values. 

 

26.1.1.4  To provide for tourism-related use and development where the 

sustainable development of rural resources will not be compromised. 

 

26.1.2 Local Area Objectives 

 

a) Primary Industries: 

Resources for primary industries make a significant contribution to the rural 

economy and primary industry uses are to be protected for long-term sustainability. 

The prime and non-prime agricultural land resource provides for variable and 

diverse agricultural and primary industry production which will be protected 

through individual consideration of the local context. Processing and services can 

augment the productivity of primary industries in a locality and are supported 

where they are related to primary industry uses and the long-term sustainability of 

the resource is not unduly compromised. 

 

b) Tourism 

Tourism is an important contributor to the rural economy and can make a 

significant contribution to the value adding of primary industries through visitor 

facilities and the downstream processing of produce. The continued enhancement 

of tourism facilities with a relationship to primary production is supported where 

the long-term sustainability of the resource is not unduly compromised. The rural 

zone provides for important regional and local tourist routes and destinations such 

as through the promotion of environmental features and values, cultural heritage 

and landscape. The continued enhancement of tourism facilities that capitalise on 

these attributes is supported where the long-term sustainability of primary industry 

resources is not unduly compromised. 
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c) Rural Communities 

Services to the rural locality through provision for home-based business can 

enhance the sustainability of rural communities. Professional and other business 

services that meet the needs of rural populations are supported where they 

accompany a residential or other established use and are located appropriately in 

relation to settlement activity centres and surrounding primary industries such that 

the integrity of the activity centre is not undermined and primary industries are not 

unreasonably confined or restrained. 

 

26.1.3 Desired Future Character Statements 

 

The visual impacts of use and development within the rural landscape are to be 

minimised such that the effect is not obtrusive. 

 

Comment:  

 

The application proposes to construct a mini hydro power station. While the use 

for Utilities is Discretionary in the Rural Resource Zone, the use will not constrain 

or conflict with existing resource development activities on the subject or 

adjacent land. The subject property has historically been used for forestry based 

activities and contains a mix of natural vegetation cover and regrowth forest. 

Conversion of land to non-resource development uses will be minimal, with the 

proposed transmission lines running adjacent to existing infrastructure and 

cleared corridors. With minimal conversion of land, the impacts on resource 

development activities will be negligible.    

 

The proposed development will not have a significant impact on existing 

recreational and tourism activities in the area. Lake Rowallan is used for 

recreational boating and fishing, the Mersey Forest White Water Reserve provides 

kayaking facilities, while the Mersey Forest Road and Walls of Jerusalem Track 

provide access to the Walls of Jerusalem National Park. Many of these uses share 

access and infrastructure with utilities and resource development uses in the area.  

 

The land and surrounding titles have been subject to major utilities infrastructure 

development in the past. Features such as the Rowallan Power Station, Parangana 

Power Station and associated transmission lines have a significant visual presence 

along Mersey Forest Road and make a significant contribution to the character of 

the area. While the proposed transmission lines following Mersey Forest Road will 

be visible, the impact is reasonable within the context of existing development 

and infrastructure on the subject property and surrounding land.  
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Photo 6: Mersey Forest Road to the north of Lake Rowallan, showing 

existing transmission lines.  

 

The privately owned power station and infrastructure will allow for economic 

development that is compatible with existing land uses in the area. The 

environmental and visual impacts of the development are further discussed 

below.    

 

Applicable Standards   

 

This assessment considers all applicable planning scheme standards.  

 

In accordance with the statutory function of the State Template for Planning 

Schemes (Planning Directive 1), where use or development meets the Acceptable 

Solutions it complies with the planning scheme, however it may be conditioned if 

considered necessary to better meet the objective of the applicable standard.  

   

Where use and development relies on performance criteria, discretion is used for 

that particular standard. To determine whether discretion should be exercised to 

grant approval, the proposal must be considered against the objectives of the 

applicable standard and the requirements of Section 8.10.  
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A brief assessment against all applicable Acceptable Solutions of the Rural 

Resource Zone and applicable Codes is provided below. This is followed by a 

more detailed discussion of any applicable Performance Criteria and the 

objectives relevant to the particular discretion.    

 

Compliance Assessment  

 

The following table is an assessment against the applicable standards of the 

Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013. 

 

26.0 Rural Resource Zone  

Scheme 

Standard 

Comment Assessment 

26.3.1 Uses if not a Single Dwelling 

A1 Utilities is a discretionary use.  Relies on Performance 

Criteria 

A2 Utilities is a discretionary use. 

However the development is not 

located on prime agricultural land.  

Not Applicable  

A3 Utilities is a discretionary use. Relies on Performance 

Criteria 

A4  Utilities is a discretionary use. Relies on Performance 

Criteria 

A5 Utilities is a discretionary use and the 

use will not be located in an existing 

building.  

Relies on Performance 

Criteria 

26.4.1 Building Location and Appearance   

A1 The proposed buildings associated 

with the power station will be 

constructed within shipping 

containers with a maximum height of 

2.83m. The transmission lines will be 

supported by standard 10m high 

single poles.  

The maximum height in the Rural 

Resource Zone is 12m.  

Complies  

A2 The site for the development is spread 

over two titles, with the proposed 

Relies on Performance 

Criteria 
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station being located within 50m of 

the boundary shared between the 

titles.    

The proposed transmission lines will 

be constructed to the north-east 

boundary where they will connect to 

the Fisher Power Station. 

 

E1 Bushfire-Prone Areas Code 

Scheme 

Standard 

Comment Assessment 

E1.5.2.1 Standards for hazardous use 

A1 No Acceptable Solution Relies on Performance 

Criteria  

A2 The application is accompanied by a 

Bushfire Hazard Management Plan 

prepared by an accredited practitioner 

and is certified as having a tolerable 

level of risk.  

Complies  

 

E4 Road and Railway Assets Code 

Scheme 

Standard 

Comment Assessment 

E4.6.1 Use and road or rail infrastructure 

A1 The development is not a sensitive 

use and is not within 50m of a 

Category 1 or 2 Road.   

Not Applicable  

A2 Road has a speed limit of 80km Not Applicable  

A3 The development will not increase the 

annual average daily traffic 

movements at any existing access by 

more than 10%.  

Complies  

E4.7.2 Management of road access and junctions 

A1 Road speed limit  is more than 

60km\h. 

Not applicable.  

A2 Includes a new access  Relies on Performance 

Criteria 

E4.7.4 Sight Distance at accesses, junctions and level Crossings 

A1 The proposed access provides sight 

distances of 50m along the Walls of 

Jerusalem Road to the west and 110m 

to the east of the proposed access. In 

Relies on Performance 

Criteria 



Meander Valley Council Meeting Agenda – 14 July 2015  Page 30 

 

accordance with Table E4.7.4, with a 

speed limit of 80km/h, the access 

requires a direct line of sight up to 

175m.    

E6.0 Car Parking and Sustainable Transport Code 

Scheme 

Standard 

Comment Assessment 

E6.6.1 Car Parking Numbers  

A1 
Sufficient space is provided for one 

parking space. There is no set 

requirement for Utilities.  

Complies 

E6.7.1 Construction of Car Parking Spaces and Access Strip 

A1 
The car parking area, access track and 

pipeline track will be constructed in 

gravel. The plans show appropriate 

drainage provisions along the length 

of the tracks.  

 

Car parking is not sealed or line 

marked.  

Relies on Performance 

Criteria 

E6.7.2 Design and Layout of Car Parking 

A1 
Parking is located behind building line 

and turning provisions are not 

provided in the frontage.  

Complies  

A2 
The car parking area will be graded to 

provide a flat parking area within the 

fenced compound.  

 

Parking is at 900 to the access track 

and there is sufficient room to allow a 

vehicle to manoeuvre onsite and exit 

in a forward direction.  

 

Car parking and manoeuvring will 

have a slope less than 10%. A cut will 

be utilised to create a level surface at 

the power station site.  

 

Access is wider than the Table E6.2 

prescribes.  

Parking complies with AS2890.1 

Relies on Performance 

Criteria 
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E8.0 Biodiversity Code 

Scheme 

Standard 

Comment Assessment 

E8.6.1 Habitat and Vegetation Management  

A1 
The application includes development 

in an area of priority habitat and does 

not include a Forest Practices Plan.    

Relies on Performance 

Criteria   

A2 
The application includes the removal 

of native vegetation and does not 

include a Forest Practices Plan.  

Relies on Performance 

Criteria 

 

E9.0 Water Quality Code  

Scheme 

Standard 

Comment Assessment 

E9.6.1 Development and Construction Practices and Riparian Vegetation   

A1 
The proposal requires clearance of 

some vegetation within 50m of the 

Fish River.   

Relies on Performance 

Criteria  

A2 
The application involves the extraction 

and discharge of water into the 

existing watercourse. Environmental 

flows will be maintained at a minimum 

of 10%. The existing watercourse will 

continue to run along its natural 

course and will not be filled, piped or 

channelled.  

Complies 

A3 
The watercourse will not be filled, 

piped or channelled.  
Complies 

E9.6.2 Water Quality Management  

A1 
Stormwater is not connected to a 

reticulated stormwater system, 

however all surface runoff collected by 

the buildings and access will be 

diverted through a sump prior to 

discharge.   

Complies  

A2 
The application includes a new point 

source discharge.  
Relies on Performance 

Criteria 

A3 
No acceptable solution. Application 

Does not include a quarry or borrow 

pit. 

Not applicable 



Meander Valley Council Meeting Agenda – 14 July 2015  Page 32 

 

E9.6.3 Construction of Roads 

A1 
No Acceptable Solutions.  

Access track construction will occur 

within 50m of a watercourse. 

Relies on Performance 

Criteria 

E9.6.4 Access  

A1 
The proposed development will 

provide direct access to the 

watercourse.  

Relies on Performance 

Criteria 

A2 
The proposed development will 

provide direct access to the 

watercourse. 

Relies on Performance 

Criteria 

 

Performance Criteria 

 

26.0 Rural Resource Zone  

26.3.1 Uses if not a Single Dwelling 

Objective 

a) To provide for an appropriate mix of uses that support the Local Area 

Objectives and the location of discretionary uses in the rural resources zone 

does not unnecessarily compromise the consolidation of commercial and 

industrial uses to identified nodes of settlement or purpose built precincts. 

b)  To protect the long term productive capacity of prime agricultural land by 

minimising conversion of the land to non-agricultural uses or uses not 

dependent on the soil as a growth medium, unless an overriding benefit to 

the region can be demonstrated. 

c)  To minimise the conversion of non-prime land to a non-primary industry 

use except where that land cannot be practically utilised for primary industry 

purposes. 

d) Uses are located such that they do not unreasonably confine or restrain the 

operation of primary industry uses. 

e) Uses are suitable within the context of the locality and do not create an 

unreasonable adverse impact on existing sensitive uses or local 

infrastructure.  

f) The visual impacts of use are appropriately managed to integrate with the 

surrounding rural landscape. 

 

Performance Criteria P1 

P1.1   It must be demonstrated that the use is consistent with local area objectives 

for the provision of non-primary industry uses in the zone, if applicable; and 

P1.2    Business and professional services and general retail and hire must not 

exceed a combined gross floor area of 250m2 over the site. 
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Comment 

The proposed development is consistent with the Local Area Objectives of the 

Rural Resource Zone (see assessment above). The proposed use and development 

will not constrain resource development activities and is suitable for the area 

given the dominance of existing utilities infrastructure. The amount of land to be 

converted to non-agricultural uses will be marginal due to the transmission lines 

running adjacent to existing infrastructure, where primary industry activities are 

already constrained.   

 

The visual impacts of the development are considered to be reasonable and are 

further discussed below.   

 

The development is consistent with the objective and supports a mix of uses 

appropriate to the context of the locality.  

 

Performance Criteria P3 

The conversion of non-prime agricultural to non-agricultural use must demonstrate 

that: 

a) the amount of land converted is minimised having regard to: 

i) existing use and development on the land; and 

ii) surrounding use and development; and 

iii) topographical constraints; or 

b) the site is practically incapable of supporting an agricultural use or being 

included with other land for agricultural or other primary industry use, due to 

factors such as: 

i) limitations created by any existing use and/or development surrounding the site; 

and 

ii) topographical features; and 

iii) poor capability of the land for primary industry; or 

c) the location of the use on the site is reasonably required for operational efficiency. 

Comment 

The subject property is used for forestry and also hosts existing electrical 

infrastructure. The proposed development will not unreasonably constrain forestry 

activities.  

   

The amount of land converted from resource development to accommodate the 

development has been minimised. While the transmission lines will occupy 

approximately 64,000m2 of the land area, they will run adjacent to existing roads 

and electricity corridors and will result in the marginal expansion of these 

corridors. Resource development is already relatively limited in proximity to these 
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corridors.   

 

The location of the development is reasonably required for operational reasons. 

The power station is located to take advantage of the fall in the land and the Fish 

River to provide a water supply under sufficient pressure to generate electricity. 

Utilising the natural flow and fall effectively eliminates the need for extensive dam 

construction. The proximity to the Walls of Jerusalem Track also provides easy 

access to the site and minimises the need for extensive roads and access tracks. 

Transmission lines are necessary to transport electricity and their location along 

existing cleared corridors will minimise the amount of clearance required.   

 

The development is consistent with the objective.  

 

Performance Criteria P4 

It must demonstrated that: 

a) emissions are not likely to cause an environmental nuisance; and 

b) primary industry uses will not be unreasonably confined or restrained from 

conducting normal operations; and 

c) the capacity of the local road network can accommodate the traffic generated by 

the use. 

Comment 

Emissions from the power station are not likely to cause a nuisance and will not 

impact primary industry activities on the subject or adjoining land. Emissions will 

be limited to a small amount of noise, which will   largely be absorbed by the 

surrounding forest. Noise pollution is regulated by the Environmental 

Management and Pollution Control Act 1994.  There are no major tourist facilities, 

habitable buildings or sensitive uses in the vicinity of the development. An 800m 

wide buffer composed of mature native forest creates an effective buffer between 

the station and the start of the Walls of Jerusalem Walking Track.    

 

The local road network has sufficient capacity to cope with the traffic generated 

by the development. A Traffic Impact Assessment has been submitted with the 

application demonstrating that the road is sufficient to handle a small increase in 

vehicle numbers during the construction phase. As the power station will be 

automated, the ongoing use will generate no more than the occasional 

maintenance worker.   

 

Performance Criteria P5 

It must be demonstrated that the visual appearance of the use is consistent with the 

local area having regard to: 
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a) the impacts on skylines and ridgelines; and 

b) visibility from public roads; and 

c) the visual impacts of storage of materials or equipment; and 

d) the visual impacts of vegetation clearance or retention; and 

e) the desired future character statements. 

 

Comment: 

The visual impact of the proposed power station will be minimal. The station itself 

will be made up of 4 large shipping containers which will not penetrate above the 

surrounding vegetation. While the station requires the removal of approximately 

1600m2 of vegetation, the clearance will be largely obscured from Mersey Forest 

Road and the Walls of Jerusalem Road by a vegetation buffer of around 50m 

between the buildings and the road. As the land rises to the east of Mersey Forest 

Road in the vicinity of the station, views will be largely blocked by natural 

topography and standing vegetation.  

 

 
Photo 7: Looking east from Mersey Forest Road toward the site of 

development, showing existing vegetation buffer.   

 

Direct views of the station may be possible from the bridge where the Mersey 

Forest Road crosses the Fish River, however topography and the form and 

configuration of buildings within the complex will substantially reduce its visibility 

and bulk. The station will be located on a natural plateau, elevated above the 
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bridge and will be cut into the slope of the land. Being constructed of shipping 

containers, site buildings will also be relatively low to the ground. The crest of the 

river bank and retained riparian vegetation, between the station and the river, will 

largely screen the development. Finished in appropriate colours, the site buildings 

will generally blend in with vegetation and will not be readily discernible. To 

ensure this occurs it is considered appropriate that the container buildings be 

conditioned to be non-reflective and in tones that blend in with the landscape. 

 

The outfall from the pipeline is located around a small bend in the river and will 

not be visible from the bridge, however, it is anticipated that transmission lines 

leaving the station will result in some visible clearance of vegetation.   

 

 
Photo 8: Approximate site of pipeline outfall, looking west toward 

the bridge where the Mersey Forest Road crosses the Fish River.  
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Photo 9: Approximate site of power station, viewed from Mersey Forest 

Road on bridge over Fish River. 

 

The power station will have minimal visibility from the Walls of Jerusalem Walking 

Track. The track traverses through mature eucalyptus forest, skirting Howells Bluff 

until emerging on the Central Plateau. During the ascent, views of Lake Rowallan 

and the site of development are heavily restricted by tall vegetation. Once on the 

plateau, direct views into the valley are blocked by Howells Bluff.   

 

While the development area in the vicinity of Dublin Plains is visible from Devils 

Gullet, additional landscape scarring will be negligible and visual impacts are 

satisfactorily mitigated by the significant distance separation.  

 

 
Photo 10: View of development site in the vicinity of Dublin Plains 

from Devils Gullet. 

Dublin Plains 
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The visual impact of the development is consistent with the local area. The land 

surrounding Lakes Rowallan and Parangana supports significant power generation 

and transmission infrastructure, including the lakes and dam infrastructure, access 

tracks, power stations and transmission lines. Transmission lines running adjacent 

to roads are a common feature in rural areas.  

 

Recommended Condition: 

The materials and finishes of all structures at the power station site are to be 

non-reflective and in tones that blend in with the landscape, to the 

satisfaction of Council’s Town Planner.   

26.4.1 Building Location and Appearance   

Objective 

To ensure that the: 

a) ability to conduct extractive industries and resource development will not be 

constrained by conflict with sensitive uses; and 

b) development of buildings is unobtrusive and complements the character of 

the landscape. 

 

Performance Criteria P2 

Buildings must be setback so that the use is not likely to constrain adjoining 

primary industry operations having regard to: 

a) the topography of the land; and 

b) buffers created by natural or other features; and 

c) the location of development on adjoining lots; and 

d) the nature of existing and potential adjoining uses; and 

e) the ability to accommodate a lesser setback to the road having regard to: 

i) the design of the development and landscaping; and 

ii) the potential for future upgrading of the road; and 

iii) potential traffic safety hazards; and 

iv) appropriate noise attenuation. 

 

Comment: 

The proposed transmission lines will continue to the northern boundary of the 

property, where they will connect directly to the grid at the Fisher Power Station. 

The land to the immediate north of the transmission line is used for electricity 

generation and the connecting transmission line and associated poles are 

consistent with this use. The transmission lines within 50m of the northern 

boundary will be located within the existing transmission line easement and will 

only be visible from the Fisher Power Station. The land is owned by Hydro and the 

area within the vicinity of the transmission lines is not publically accessible.  
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As the development site spans two titles, the proposed power station is located 

less than 50m from the shared property boundary. The proposed development 

does not comprise a sensitive use and will not constrain ongoing forestry activities 

on either of the titles.       

 

The development is consistent with the objective. The location near the boundary 

will not impact the use of the adjoining title or constrain resource development.  

 

 

E1.0 Bushfire Prone Areas Code  

E1.5.2.1 Standards for hazardous use 

Objective 

Hazardous uses should only be located in bushfire-prone areas in exceptional 

circumstances. Where a hazardous use is to be located in a bushfire-prone area, 

bushfire protection measures must reflect the risk arising from the bushfire-prone 

vegetation and take into consideration the characteristics, nature and scale of the 

use to: 

- prevent the hazardous use from contributing to the spread or 

intensification of bushfire; 

- limit the potential for bushfire to be ignited on the site; 

- prevent the exposure of people and the environment to dangerous 

substances as a consequence of bushfire; and 

- reduce the risk to fire fighters. 

Performance Criteria P1 

Hazardous uses must demonstrate that they are of an overriding benefit to the 

community and that there is no suitable alternative site. 

 

Comment 

Electricity is an essential utility used in everyday society. The sustainable nature of 

hydro generation further demonstrates the overriding benefits of this application. 

The proposed site has been chosen due to its proximity to a water supply with 

adequate fall, road access and existing power generation facilities. 

 

The lines will be fitted with an earth fault protection system, which will de-

energize the cabling should a short circuit occur as a result of fallen trees, 

branches, degradation of insulation or any other means 

 

Due to the extent of infrastructure generally required for electricity generation it is 

difficult to accommodate such infrastructure in urban areas or non-bushfire prone 

areas.  
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The development is consistent with the Objective and includes mitigation 

measures to limit the potential for bushfires to be ignited at the site.   

 

E4.0 Road and Railway Assets Code  

E4.7.2 Management of road access and junctions 

Objective 

To ensure that the safety and efficiency of road and rail infrastructure is not reduced 

by the creation of new accesses and junctions or increased use of existing accesses 

and junctions. 

 

Performance Criteria P3 

For limited access roads and roads with a speed limit of more than 60km/h: 

a) access to a category 1 road or limited access road must only be via an 

existing access or junction or the use or development must provide a 

significant social and economic benefit to the State or region; and 

b) any increase in use of an existing access or junction or development of a new 

access or junction to a limited access road or a category 1, 2 or 3 road must 

be for a use that is dependent on the site for its unique resources, 

characteristics or locational attributes and an alternate site or access to a 

category 4 or 5 road is not practicable; and 

c) an access or junction which is increased in use or is a new access or junction 

must be designed and located to maintain an adequate level of safety and 

efficiency for all  road users. 

 

Comment 

Mersey Forest Road is not a Category 1, 2 or 3 Road.   

 

A Traffic Impact Assessment prepared by a qualified Traffic Engineer has been 

submitted with the application and Forestry Tasmania has provided a statement 

testifying to its adequacy. The assessment indicates that the risk associated with 

the new access is minimal, taking into account the low traffic volumes utilising the 

access, the relatively low volumes of existing traffic on the Walls of Jerusalem 

Road and the generally slow speed of vehicles on the gravel road.  

 

The assessment recommends the applicant submit a Traffic Management Plan to 

manage increased vehicle movements during the construction phase of the 

development. As Forestry Tasmania is the Road Authority in respect to all roads 

impacted by the development, it is appropriate that road management and the 

requirement for a Traffic Management Plan  be negotiated with Forestry Tasmania 

as a condition of the lease or consent.  
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The development is consistent with the Objective and has demonstrated that the 

safety and efficiency of the road will not be impacted as a result of the proposed 

development.  

 

E4.7.4 Sight Distance at Accesses, Junctions and Level Crossings 

Objective 

To ensure that use and development involving or adjacent to accesses, junctions and 

level crossings allows sufficient sight distance between vehicles and between 

vehicles and trains to enable safe movement of traffic.  

Performance Criteria P1 

The design, layout and location of an access, junction or rail level crossing must 

provide adequate sight distances to ensure the safe movement of vehicles. 

Comment 

A Traffic Impact Assessment was submitted with the application. While 110m 

direct sight distance is available to the east, available sight distance to the west is 

50m.  

 

The assessment concludes that the available sight distance is satisfactory taking 

into consideration the following:  

 The design and operating speed of the road is closer to 30-40km/h, 

requiring a Safe Stopping Distance of only 40m.     

 Low traffic volumes and lower risk of collision.  

 The low design and operating speed of the road would reduce the severity 

of any collision.  

 The new access will be used infrequently due to automation of the power 

station.  

 

While the removal of some roadside vegetation to the west of the access is 

identified as a means to further improve sight distances, the assessment 

concludes existing sight distances are considered adequate.  

 

The development is consistent with the objective and provides sufficient sight 

distances to allow the safe movement of traffic.  

 

E6.0 Car Parking and Sustainable Transport  

E6.7.1 Construction of Car Parking Spaces and Access Strip 

Objective 

To ensure that car parking spaces and access strips are constructed to an 
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appropriate standard. 

Performance Criteria P1 

All car parking, access strips manoeuvring and circulation spaces must be readily 

identifiable and constructed to ensure that they are useable in all weather 

conditions. 

Comment 

The proposed development is located in a relatively remote area, will not be 

accessible to the general public and will be visited infrequently due to the 

automated nature of the power station. The proposed gravel tracks and parking 

area are considered to be designed and drained to a standard appropriate for the 

proposed use. Line marking is not considered warranted, due to the frequency of 

visitation and limited access.   

 

Access and parking are considered to be consistent with the Objective and 

demonstrate an appropriate standard of construction.  

 

E6.7.2 Design and Layout of Car Parking 

Objective 

To ensure that car parking and manoeuvring space are designed and laid out to an 

appropriate standard. 

Performance Criteria P2: 

Car parking and manoeuvring space must: 

a) be convenient, safe and efficient to use having regard to matters such as slope, 

dimensions, layout and the expected number and type of vehicles; and 

b) provide adequate space to turn within the site unless reversing from the site 

would not adversely affect the safety and convenience of users and passing traffic. 

Comment: 

The proposed access is more than 10% wider than the standards prescribed by 

Table E6.2. The application is accompanied by a Traffic Impact Assessment 

addressing the suitability and safety of the access. The width of the access is not 

raised as a source of concern in regard to the safety and efficiency of the access. 

As the Road Authority, Forestry Tasmania have not raised any concerns regarding 

the width of the access.   

 

The access width is considered to be consistent with the Objective.  

 

E8.0 Biodiversity Code  
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E8.6.1 Habitat and Vegetation Management 

Objective 

To ensure that: 

a) vegetation identified as having conservation value as habitat has priority for 

protection and is appropriately managed to protect those values; and 

b) the representation and connectivity of vegetation communities is given 

appropriate protection when considering the impacts of use and development. 

Performance Criteria P1 

Clearance or disturbance of native vegetation within priority habitat may be 

allowed where a flora and fauna report prepared by a suitably qualified person 

demonstrates that development does not unduly compromise the representation of 

species or vegetation communities in the bioregion having regard to the: 

a) quality and extent of the vegetation or habitat affected by the proposal, 

including the maintenance of species diversity and its value as a wildlife 

corridor; and 

b) means of removal; and 

c) value of riparian vegetation in protecting habitat values; and 

d) impacts of siting of development (including effluent disposal) and vegetation 

clearance or excavations, in proximity to habitat or vegetation; and 

e) need for and adequacy of proposed vegetation or habitat management; and 

f) conservation outcomes and long-term security of any offset in accordance 

with the General Offset Principles for the RMPS, Department of Primary 

Industries, Parks, water and Environment. 

Comment: 

The development will require the clearance of approximately 7040m2 of 

vegetation for the power station, pipeline and access, with an additional 64000m2 

(approximate) required for the transmission lines.  This includes areas identified 

by the Planning Scheme as being priority habitat (see Figure 3 below).  
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Figure 3 – Scheme overlays showing Priority Habitat 

 
Photo 11: Typical view of vegetation to be removed at the power station 

site.  
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The application is accompanied by a Flora and Fauna Report prepared by Lark and 

Creese, demonstrating its compliance with the Performance Criteria. The report is 

based on a site survey undertaken by the author in November 2014 and 

supplemented by a State Forest Activity Assessment, previously undertaken by 

ECOtas.  

 

At the time of the survey no species listed under the Tasmanian Threatened 

Species Protection Act 1995 or the Commonwealth’s Environmental Protection 

Biodiversity and Conservation Act 1999 were identified within the development 

footprint. One threatened vegetation community, Sphagnum peatland, is located 

within proposed transmission line Route 1, listed within the Tasmanian Nature 

Conservation Act 2002, however no specific protection measures are 

recommended. The report concludes that the proposed works will not 

compromise the viability or connectivity of vegetation communities in the area.  

 

The Priority Habitat overlay encompasses riparian vegetation at the power station 

site and 4 additional sites along Dublin Road. A Poa Grasslands community, 

identified as Priority Habitat and Listed under the Tasmanian Nature Conservation 

Act 2002 is located within 200m of the transmission lines, however is unlikely to 

be impacted by the proposed development.  

 

The property also contains potential habitat for 5 threatened fauna species that 

have been identified within a 15km of the site, however no dens or hollows were 

readily identified within the footprint during the site survey. The development 

consists of a relatively small footprint, in previously logged forest and adjacent to 

existing infrastructure. The loss of vegetation on the margins of existing roads and 

infrastructure corridors will not impact on the survival of threatened flora or fauna 

species.  

 

As vegetation removal is largely adjacent to existing roads and easements, access 

will largely be from existing roads and will not require excessive track 

construction. Vegetation removal will be in accordance with the Construction 

Environment Operation Management Plan and disturbance beyond the areas 

identified for clearance will be minimal. A Forest Practices Plan will also be 

required for clearance along the transmission line corridors.  

 

As indicated in the State Forest Activity Assessment, the loss of vegetation types is 

not considered to exceed the thresholds set by the Permanent Native Forest 

Estate Policy. No offset for the loss of vegetation is required in accordance with 

the General Offset Principles outlined in Tasmania’s Resource Management 

Planning System.  

  

Given the expanse of contiguous habitat on the site and surrounding land, the 
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proposed vegetation removal is relatively small. While Priority Habitat is identified 

within areas to be cleared, the proposal will not negatively impact on the survival 

of threatened fauna or flora communities and does not unreasonably reduce 

connectivity between vegetated areas.   

 

The proposal is consistent with the objectives and will not result in a loss of 

habitat connectivity or representation of species.  

 

Performance Criteria P2 

P2.1  

Clearance or disturbance of native vegetation must be consistent with the purpose 

of this Code and not unduly compromise the representation of species or vegetation 

communities of significance in the bioregion having regard to the: 

a) quality and extent of the vegetation or habitat affected by the proposal, 

including the maintenance of species diversity and its value as a wildlife 

corridor; and 

b) means of removal; and 

c) value of riparian vegetation in protecting habitat values; and 

d) impacts of siting of development (including effluent disposal) and vegetation 

clearance or excavations, in proximity to habitat or vegetation; and 

e) need for and adequacy of proposed vegetation or habitat management; and 

f) conservation outcomes and long-term security of any offset in accordance 

with the General Offset Principles for the RMPS, Department of Primary 

Industries, Parks,  Water and the Environment. 

 

 

Comment 

Removal of native vegetation in general has been discussed under Performance 

Criteria P1 and is considered to comply with the objectives.  

 

E9.0 Water Quality Code 

E9.6.1 Development and Construction Practices and Riparian Vegetation   

Objective 

To protect the hydrological and biological roles of wetlands and watercourses from 

the effects of development. 

Performance Criteria 

Native vegetation removal must submit a soil and water management plan to 

demonstrate: 
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a) revegetation and weed control of areas of bare soil; and the management of 

runoff so that impacts from storm events up to at least the 1 in 5 year storm 

are not increased; and 

b) that disturbance to vegetation and the ecological values of riparian 

vegetation will not detrimentally affect hydrological features and functions. 

Comment 

The Tasmanian Conservation of Freshwater Ecosystem Values database indicates 

no significant conservation values within the vicinity of the proposed 

development.  

 

The Construction Environment Operation Management Plan addresses the 

potential impacts of the development on the hydrological and biological roles of 

aquatic ecosystems and includes rehabilitation of disturbed riparian areas.  

 

E9.6.2 Water Quality Management 

Objective 

To maintain water quality at a level which will not affect aquatic habitats, 

recreational assets, or sources of supply for domestic, industrial and agricultural 

uses. 

Performance Criteria P2: 

P2.1  

New and existing point source discharges to wetlands or watercourses must 

implement appropriate methods of treatment or management to ensure point 

sources of discharge: 

a) do not give rise to pollution as defined under the Environmental 

Management and Pollution Control Act 1994; and 

b) are reduced to the maximum extent that is reasonable and practical having 

regard to: 

i) best practice environmental management; and 

ii) accepted modern technology; and 

c) meet emission limit guidelines from the Board of Environmental 

Management and Pollution Control in accordance with the State Policy for 

Water Quality Management 1997. 

 

P2.2  

Where it is proposed to discharge pollutants into a wetland or watercourse, the 

application must demonstrate that it is not practicable to recycle or reuse the 

material. 

 

Comment 
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The outfall from the proposed penstock will discharge back into the Fish River to 

the immediate north of the power station. The water is only required for the 

mechanical rotation of the turbines and will pass through a closed system with 

very little opportunity for contamination.  

 

In order to slow the speed of the water and to reduce erosion risks, a concrete 

and stone chute will be constructed at the discharge point. Water entering the 

Fish River will be travelling at slower speeds than the river and will be at similar 

temperatures.  

 

The site requires cut and fill within 50m of the Fish River to create a flat 

construction area. The plans indicate an open drain will be constructed around the 

site, collecting stormwater from the excavated. Stormwater will then be directed 

to a sump and discharged overland.  

 

The use of a sump and overland dispersal will allow sediment and contaminants to 

settle prior to entering the watercourse.  

 

As the application does not propose to discharge pollutants into the watercourse 

and opportunities for contamination are limited, no additional treatment 

measures are considered warranted. 

 

The development is consistent with the objective and will not impact water quality 

in the Fish River.   

 

E9.6.3 Construction of Roads 

Objective 

To ensure that roads, private roads or private tracks do not result in erosion, 

siltation or affect water quality. 

Performance Criteria P1 

Road and private tracks constructed within 50m of a wetland or watercourse must 

comply with the requirements of the Wetlands and Waterways Works Manual, 

particularly the guidelines for siting and designing stream crossings. 

 

Comment 

The application proposes the construction of two roads, the site access track and 

the maintenance track adjacent to the pipeline. 

 

A Construction Environmental and Operational Management Plan has been 

submitted with the application identifying mitigation controls to minimise impacts 
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on the natural environment during construction and operation of the site. The 

plan specifically addresses and provides management prescriptions for water 

quality management during and after construction and incorporates the 

provisions of the Wetlands and Waterways Works Manual. The applicant has also 

stated that the roads will be constructed to comply with the requirements of the 

Wetlands and Waterways Works Manual.   

 

The application does not propose any new river crossings.   

 

The development is consistent with the objective and the required tracks will be 

constructed in accordance with the Wetlands and Waterways Works Manual. 

 

E9.6.4 Access 

Objective 

To facilitate appropriate access at suitable locations whilst maintaining the 

ecological, scenic and hydrological values of watercourses and wetlands. 

Performance Criteria P1 

New access points to wetlands and watercourses are provided in a way that 

minimises: 

a) their occurrence; and 

b) the disturbance to vegetation and hydrological features from use or 

development. 

Comment 

Access points to the Fish River will be limited to the intake and outfall points 

associated with the pipeline. Clearance of riparian vegetation will be limited to the 

minimum required to facilitate the construction and maintenance of the pipeline 

infrastructure. 

 

The application is consistent with the objective and provides access only as 

necessary to facilitate the development and with minimal vegetation removal.  

  

Performance Criteria P2 

Accesses and pathways are constructed to prevent erosion, sedimentation and 

siltation as a result of runoff or degradation of path materials. 

Comment 

The Construction Environmental and Operational Management Plan makes specific 

provision for the monitoring and management of stormwater, water quality and 

erosion across the site. The plan requires erosion control measures for all areas of 
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exposed soil and to remain in place until the site is stable or revegetated.  The 

prescriptions of this plan are considered adequate to manage access to prevent 

erosion and sedimentation at access points to the Fish River.   

 

The application is consistent with the objective and ensures that access points will 

be managed to prevent erosion and protect water quality.  

 

Representations 

 

Two representations were received during the advertising period (see attached 

documents).  

 

Issues raised in the representations include: 

 

 Visual impact of development - vegetation clearance and overhead 

transmission lines. Particularly impacts on Mersey Forest Road, Dublin Road 

and the private property known as Dublin Plains. 

 Preference for underground cables.  

 Disturbance of root zones of neighbouring trees.  

 Concerns regarding the adequacy of 5m vegetation clearance for overhead 

lines and the requirement for a Forest Practices Plan (FPP).   

 Lack of consideration of non-declared weeds and thistle control in general on 

Mersey Forest Road.  

 Concerns regarding illegal access to private property for maintenance 

purposes.   

 Desire for vegetation remediation works adjacent to tracks and roads along 

the proposed transmission line route.  

 

Comment: 

 

 Visual Impacts of Transmission Lines 

 

The land in the vicinity of Lake Rowallan and the subject property is substantially 

disturbed as a result of resource development and utilities infrastructure. The 

hydro dams, lakes and transmission lines have a significant visual presence in the 

landscape. Those areas maintaining native vegetation cover are largely subject to 

ongoing forestry. Much of the forest on the east side of Lake Rowallan is 

composed of native regrowth, while areas of clear-fell are clearly visible on the 

west side. While the area remains relatively scenic, it cannot be described as a 

pristine environment.   

 

The proposal requires vegetation removal and the installation of overhead 

transmission lines, which will be highly visible from Mersey Forest Road. However, 
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due to the significant presence of such infrastructure in the area and the 

dominant land uses, the visual impacts are not considered to be unreasonable.  

 

Standard overhead transmission lines are a common feature in the area and 

already run adjacent to Mersey Forest Road for much of the route between Lake 

Parangana and Lake Rowallan (see Photo 6 above and Photo 14 below). 

 

 
Photo 12: Mersey Forest Road to the south of Rowallan Dam, showing 

vegetation typically found along the verges. 
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Photo 13: Mersey Forest Road to the north of Lake Rowallan, showing existing 

transmission lines. 
 

 
Photo 14: Mersey Forest Road to the north of Lake Rowallan, showing 

existing transmission lines. 
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Underground transmission lines are not considered warranted. Transmission lines 

are typically erected above ground in rural areas and are a common feature 

throughout the local government area and State. The vegetation disturbance 

required to install and maintain underground lines will also be greater than that 

required for overhead lines. The use of overhead lines will also allow for the 

retention and regrowth of some understory species below 3m in height.   

 

The transmission lines will also have minimal visibility from the private title known 

as Dublin Plains. Both proposed routes entirely bypass the title to the east, 

following an un-named Forestry track. The route is more than 360m from an 

existing shack on the title and an extensive vegetation buffer exists between the 

transmission lines and the Dublin Plains title (see Figure 4 and Photo 15). The 

transmission line will be mounted on standard 10m poles and will be below the 

height of the existing vegetation. 

 

 
Figure 4: Proposed transmission line route in relation to Dublin Plains 
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Photo 15: Existing shack at Dublin Plains and vegetation buffer, looking east 

toward proposed transmission line route. 

 

Should Route 1 be used, the transmission lines may be visible looking directly 

along the power line  corridor to the south, however separation of more than 

500m between the title and the transmission lines will significantly mitigate the 

visual impact. The proposed line will diverge from the existing corridor just below 

the crest of the hill, to the left, in Photo 16 below.  

 
Photo 16: Existing transmission line corridor, looking south from existing 

shack at Dublin Plains 
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Photo 17: Typical vegetation on the verges of Dublin Road (predominately 

regrowth). 

 

The vegetation clearance required to facilitate the transmission lines will be 

undertaken in accordance with a Forest Practices Plan. The title surrounding 

Dublin Plans and bordering Mersey Forest Road and is managed by Forestry 

Tasmania, along with the roads impacted by the development. The applicant will 

use the land subject to a lease agreement with Forestry Tasmania. As such the 

management of vegetation and the condition of the road verges after clearance 

has been undertaken will be managed in conjunction with Forestry Tasmania.  

 

The visual impact of the lines is considered reasonable given the context of the 

locality, the forms of existing development and the dominant land uses in the 

vicinity.    

 

 Disturbance of Root Zones 

 

By utilising overhead lines, disturbance of root zones will be minimal. Vegetation 

clearance will generally involve larger trees being cut off at the base, with the 

root systems left intact underground. Some undergrowth less than 3m in height 

may be permitted to remain. The close proximity to the road and transmission 

line corridors will provide a convenient access point for the installation of 

infrastructure and will minimise disturbance caused by the passage of vehicles 

along the route.  
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It is noted that the construction of trenches for underground installation will have 

far greater impact on the root zones of surrounding vegetation and will not 

negate the requirement for the proposed vegetation clearance.  

 

 Width of Transmission Line Corridor and Requirement for FPP 

 

The proposed transmission line routes will take advantage of existing 

infrastructure corridors to minimise the amount of vegetation clearance required. 

While a 5m clearance would generally be required to either side of a standard 

transmission line, by running adjacent to existing cleared corridors additional 

clearance will only be required to one side of the pole. 

 

The vegetation required for the transmission lines will trigger the requirement for 

a Forest Practices Plan in accordance with the Forest Practices Act 1985. However, 

a Forest Practices Plan is not required to make an assessment against the 

Planning Scheme.  

 

 Weed Control 

 

The applicant has submitted a Construction Environmental and Operational 

Management Plan addressing the management of weeds during the construction 

process. While thistles and other non-declared weeds have not been explicitly 

identified, prevention measures put in place for declared weeds will inherently 

contribute to controlling the spread of non-declared species.  

 

There are no provisions relating to weed management contained within the 

planning scheme. Mersey Forest Road and the subject title are under the 

authority of Forestry Tasmania and the Crown. These are the relevant authorities 

for management of weeds within the title and along Mersey Forest Road. Any 

responsibility passed to the applicant for the ongoing management of existing 

weeds along Mersey Forest Road or within the lease area is a private matter 

between Forestry Tasmania/Crown and the applicant and should be managed 

through the lease agreement.    

 

 Illegal property access 

 

Council cannot manage illegal access to private property.  

 

The proposed transmission line routes will follow the existing transmission line 

corridor or Dublin Road and connect to the un-named Forestry track off Dublin 

Road. The transmission line skirts the Dublin Plains property to the south and 

there is no necessity to enter the Dublin Plains property during the construction 

or ongoing maintenance of the lines.   
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Conclusion 

 

In conclusion, it is considered that the application for a Mini Hydro Power Station, 

Transmission Lines and Associated Infrastructure can be effectively managed by 

conditions and should be approved. 

 

While two possible transmission line routes have been proposed, the applicant 

has indicated that only one route will be utilised. As the applicants have 

demonstrated that both routes are acceptable, it is not considered necessary to 

enforce a single option. While it will be left to the applicant to select Route 1 or 

Route 2 based on feasibility, amended plans confirming the chosen route will be 

required to be submitted to Council prior to the commencement of use.     

 

AUTHOR: Justin Simons    

  TOWN PLANNER 

 

12) Recommendation 

 

That the application for use and development for a Mini Hydro Power 

Station, Transmission Lines and Associated Infrastructure for land located at 

Mersey Forest Road, Mersey Forest (PID:2530822) by G7 Generation, 

requiring the following discretions: 

 

26  Rural Resource Zone  

26.3.1 Discretionary Use 

26.4.1 Setbacks 

E1  Bushfire Prone Areas Code  

E1.5.2.1 Hazardous Use 

E4  Road and Railway Asset Code 

E4.7.2 New Access 

E4.7.4 Sight Distances 

E4  Car Parking and Sustainable Transport Code 

E6.7.1 Construction of access and Parking  

E6.7.2 Design and Layout of Car Parking 

E8  Biodiversity Code  

E8.6.1 Vegetation Removal  

E9  Water Quality Code  

E9.6.1 

E9.6.2 

E9.6.3 

E9.6.4 

Vegetation removal within 40m of a Watercourse 

New point source discharge 

Construction of roads 

Access 
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be APPROVED, generally in accordance with the endorsed plans and subject 

to the following conditions:  

 

1. The use and/or development must be carried out as shown and 

described in the endorsed Plans: 

 

a) G7 Generation Pty. Ltd.  – Drawing No. OL002, LP005, LAY001, 

VC006, AP007, SE002, SP008, SW001, SW002, SW003, TB010, 

C011, SO012, SO013, PS014, PM015, IE016, WI017 and TTR018  

b) G7 Generation Pty. Ltd. – Letter dated 16/12/2014 

c) Lark & Creese - Construction, Environmental and Operational 

Management Plan 

d) Lark & Creese – Flora and Fauna Report 

e) Lark & Creese - Bushfire Risk Assessment, prepared, dated 13th 

January 2015 

 

to the satisfaction of the Council. Any other proposed development and/or 

use will require a separate application and assessment by Council. 

 

2. Prior to the commencement of any works and/use amended plans must 

be submitted for approval to the satisfaction of Council’s Town 

Planner. When approved, the plans will be endorsed and will then form 

part of the permit. The plans must be amended as follows: 

 

a) Drawing No. OL002 is to be amended to show a single 

transmission line route. The alternative route not selected by the 

applicant is to be removed from the plan.  

b) Drawing No. TTR018 is to be amended to accurately reflect the 

change in elevation between the power station and the Fish River 

at the outfall (as per Drawing No. SE002).   

 

3. The materials and finishes of all structures at the power station site are 

to be non-reflective and in tones that blend in with the landscape, to the 

satisfaction of Council’s Town Planner.   

 

4. The development must be in accordance with the recommendations 

issued by the Assessment Committee for Dam Construction under 

Section 165F Water Management Act 1999 (attached). 

 

Note: 

 

1. This permit does not imply that any other approval required under any 

other by-law or legislation has been granted. At least the following 
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additional approvals will be required by Council before construction 

commences: 

 

a) Building permit  

b) Plumbing permit 

c) Special Plumbing Permit 

 

 All enquiries should be directed to Council’s Permit Authority on 6393 

5322.  

 

2. This permit takes effect after: 

  

a) The 14 day appeal period expires; or  

b) Any appeal to the Resource Management and Planning Appeal Tribunal 

is abandoned or determined; or.   

c) Any other required approvals under this or any other Act are granted. 

 

3. This permit is valid for two (2) years only from the date of approval and will 

thereafter lapse if the development is not substantially commenced.  An 

extension may be granted if a request is received at least 6 weeks prior to 

the expiration date. 

 

4. A planning appeal may be instituted by lodging a notice of appeal with the 

Registrar of the Resource Management and Planning Appeal Tribunal. A 

planning appeal may be instituted within 14 days of the date the 

Corporation serves notice of the decision on the applicant. For more 

information see the Resource Management and Planning Appeal Tribunal 

website www.rmpat.tas.gov.au.  

 

5. If any Aboriginal relics are uncovered during works; 

 

a) All works are to cease within a delineated area sufficient to protect the 

unearthed and other possible relics from destruction, 

b) The presence of a relic is to be reported to Aboriginal Heritage Tasmania 

Phone: (03) 6233 6613 or 1300 135 513 (ask for Aboriginal Heritage 

Tasmania Fax: (03) 6233 5555 Email: aboriginal@heritage.tas.gov.au); and 

c) The relevant approval processes will apply with State and Federal 

government agencies. 

 

DECISION: 
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28 Suncrest Avenue 
Lenah Valley, TAS 7008 

mark@ecotas.com.au 
www.ecotas.com.au 

(03) 62 513 212 (VoIP) 
(03) 62 283 220 (personal) 

0407 008 685 (mobile) 
ABN 83 464 107 291 

 
 
 
 
 
Mr Fred Duncan 

 
 

ECOtas…providing options in environmental consulting 

 
 
 
The Directors of G7 Generation 
G7 Generation (Pty) Ltd. 
PO Box 714 
North Hobart, TAS 7002 
 17 May 2012 

 
 

 

 

RE: Juno and Fish power scheme SFAAs 

Please find enclosed the completed State Forest Activity Assessments (SFAAs) and associated 
maps and data base reports for the proposed power scheme projects in the Fish River and Juno 
Creek sites. 

In summary, our study and initial field assessments did not identify any “fatal flaws” to the 
proposed project. 

 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any further queries. 

Yours sincerely 

 
Mark Wapstra 
Senior Scientist/Manager 

 

cc: ericsnr@clacksonpower.com 

 

DEV 1



 

FOREST MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 

GUIDELINES FOR STATE FOREST ACTIVITY ASSESSMENTS (SFAA) 

 

NB All printed copies of this document are uncontrolled. Refer to the electronic copy on the Forest Management System for the latest version. 
FMS: State Forest Activity Assessments   Last updated: November 2010 
Printed 19/08/13 15:33 Fish_SFAA_G7Generation_FishRiverPowerScheme_May2012 Page 1 of 17 

STATE FOREST ACTIVITY ASSESSMENT SHEET FOR MEDIUM AND HIGH LEVEL ACTIVITIES 

Activity Details: 

Project Title: G7 Generation – Fish River Mini Hydro Power Schemes 1 & 2 

Reserve Name: Not applicable Block Name:  

Contact Officer: Jonathon Clack, G7 Pty Ltd Activity Level: High Level 

District: Bass Location (GDA Ref): 436507mE, 5375009mN 

Planned Activity: 
Construction of two 1-2 MW hydro power stations with associated pipelines, intakes and 

access 

Proposed timing of activity: 9 – 12 months Proposed duration of activity: 30 years 

Extent/Area (ha): 10 ha lease area(s) FOD Operation ID:  

District File Number:  Head Office File Number:  

Other options considered: None 

Information on the works proposed:  
Construct, manage and operate two 1 -2 MW mini hydro power stations. See 

attached documentation for detailed information on the proposal. 

Permit details (permit issuer, permit number, 

permit expiry date): 

 

 

Summary of prescriptions required: 
(Conditions to be added to any agreement/ 

operations plan/lease or licence) 

G7 Generation (or subcontractors) will ensure that: 

• Works are conducted in a manner that maintains all State Forest roads in a 

trafficable condition at all times. 

• Works are conducted in a manner that does not cause any roads on State 

Forest to be blocked or in any way restrict the use of these roads to any 

other party. 

• Any significant damage caused to roads or road structures are immediately 

reported to Forestry Tasmania.  

• Every effort will be made to minimise disturbance and the number of trees 

removed within operation area. 

• Where practical trees will be directionally felled to ensure that road access to 

this area is unhindered and that damage to roading infrastructure is 

minimized. 

• All hazardous forest activities will cease in accordance with the current 

guidelines ‘Fire Prevention at Forest Operations’. 

• All rubbish will be removed to an approved municipal tip site. 

• Appropriate safety signage and procedures will be established by the 

contractor to ensure appropriate notification of activity in this area to the 

general public during operations. 

• On completion of works Forestry Tasmania is to be contacted to allow a final 

inspection of the site. 

Compliance with Legislation 1: 

Does the activity comply with the following statutes/policies?  Yes 
(compliant) 

Maybe 
(further 

assessment 

reqd) 

No 
(non-

compliant) 

N/A 
Details of compliance/ 

approvals required 

Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 

Nationally threatened species, threatening processes. 
Yes     

Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 

Threatened species. 
Yes     

Aboriginal Relics Act 1975 

Aboriginal sites. 
Yes     

Historical Cultural Heritage Act 1995 

Heritage listed sites. 
Yes     

Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 

Environmental harm and pollution. 
Yes     

Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 

Developments/Structures. 
Yes     

Water Management Act 1999 

Protection of water resources. 
Yes     
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Fire Services Act 1979 

Fuel reduction or ecological burning. 
   N/A  

Forestry Act 1920 

All activities on State forest. 
Yes     

RFA, Permanent Native Forest Estate Yes     

Compliance with FT Policy 2: 

Does the activity comply with the following 

statutes/policies?  

Yes 
(compliant) 

Maybe 
(further 

assessment 

reqd) 

No 
(non-

compliant) 

N/A Details of compliance/approvals 

required 

Forest Reserve Register/Reserve Objectives    N/A  

Property Rights Yes     

Rainforest Policy    N/A  

Giant Tree Policy    N/A  

Huon Pine Policy    N/A  

King Billy Pine Policy    N/A  

Landscape Management Policy Yes     

Forest Management Plan (Sustainability Charter)    N/A  

Dams on State forest    N/A  
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Natural and Cultural Values 3: (Make sure you consider all aspects of the activity including peripheral disturbance associated with the activity e.g. access to site, construction disturbance, etc.) 

Value 

Existing conditions (record all values 

present on site, N/A if values not 

present) 

Site surveys (who conducted field 

surveys, specialists involved, 

references consulted) 

Impact of activity on value 

(including cumulative effects) 

Management action to be taken to 

avoid/mitigate impact (including ongoing 

monitoring and rehabilitation) 

FLORA (vegetation communities 

present, threatened species, priority 

communities) 

Vegetation communities present are: 

Floristic communities: WET-DEL1000, 

WET-DEL0100, WET-DEL0101, WET-DEL3, 

DRY-shDEL and DRY-shAM. 

TASVEG community: Eucalyptus 

delegatensis forest over rainforest (WDR), 

E. delegatensis forest with broad-leaf 

shrubs (WDB), E. delegatensis dry forest 

and woodland (DDE) and E. amygdalina 

forest and woodland on dolerite (DAD). 

These mapping units are not classified as 

“threatened” under State and 

Commonwealth legislation;  

RFA equivalents: D, DT and AD – not 

required for additional reservation on 

public land under the RFA; 

Databases do not indicate presence of 

threatened flora; no threatened flora 

detected during detailed site assessment. 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 17/04/2012 

• DPIPWE Natural Values Atlas 

report (appended) 

• Conservation Enquiry Report 

dated 10 May 2012 

• DSEWPC Protected Matters 

Search Report (appended) 

• FT special values report, including 

TASVEG map (appended) 

• Forest Botany Manual for 

Woolnorth and Central Highlands 

Regions 

• See also attached vascular plant 

species 

Impact by construction of water 

intake point, pipeline clearing 

and construction, power station 

construction and access road to 

power station site. 

Loss of vegetation types is to be 

minimal such that the thresholds 

set by the Permanent Native 

Forest Estate policy will not be 

exceeded. 

No offset for loss of vegetation 

type from within informal 

reserve suggested due to small 

area involved (c. 9% of lease 

area). 

Potential introduction of weed 

species. 

Monitoring should be conducted annually for the 

presence of potentially invasive weed species 

with suitable control measures to be 

implemented for the control of declared species, 

if identified. 

It is recommended that the power station site be 

gravelled and the disturbed surfaces be covered 

with mulch (recommend eucalypt mulch, ideally 

sourced from local material to minimise risk of 

weed contamination). The use of mulch will 

impede weeds from germinating on disturbed 

ground around the site. 

Clearing should be restricted to the identified 

access track and power station site, with 

vegetation debris to be used for rehabilitation of 

disturbed areas at the site. 

FAUNA (threatened species and 

habitats, management agreements) 

The proposed site is within the range of 

the following threatened fauna species 

(based on information sources in column 

to right). Potential for the site to support 

these species is discussed in terms of the 

descriptions of potential habitat provided 

by FPA’s Biodiversity Values Database. 

Wedge-tailed eagle 

There are no known wedge-tailed eagle 

nest sites located within 5000 metres of 

the proposed works site (see attached 

map). No nests were located during the 

field assessment. 

Potential habitat (“large tracts (more than 

10 ha) of eucalypt or mixed forest”) is 

present. It is likely that this species uses 

the area opportunistically for foraging. 

 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 17/04/2012 

• DPIPWE Natural Values Atlas 

report (appended) 

• Conservation Enquiry Report 

dated 10 May 2012 

• DSEWPC Protected Matters 

Search Report (appended) 

• Biodiversity Values Database 

search dated 7 May 2012 

No significant impacts on 

threatened fauna are 

anticipated. 

Marginal disturbance of 

widespread habitat types 

present in immediate and 

surrounding areas. 

No significant habitat features 

(e.g. dens of mammals, potential 

nest/roost hollows) identified 

from disturbance footprint. 

Impacts on Commonwealth-listed fauna species 

(potential habitat only) is not considered 

“significant” within the EPBCA Significant Impact 

Guidelines due to small disturbance footprint 

involved in previously logged forest close to 

existing infrastructure (roads).  

Clearing should be restricted to the identified 

access track, pipeline and power station sites.  

No management actions need to be considered. 
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White-bellied-sea-eagle 

There are no known white-bellied sea-

eagle nest sites located within 5000 

metres or 1 kilometre line-of-sight of the 

proposed works site (see attached map). 

Potential habitat assessment as per 

wedge-tailed eagle (see above). 

Masked owl 

Potential habitat (“all areas with trees 

with large hollows, generally mature 

forest with little regrowth present”) is 

present. No significant hollows were 

noted in any mature trees during the field 

assessment. It is likely that this species 

uses the area opportunistically for 

foraging. uses the area opportunistically 

for foraging. 

Grey goshawk 

Potential habitat (“native forest with 

mature elements below 600 m altitude, 

particularly along watercourses”) is 

absent as much of the proposal area is 

above 600 m in altitude. No evidence for 

this species was noted (nest sites) but the 

species may use the area 

opportunistically for foraging. 

Spotted-tailed quoll 

Potential habitat (“riparian areas, 

rainforest, wet forest and damp forest 

where structurally complex and steep 

rocky areas are present”) is present. 

Strategic State forest fauna management 

planning for the eastern and spotted-

tailed quoll has resulted in the retention 

of large tracts of high quality habitat 

necessary to support these species. No 

specific management actions are 

recommended in this instance. Note that 

no evidence of the species (in the form of 

dens or scats) was observed. 
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Tasmanian devil 

Potential habitat (“all terrestrial native 

habitats”) is present. Note that no 

evidence of the species (in the form of 

dens or scats) was observed. See 

comments on habitat management under 

quoll species. 

GEOLOGY/SOILS (soil types, 

erosivity, geofeatures, karst) 

Primary soil types are:  

Red to brown clayey soils under wet 

forest (Forest Soils of Tasmania, 15 Soils 

on Jurassic dolerite, 15.4 Red to brown 

clayey soils under wet forest). This soil 

type dominates the lower half of the 

pipeline and the power station site. It is 

likely that the area near the Mersey 

Forest Road is dolerite talus slope 

deposits. 

Red to brown clayey soils under mid to 

high altitude dry forest (Forest Soils of 

Tasmania, 15 Soils on Jurassic dolerite, 

15.5 Red to brown clayey soils under mid 

to high altitude dry forest). This soil type 

dominates the relatively high altitude 

upper section of the pipeline. 

The above soils are low erodibility. 

The proposals are located in the vicinity 

of the following geoconservation sites. 

The significance of each site is indicated 

in brackets: 

• Central Highlands Cainozoic Glacial 

Area (continent); 

• Central Plateau terrain (global); 

• Fish River alluvial fan (region); 

• Fish River Rhythmite section (local); 

• Upper Mersey – King William Range 

terrain (continent). 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 17/04/2012 

• Grant, J.C., Laffan, M.D., Hill, R.B. 

and Neilsen, W.A. (1995). Forest 

Soils of Tasmania, A Handbook 

For Identification and 

Management. Forestry Tasmania. 

• McIntosh, P. (2002). Guidelines 

for Forestry Operations on Soils 

Formed in Dolerite Slope Deposits 

(Dolerite Talus). Forest Practices 

Board, Hobart. 

• DPIPWE Natural Values Atlas 

report (appended) 

There will be a minimal impact at 

the sites with light soil 

disturbance for the construction 

of the power station, pipeline 

and intake footings and 

associated infrastructure (access 

road, small buildings). The main 

disturbance area is in the vicinity 

of the Power Stations which 

have low erodibility soils. 

The attached documents 

outlining the proposal should be 

referred to for detailed 

information on the construction 

details of the development. 

During the construction phase, all attempts will 

be made to ensure that minimal soil disturbance 

will occur and that no sediment will enter Fish 

River. The construction of the pipeline intake will 

require minimal disturbance to the creek.  

Oil spill kits, geocloth and hay bales will be used 

where appropriate to minimise soil disturbance 

(see “Water/Streams” and “General Protection 

Measures” below for further information). 

No other management actions need to be 

considered as the soils are low to moderate 

erodibility. 

WATER/STREAMS (water intakes, 

water quality and quantity) 

The existing site conditions consist of Fish 

River which flows from the Central 

Plateau/Walls of Jerusalem National Park 

to the Hydroelectric impoundment of 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 17/04/2012 

• Conservation of Freshwater 

Ecosystem Values (CFEV) 

The proposal will divert water 

from the intakes and return the 

water to Fish River 1 km 

downstream from each of the 

During the construction phase, all attempts will 

be made to ensure that minimal soil disturbance 

will occur and that no sediment will enter Fish 

River. The construction of the pipeline intake will 
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Lake Rowallan. Lake Rowallan is an 

altered environment associated with the 

Mersey-Forth Power Scheme.  

There are no water intakes for domestic 

use below the proposal. 

Database, 

https://cfev.dpiw.tas.gov.au/ 

accessed on 03/05.2012 

(appended) 

intakes. The hydrology of the 

river will be altered, however the 

system automatically retains the 

creek flow at 10 % of minimum 

dry season flow rate. The intakes 

are designed to ensure that total 

creek/river flow is not diverted. 

The water exhaust will be 

released over rocky streambed 

which minimises turbidity and 

the stream banks will be 

stabilised where necessary to 

minimise erosion. 

require minimal disturbance to the river.  

The water exhaust will be released over rocky 

streambed which minimises turbidity and the 

stream banks will be stabilised where necessary 

to minimise erosion. 

The proposed system automatically retains the 

creek flow at 10 % of minimum dry season flow 

rate, ensuring environmental integrity of the 

creek. 

The intake and exhaust points will be monitored 

regularly to ensure that no erosion/degradation 

of the stream banks is occurring. 

Oil spill kits, geocloth and hay bales will be used 

where appropriate to minimise soil disturbance 

(see “Water/Streams” and “General Protection 

Measures” below for further information). 

No other management actions need to be 

considered as the activity will have a low impact 

on the water flows and no impact on the water 

quality. 

LANDSCAPE (visual impact and 

management) 

Fish River is in a west facing gully 

surrounded by tall eucalypt forest. The 

landscape character type is high 

mountains landscape character type with 

extensive areas of similar vegetation with 

few evident patterns. The public 

sensitivity level is moderate due to the 

Mersey Forest Road and a number of 

regularly used walking tracks and visibility 

from fishermen on Lake Rowallan. 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 17/04/2012 

• Forest Practices Authority (2006). 

A Manual for Forest Landscape 

Management. 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__dat

a/assets/pdf_file/0004/58594/La

ndscape_manual_background_an

d_contents_pages.pdf 

The proposed pipeline and 

power station will be unseen 

from all public viewpoints. The 

small footprint of the power 

station (25 x 25 m) and pipeline 

(5 m wide) and the high canopy 

of the eucalypt forest will not 

have any visual impact. 

The proposal area is unseen 

from the nearby Walls of 

Jerusalem walking track. 

The power stations and pipelines are located so 

that vegetation will screen the development from 

the Mersey Forest Road, Fish River Road, Walls of 

Jerusalem Road and Walls of Jerusalem walking 

track. The small clearance width of the pipeline 

(<10 m wide) under the forest canopy will not 

create a linear feature in the landscape and also 

will be unseen. 

No further prescriptions are required. 

WILDERNESS and WILD RIVERS 
(High Quality Wilderness, Wild River 

Catchment) 

The location of the Fish 1 site (pipeline 

and power station) has been selectively 

harvested in the past with the upper 

section of the pipeline occurring in 

undisturbed eucalypt forest. The Fish 2 

site is essentially undisturbed, however, 

the site is bounded by the Fish River Road 

to the north, Walls of Jerusalem 

Road/track to the south and an old access 

track to the national park to the east. The 

intake point for Fish 2 is next to the Walls 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 17/04/2012 

The pipeline will have less than a 

10 m wide clearing and only light 

disturbance will be required for 

the footings of the pipeline. 

There will be minimal 

disturbance to Fish River for the 

construction of the intakes at the 

head of the pipelines. 

The proposal will have a low impact on the 

wilderness values of the area due to the previous 

disturbance in the area of the developments and 

there will only be minimal disturbance with the 

construction of the pipeline and water intake. 
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of Jerusalem National Park boundary. 

Below the schemes, the river flows 

through production forest into the 

hydroelectric impoundment of Lake 

Rowallan. 

ABORIGINAL VALUES (sites, APZ 

Zone) 

APZ: Low 

No aboriginal site triggers are present 

(Forest Practices Code 2000). 

No aboriginal sites mapped. 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 17/04/2012 

• FT special values report including 

APZ map (appended) 

No significant impacts are 

anticipated. 

If any historic sites are located during works, 

operations are to cease and officers of Bass 

District are to be notified. Such sites will be 

assessed and recorded, and management 

determined in consultation with Forest Practices 

Authority’s Senior Archaeologist prior to 

operations recommencing. 

HISTORIC VALUES (sites) 

No historic sites are mapped within the 

proposed disturbance footprint or close 

to the disturbance footprint such that the 

proposed activity will impact on mapped 

sites. 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 17/04/2012 

• Conservation Enquiry Report 

dated 10 May 2012 

• FT special values report and map 

(appended) 

No significant impacts are 

anticipated. 

If any historic sites are located during works, 

operations are to cease and officers of Bass 

District are to be notified. Such sites will be 

assessed and recorded, and management 

determined in consultation with Forest Practices 

Authority’s Senior Archaeologist prior to 

operations recommencing. 

RECREATION and SOCIAL 

VALUES (known uses/users as evident 

in the field or by local knowledge) 

The start of the Walls of Jerusalem track 

is approximately 300 m to the south of 

the proposed power station/pipeline. This 

track is frequently used by 

bushwalkers/fishermen accessing the 

region. 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 17/04/2012 

The construction period of the 

power station will not restrict 

access to this or other tracks 

along the Mersey Forest/Walls of 

Jerusalem Roads. The Walls of 

Jerusalem Track will not affected 

by the proposal and it is 

anticipated that the power 

station will emit a “low hum” 

which will not be heard above 

the noise of both of the creeks at 

the site.  

No significant impacts are 

anticipated. 

Appropriate safety signage and procedures will be 

established by the contractor to ensure 

appropriate notification of activity in this area to 

the general public during operations. 

No significant impacts are anticipated. 

GENERAL PROTECTION 

MEASURES (fire, weeds, PC, soil, 

rehabilitation, spills) 

Weeds 

The site is currently weed free. 

Plant disease 

Myrtle wilt – no evidence of myrtle wilt 

noted. 

Phytophthora cinnamomi (rootrot, PC) – 

no evidence noted, site at an elevation 

generally too high to support the 

pathogen. 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 17/04/2012 

• Conservation Enquiry Report 

dated 10 May 2012 

• DPIPWE Natural Values Atlas 

report (appended) 

Potential of weed species 

introduction and chemical spills. 

Potential of fire risk during the 

construction and post 

construction phases of the 

proposal. 

Monitoring should be conducted annually for the 

presence of potentially invasive weed species 

with suitable control measures to be 

implemented for the control of declared species, 

if identified. 

Oil spill kits, geocloth and hay bales will be used 

where appropriate to minimise soil disturbance 

(see “Water/Streams” and “General Protection 

Measures” below for further information). 
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Animal disease 

No known sites for frog chytrid pathogen 

in area; stream permanent and free-

flowing such that amphibian breeding 

habitat limited; no impacts anticipated 

from transfer of water as all within the 

one stream system. 

Fire 

There is the potential for fire during the 

construction phase of the proposal from 

items such as chainsaws, excavators 

when the site is being cleared and 

welders, grinders and other “hot” tools 

used for the construction of the pipeline 

and power station. There is also a low risk 

of fire during maintenance activities post 

construction. 

Any fuels/chemicals stored on site will be in an 

appropriate “bunded” area to contain any 

sills/contamination. Chemical spill kits will be 

visibly stored on site at all times. 

All vehicles and machinery and vehicles should be 

cleaned prior to accessing the site to ensure that 

weed and disease are not introduced (following 

appropriated machinery hygiene procedures). 

Fire management will include: 

• Appropriate vehicle or trailer mounted fire 

fighting equipment; 

• All vehicles to be fitted with approved fire 

extinguishers; 

• All “hot” activities such a grinding, welding 

and other activities will have access 

appropriate fire fighting equipment; 

• All activities which are considered a risk will 

cease on days which are a total fire ban; 

• The power station and associated 

infrastructure will have an appropriate “low 

forest fuel” and cleared area around the site 

to reduce fire risk to the surrounding forest 

and 

• The power station and associated 

infrastructure will have appropriate fire 

fighting equipment (chemical type for 

electrical fires and water available for 

vegetation fire) will be permanently and 

visibly stored on site. 

All staff/contractors will be inducted onto site 

and will be made aware of the environmental 

values of the area and the location/procedures 

of the above equipment. 

OTHER (property rights issues, access, 

operational issues, etc.) 

The proposal is entirely on State Forest 

managed by Forestry Tasmania with 

access off the existing Walls of Jerusalem 

Road. A small gated access road will be 

constructed to the power station site. 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 17/04/2012 

• FT special values report including 

property right, MDC and other 

tenure type maps (appended) 

No significant impact on existing 

road system anticipated, based 

on design of power station, 

pipeline and associated 

infrastructure. 

Road maintenance to comply with Forest 

Practices Code (2000) and Forestry Tasmania 

requirements. 

Appropriate signage to be used on Mersey Forest 

Road and Walls of Jerusalem Road during the 

construction phase for public safety. 

Only light vehicle use anticipated post 

construction phase. 

Stakeholder Consultation/Notifications 4:  
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Stakeholders include neighbours, community groups, recreationists, tourists, licensees/leasees (apiarists, agistment, communication towers, research), etc. 

Stakeholder Consulted? (Yes/No) Interest Level (Low, Med, High) Concern Level (Low, Med, High) Details on consultation 

     

     

     

     

     

DEV 1



 

FOREST MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 

GUIDELINES FOR STATE FOREST ACTIVITY ASSESSMENTS (SFAA) 

 

NB All printed copies of this document are uncontrolled. Refer to the electronic copy on the Forest Management System for the latest version. 
FMS: State Forest Activity Assessments   Last updated: November 2010 
Printed 19/08/13 15:33 Fish_SFAA_G7Generation_FishRiverPowerScheme_May2012 Page 10 of 17 

Planning Checklist 5: 

Activity 

Level 
Responsibility (Nominated Officer) Compilation of information Date Completed By Who 

M and H Planning Branch ♦ Reserve objectives (Forest Reserve Register)   

M and H Planning Branch ♦ Legislative/external approval requirements   

M and H Planning Branch ♦ FT Policies   

  Collate existing information (desktop analysis):   

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ MDC Operational Map (1:25,000) 15/05/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Conservation Enquiry Map and Report (1:25,000) 15/05/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Tasmanian Vegetation Tasveg Map (1:25,000) – included in attached NVA report 15/05/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Eagle Nest Lines Map (1:25,000) – included in attached NVA report 15/05/2012 Brian French 

High only B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Geoconservation Map (1:25,000) – included in attached NVA report 15/05/2012 Brian French 

High only B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Karst Area/Catchment Map (1:25,000) 15/05/2012 Brian French 

High only B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Geofeatures Map (1:25,000) 15/05/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Town Water Intakes (District Maps) 15/05/2012 Brian French 

High only B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Landscape Management Objective Map (1:25,000) 15/05/2012 Brian French 

High only B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ High Quality Wilderness Map (1:25,000) 15/05/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Aboriginal Sites Enquiry Map and Report (1:25,000) 15/05/2012 Brian French 

High only B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ APZ Map (1:25,000) 15/05/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ PC Management Area Map (1:50,000) 15/05/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Property Rights Map (1:25,000) 15/05/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Planning Map (1:10,000) 15/05/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) Field Surveys – record and/or confirm site information 15/05/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) Assess impacts of proposed activity and develop management actions/prescriptions 15/05/2012 Brian French 

M and H  Consult with relevant stakeholders   

M and H  Apply for/obtain external approvals   

M and H  Update SFAA with conditions associated with external approval   

M and H  Obtain FT approvals   

Approvals 6: 

Name Signature Date Position 

Brian French and Mark Wapstra   SFAA Preparer 

   District Forest Manager (Approval) 

   Conservation Planner (validated) 

   Environmental Manager (Approval) 

   External Approvals Received (signed by preparer) 

   Proponent (if applicable) (agree to follow prescriptions) 
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Instructions for using the State forest Activity Assessment Sheet for Medium and High Level Activities 

Using the little numbers next to the headings on the Assessment Sheet, the following information provides guidelines on how 

to fill out the sections, and where to find relevant information. 

1. Compliance with Legislation: 

This section provides a mechanism to check that the proposed activities will not be contrary to any of the legislation. If they 

are likely to be non-compliant, for example, removal of threatened species, this will trigger the requirement for external 

approvals (permits). Refer to Section 5, “Determining need for external approvals”. If in doubt please contact Planning 

Branch for confirmation. The undertaking of a new activity may also identify new legislation/legal requirements to which FT 

has to subscribe.  

2. Compliance with FT Policy: 

This section provides a mechanism to check that the proposed activities will not be contrary to any of Forestry Tasmania’s 

policies. The Forest Reserve Register can be consulted by clicking on the hyperlink to the database. The Reserve Management 

Objectives are generally outlined in the Forest Reserve Register. Property rights can be checked by producing a Property 

Rights Map within Map Composer. Rainforest Policy, Giant Tree Policy, Huon Pine Policy and King Billy Pine Policy are only 

applicable if any of these values are present. The Landscape Management Policy, Forest Management Plan and MDC should 

all be consulted to assess consistency of the proposed activity with these management tools. 

3. Natural and Cultural Values: 

The proposed activity needs to be assessed in terms of the predicted impact on natural and cultural values. Ensure this 

assessment takes place for the entire activity, including peripheral disturbance that may occur, i.e. access tracks to a new 

activity, additional clearing for fire breaks or fence lines, etc. For each value, the existing conditions present on site need to 

be identified. This includes all site specific information, not just identification of special values. This is initially done via a 

desktop exercise (driven by the map products required in the documentation checklist). The information gathered from the 

desktop exercise is then confirmed through an on-site inspection. Where identified special values exist, specialists may need 

to become involved in assessing impacts, providing prescriptions and developing controls for the proposed activity to 

proceed. 

The potential impacts of the proposed activity (including cumulative effects) need to be assessed. Where specialists have 

been involved in the assessment because of an identified special value, then their expertise can be utilised in assessing the 

potential impacts for that particular value. The Senior Forest Management Planner is able to assist with this process if 

required.  

4. Community Consultation/Notifications: 

While “Recreation and Social Values” are identified in natural and cultural values, these purely recognise traditional and past 

uses, not specific users. This section purely identifies stakeholders who may have an interest in or may be affected by the 

proposed activity. Any obvious stakeholders should be identified and contacted, as well as any stakeholders who identify 

themselves as a result of advertising of the proposed activity.  

5. Documentation Checklist: 
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The documentation checklist provides a process to document that all the steps have been taken, and who carried out each of 

the steps.  

6. Approvals: 

Approvals that the proposed activity can proceed in accordance with any management actions identified in the planning 

process. Remember, Planning Branch must approve all medium and high level activities. 
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STATE FOREST ACTIVITY MONITORING SHEET 

Activity Details: 

Date of Assessment:  Assessor Name:  

Project Title:  Reserve Name:  

District:  Activity Type:  

Extent/Area (ha):  Activity Level:  

District File Number:  Head Office File Number:  

Permit details (permit issuer, 

permit number, permit expiry date): 

 

Monitoring comments: (Comment/record new unidentified impacts or issues and management actions to deal with these and carry these through to 

the CAR system where appropriate) 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

Completion checks: 

Item Yes No N/A Comments 

Have soil/geodiversity values (including karst) been protected and maintained?     

Has the activity ensured protection of flora and fauna values to the greatest practical 

extent? 

    

Has particular care been taken to protect landscape values?     

Have cultural heritage values been protected?     

Have there been any complaints about the activity to FT?     

Have recreational and social values been diminished as a result of the activity?     

Has restoration/rehabilitation been undertaken?     

Has activity complied with legislation and policy?     

Have permit conditions been met?     

For Threatened Species Permits, has a report been sent to Threatened Species Unit within 

Y months of the completion of the activity for FRB’s? (date of the activity, the final area 

and coverage of activity, and how the activity compared to the intended works). 

    

Have key decisions about activities been recorded on monitoring forms?     

Have any additional impacts been identified and documented?     

Have management actions identified in the SFAA been implemented?     

Have identified safety and environmental issues and associated control measures been 

addressed? 

    

Have other FMS requirements been addressed? E.g. monitoring forms, emergency 

procedures, FOD updated. 

    

Sign off (for completion of activity): 

Completion compliance assessed by:   Signed:   

Date:   Copy of completion sign off send to Planning Branch: Yes/No  Date:   
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1 Instructions for using State forest Activity Monitoring Sheet 

The monitoring sheet must be used throughout the development and implementation of the activity. The monitoring process 

serves to ensure that identified control measures/prescriptions necessary for the protection of identified values are being 

implemented and are being effective in mitigation of any environmental impacts. 

The monitoring sheet must also be used to record decisions made on the ground that are different to what is in the plan, e.g. 

the need to fell hazardous trees, make slight changes to plans, record problems encountered, monitoring environmental 

issues raised during planning, e.g. weeds, Phytophthora cinnamomi (PC), myrtle wilt, water monitoring. This monitoring form 

should also act as a completion certificate, so on completion of the activity, a final monitoring form will be the final signoff 

that the activity is finished. 

The monitoring should assess not only that the identified prescriptions and management actions have all been implemented, 

but should also assess the effectiveness of these prescriptions and provide feedback to Planning Branch on the outcomes.  

DEV 1



 

FOREST MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 

GUIDELINES FOR STATE FOREST ACTIVITY ASSESSMENTS (SFAA) 

 

NB All printed copies of this document are uncontrolled. Refer to the electronic copy on the Forest Management System for the latest version. 
FMS: State Forest Activity Assessments Last updated: November 2010 
Printed 19/08/13 15:33 Fish_SFAA_G7Generation_FishRiverPowerScheme_May2012 Page 15 of 17 

2 Instructions for using State Forest Activity Assessment Variation Form 

A variation to a SFAA should be carried out if there have been significant changes to the original Plan or if the original assessment is past its validity date (see Section 6.7). If a variation 

form is used, it must be attached to the original SFAA. There is no need for a variation if the original SFAA considered the ongoing management of an activity.  

STATE FOREST ACTIVITY ASSESSMENT VARIATION FORM 

Activity Details: 

Project Title:  

Reserve Name:  Block Name:  

Contact Officer:  District:  

Location (GDA Ref):  Activity Level:  

Proposed timing of activity:  Proposed duration of activity:  

Extent/Area (ha):  FOD Operation ID:  

Planned Activity:  

Information on the works proposed:   

Permit details (permit issuer, permit number, 

permit expiry date): 

 

Summary of prescriptions required: 

(Conditions to be added to any agreement/ 

operations plan/lease or licence) 

 

Does the activity still comply with legislative requirements?  

Does the activity still comply with FT Policies?  

Does this variation require any additional community 

consultation/notifications? 

 

Has the District Forest Manager approved this variation?  

Has Planning Branch approved this variation?  

Natural and Cultural Values: (Make sure you consider all aspects of the activity including peripheral disturbance associated with the activity e.g. access to site, construction disturbance, etc.) 

Value Existing conditions (record all values 

present on site, N/A if values not 

present) 

Site surveys (who conducted field 

surveys, specialists involved, 

references consulted) 

Impact of activity on value 

(including cumulative effects) 

Management action to be taken to 

avoid/mitigate impact (including ongoing 

monitoring and rehabilitation) 

FLORA (vegetation communities 

present, threatened species, priority 

communities) 

Vegetation communities present are:    

FAUNA (threatened species and 

habitats, management agreements) 
Threatened species habitat is present for: 
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GEOLOGY/SOILS (Soil type, erosivity, 

Geofeatures, Karst) 
Primary soil types are: 

 

   

WATER/STREAMS (Water intakes, 

water quality and quantity) 
    

LANDSCAPE (visual impact and 

management) 
    

WILDERNESS and WILD RIVERS 
(High Quality Wilderness, Wild River 

Catchment) 

    

ABORIGINAL VALUES (Sites,  APZ 

Zone) 
    

HISTORIC VALUES (Sites)     

RECREATION and SOCIAL VALUES 
(known uses/users as evident in the 

field or by local knowledge) 

    

GENERAL PROTECTION 

MEASURES (fire, weeds, PC, soil, 

rehabilitation, spills) 

    

OTHER (property rights issues, access, 

operational issues, etc) 

    

Approvals: 

Name Signature Date Position 

   SFAA Preparer 

   District Forest Manager (Approval) 

   Conservation Planner (validated) 

   Environmental Manager (Approval) 

   External Proponent (if applicable)  
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3 Glossary of terms 

Below is a glossary of terms to help interpret some of the measurable criteria. 

Term Definition Section ref 

Significant 
Impacts are either permanent or may still be visible more than 1 year after the activity. Alternatively, 

the activity is going to impact a number of special values or stakeholders or a Forest Reserve. 
4.1.Y 

Minimal Impacts are either permanent on a small scale, (e.g. walking tracks, bike tracks) or will not be visible 

one year after the activity. Alternatively, the activity is a fuel reduction burn with no special value 

issues and no stakeholder issues. 

4.1.2 
Minor 

Negligible 

Impacts are either not visible or will not be visible within 6 months after the activity. Alternatively, the 

activity is on such a small area (e.g. Apiary sites, installing rubbish bins) that no vegetation or ground 

disturbance is required. 

4.1.1 
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Conservation Enquiry Report

Location: 436507mE, 5375009mN

Generated Tuesday, 15th of May 2012 - 11:30:08

Please Note:

1. Conservation Enquiry Maps & Reports are to be used for forest planning purposes only and are not 
for publication.
2. While based on the best available information, this inventory may not be comprehensive.
3. The absence of recorded sites is not evidence that such sites do not exist in this area.
4. The significance of recorded sites should be interpreted by an appropriate expert.
5. Positional accuracy generally not better than 100 metres.
6. Geoconservation sensitivity scores are ranked from 1 to 10, 1 being the most sensitive to disturbance, 
10 being the least sensitive
7. Priority communities identified on Conservation Enquiry Maps are those communities identified in 
the RFA as a priority for protection on Public Land.
8. The location of PC Management Areas can be identified via MDC or PC Managemet map 
compositions.
9. This report does not query Aboriginal data.

Threatened Fauna - 25k Mapsheet

RECORD 
TYPE SPECIES NAME

25,000 
MAPSHEET 

NUMBER

25,000 
MAPSHEET 

NAME
LOCATION SPECIAL 

COMMENTS

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Quolls (Spotted-
tailed, Eastern) 4237 ROWALLAN All wetter forest types coastal heath 

and bush-pasture interfaces

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Tasmanian Devil 
(Sarcophilus 
harrisii)

4237 ROWALLAN

Potential habitat includes dry to damp 
forest, woodlands and grassy 
woodlands, coastal scrub, and riparian 
areas. 

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Grey Goshawk 4237 ROWALLAN

Wet eucalypt forest with 
blackwood/myrtle understorey 
blackwood swamp E. brookeriana wet 
forest melaleuca and leptospermum 
forest.

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Wedge-tailed 
Eagle 4237 ROWALLAN Large tracts (more than 10 ha) of 

eucalypt or mixed forest

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Ptunarra Brown 
Butterfly 4237 ROWALLAN

Native grasslands or grassy woodlands 
with tussock grass (Poa) cover of more 
than 15%

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Giant Freshwater 
Crayfish 4237 ROWALLAN

North-flowing streams rivers and other 
waterbodies including lakes and Arthur 
River system below about 400 m 
altitude
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Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Masked Owl 4237 ROWALLAN Lowland dry sclerophyll forest with old 
growth components

PC Management Areas
PC MANAGEMENT AREA NUMBER NAME AREA (Hectares)

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Threatened Flora

SPECIES 
CODE SPECIES NAME EASTING NORTHING ACCURACY

LISTING 
STATUS 
STATE

LISTING 
STATUS 

NATIONAL

95-00430 Agrostis australiensis(southern bent) 438512 5376683 100 rare

Threatened Fauna
SPECIES 

CODE SPECIES NAME EASTING NORTHING LOCATION PRINTING NOTE

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Phytopthora Cinnamomi
ACCESSION NO. EASTING NORTHING

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Geoconservation Points
GIS CODE NAME EASTING NORTHING FEATURE SIZE OVERALL VUNERABILITY

MER39 Fish River Alluvial Fan 434600 5375100 Large/region 5

MER54 Fish River Rhythmite Section 436800 5374600 small/site 7

Historical Sites
SITE ID SITE NAME SITE TYPE EASTING NORTHING ACCURACY

8114.211 Howells Route Primary Industry; Agriculture 437012 5374083 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.93 Stone Pens Primary Industry; Agriculture 438612 5372983 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.126 Pre - Trappers Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 438012 5373483 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.4 Trappers Hut Community Services; 
Recreation 438012 5373783 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

Historical Line Features
FEATURE ID FEATURE TYPE DESCRIPTION

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Karst - Catchment
KARST AREA NO. NAME KARST CATCHMENT CONFIRMED

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Karst - Category
KARST AREA NO. NAME CATEGORY CONFIRMED KLITH
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There are no records for this theme within this area.

Giant Trees - Protected
TREE ID SPECIES CODE EASTING NORTHING VOLUME HEIGHT POPULAR NAME

There are no records for this theme within this area.
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Natural Values Atlas Report
Authoritative, comprehensive information on Tasmania's natural values.

Report number: 47462

Reference: ECOtas_Fish River Power Scheme_3 April 2012

Requested For: G7 Generation Pty Ltd

Timestamp: 12:54:38 PM Tuesday 03 April 2012

Raptors: buffers 500m and 5000m

Threatened Flora: buffers 500m and 5000m

Threatened Fauna: buffers 500m and 5000m

Conservation Significance Flora: Not requested

Conservation Significance Fauna: Not requested

Weeds: buffers 500m and 5000m

TasVeg: buffer 1000m

Threatened Communities: buffer 1000m

Geoconservation: buffer 1000m

Tasmanian Reserve Estate: buffer 1000m

The centroid for this query GDA94 436540,5374961 falls within:

1:25000 Map: 4237 ROWALLAN

Property: 2530822 MERSEY FOREST ROAD, LIENA
TAS 7304
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*** No threatened flora found within 500 metres. ***

Threatened flora within 500 metres
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Threatened flora within 5000 metres
E: 430505 E: 442652
N: 5380448 N: 5380448

E: 430505 E: 442652
N: 5369558 N: 5369558
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Threatened flora within 5000 metres
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Verified Records

 
Unverified Records

For more information about threatened species, please contact the Manager, Threatened Species Section.

Telephone: (03) 6233 8759

Email: ThreatenedSpecies.Enquiries@dpipwe.tas.gov.au

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

Threatened flora within 5000 metres

Id Species Common name Ss Ns Observers Date Obs type Position (gda94)

273812 Agrostis australiensis southern bent r David Ziegeler
(7381)

23-Jan-1988 sight Point (438512,5376683) +/-
100m.

925712 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440951,5373756) +/-
20m.

925705 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440937,5373775) +/-
100m.

925706 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

14-Nov-2003 sight Point (440937,5373775) +/-
100m.

925703 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440930,5373830) +/-
20m.

925698 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440886,5373860) +/-
20m.

925697 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440857,5373907) +/-
20m.

925702 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440928,5373918) +/-
20m.

925696 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440846,5373925) +/-
20m.

925700 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440900,5373981) +/-
20m.

925699 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440891,5374014) +/-
20m.

925711 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440948,5373659) +/-
20m.

925704 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440932,5373661) +/-
20m.

925695 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440705,5373082) +/-
20m.

932436 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r A. Moscal (3708) 22-Jan-1983 sight Point (440712,5372583) +/-
100m.

925701 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440925,5373208) +/-
20m.

925707 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440938,5373238) +/-
20m.

925710 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440942,5373268) +/-
20m.

925708 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440939,5373342) +/-
20m.

925709 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440941,5373372) +/-
20m.

925713 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440953,5373416) +/-
20m.

925714 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

14-Nov-2003 sight Point (440988,5373429) +/-
100m.

925715 Hovea montana mountain purplepea r Peter Franklin
(6673)

24-Nov-2004 sight Point (440988,5373429) +/-
100m.

406280 Viola cunninghamii alpine violet r Jamie Kirkpatrick
(1315)

1984 sight Point (438612,5369883) +/-
100m.
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Threatened fauna within 500 metres
E: 435005 E: 438151
N: 5375949 N: 5375949

E: 435005 E: 438151
N: 5374057 N: 5374057
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Verified Records

 
Unverified Records

Threatened fauna within 500 metres

(based on Habitat Mapping)

For more information about threatened species, please contact the Manager, Threatened Species Section.

Telephone: (03) 6233 8759

Email: ThreatenedSpecies.Enquiries@dpipwe.tas.gov.au

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

Threatened fauna within 500 metres

Id Species Common name Ss Ns Observers Date Obs type Position (gda94)

358194 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Menna Jones
(8901)

01-Jan-1990? sight Point (436512,5375183) +/-
1000m.

Species Common name Ss Ns Potential Known Core

Aquila audax wedge-tailed eagle pe PEN 1 0 0

Tyto novaehollandiae masked owl pe PVU 1 0 0

Accipiter novaehollandiae grey goshawk e 1 0 1
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Threatened fauna within 5000 metres
E: 430505 E: 442652
N: 5380448 N: 5380448

E: 430505 E: 442652
N: 5369558 N: 5369558
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Threatened fauna within 5000 metres
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Verified Records

Threatened fauna within 5000 metres

Id Species Common name Ss Ns Observers Date Obs type Position (gda94)

614312 Accipiter
novaehollandiae

grey goshawk e - Unknown
(21598)

11-Jan-1981? sight Point (437755,5377875) +/-
18500m.

883015 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Nick Mooney
(16443)

01-Nov-1990? sight Point (434612,5370283) +/-
100m.

883014 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Nick Mooney
(16443)

01-Jan-1979? sight Point (441312,5373383) +/-
100m.

358194 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Menna Jones
(8901)

01-Jan-1990? sight Point (436512,5375183) +/-
1000m.

1041279 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU - Unknown
(21598)

14-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

359024 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Menna Jones
(8901)

01-Jan-1990? sight Point (432012,5377683) +/-
1000m.

1039837 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

1036846 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

1034729 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

1038139 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

1026705 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

1034734 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

1082663 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

25-Jun-2008 sight Point (432205,5378822) +/-
0m.

1094835 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

01-Jan-1600 sight Point (432205,5378822) +/-
10m.

1034726 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1034769 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1029761 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1031454 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1032014 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1028831 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1027915 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1034770 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1034738 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (431476,5378020) +/-
7m.

1039215 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (431476,5378020) +/-
7m.

1027403 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (431476,5378020) +/-
7m.

1040188 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

14-Jul-2004 sight Point (431476,5378020) +/-
7m.

1039347 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (432278,5375718) +/-
7m.

1036342 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (432278,5375718) +/-
7m.

1034745 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (432668,5375407) +/-
7m.

1030862 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (432668,5375407) +/-
7m.

1039023 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (432668,5375407) +/-
7m.

1034766 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (432197,5373339) +/-
7m.

1033025 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (432197,5373339) +/-
7m.
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Threatened fauna within 5000 metres
Id Species Common name Ss Ns Observers Date Obs type Position (gda94)

1066372 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Lisa Litchfield
(19645)

18-Oct-2006 sight Point (434142,5374215) +/-
6000m.

1034747 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (432484,5374228) +/-
7m.

1043053 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (432484,5374228) +/-
7m.

1028354 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (432484,5374228) +/-
7m.

1027673 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (432484,5374228) +/-
7m.

1035748 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (432484,5374228) +/-
7m.

1040677 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (431828,5374896) +/-
7m.

1034760 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (431828,5374896) +/-
7m.

1034748 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (431828,5374896) +/-
7m.

1034036 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (432070,5375015) +/-
7m.

1042761 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (432070,5375015) +/-
7m.

1029251 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (432070,5375015) +/-
7m.

1032128 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (432070,5375015) +/-
7m.

1034759 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (432484,5374228) +/-
7m.

1028027 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (432278,5375718) +/-
7m.

1033890 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (432278,5375718) +/-
7m.

1032718 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (431762,5377114) +/-
7m.

1027066 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (431762,5377114) +/-
7m.

1034761 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (431762,5377114) +/-
7m.

1040296 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (431762,5377114) +/-
7m.

749380 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

04-Dec-1988? sight Point (432112,5377383) +/-
2500m.

753513 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

29-Jan-1992? sight Point (432112,5377383) +/-
2500m.

1038308 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1044488 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1033813 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1044456 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1028515 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

14-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1082665 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

27-Jun-2008 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
0m.

1034736 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1094856 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

01-Jan-1600 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
10m.

1038168 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1031256 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (431155,5375036) +/-
7m.

1034735 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (431155,5375036) +/-
7m.

1035774 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (431155,5375036) +/-
7m.
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Unverified Records

Threatened fauna within 5000 metres

(based on Habitat Mapping)

For more information about threatened species, please contact the Manager, Threatened Species Section.

Telephone: (03) 6233 8759

Email: ThreatenedSpecies.Enquiries@dpipwe.tas.gov.au

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

Threatened fauna within 5000 metres
Id Species Common name Ss Ns Observers Date Obs type Position (gda94)

1034768 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (431604,5373643) +/-
7m.

1034737 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (431604,5373643) +/-
7m.

1034762 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (431604,5373643) +/-
7m.

1035408 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (430975,5376413) +/-
7m.

1035969 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (430975,5376413) +/-
7m.

1034728 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (430975,5376413) +/-
7m.

1034727 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (431580,5376450) +/-
7m.

1036747 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (431580,5376450) +/-
7m.

1040437 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (431580,5376450) +/-
7m.

1029027 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (431580,5376450) +/-
7m.

1201581 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Tracey Anne
Hollings (20429)

26-Sep-2009 sight Point (435772,5377693) +/-
10m.

896950 Thylacinus
cynocephalus

thylacine x EX R Dickso (2012) 01-Jan-1962? sight Point (441958,5372359) +/-
1850m.

359157 Tyto novaehollandiae masked owl pe PVU R Green (2126) 02-Mar-1978? sight Point (435112,5380081) +/-
1000m.

Species Common name Ss Ns Potential Known Core

Aquila audax wedge-tailed eagle pe PEN 3 0 0

Tyto novaehollandiae masked owl pe PVU 3 0 0

Accipiter novaehollandiae grey goshawk e 3 0 3
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*** No Raptor nests or sightings found within 500 metres. ***

Raptor nests and sightings within 500 metres
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Raptor nests and sightings within 5000 metres
E: 430505 E: 442652
N: 5380448 N: 5380448

E: 430505 E: 442652
N: 5369558 N: 5369558
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Raptor nests and sightings within 5000 metres
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Verified Records

 

Unverified Records

Raptor nests and sightings within 5000 metres

Nest id/location
foreign id

Species name Observer Obs date Obs type Position (gda94) Season Nest
productivity

Nest
occupancy

Tyto
novaehollandiae

R Green
(2126)

02-Mar-1978? sight Point (435112,5380081) +/-
1000m.

Falco peregrinus - Unknown
(21598)

01-Sep-1976? sight Point (433598,5377838) +/-
2000m.

Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

- Unknown
(21598)

05-Feb-1980? sight Point (433598,5377838) +/-
2000m.

Accipiter
novaehollandiae

- Unknown
(21598)

11-Jan-1981? sight Point (437755,5377875) +/-
18500m.

Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

- Unknown
(21598)

31-Aug-1980? sight Point (437755,5377875) +/-
18500m.

Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

- Unknown
(21598)

19-Nov-
1980?

sight Point (437755,5377875) +/-
18500m.
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*** No weeds found within 500 metres. ***

Tas Management Act Weeds within 500 m
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Tas Management Act Weeds within 5000 m
E: 430505 E: 442652
N: 5380448 N: 5380448

E: 430505 E: 442652
N: 5369558 N: 5369558
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Tas Management Act Weeds within 5000 m
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Verified Records

 
Unverified Records

For more information about introduced weed species, please visit the following URL for contact details in your area.

http://www.dpipwe.tas.gov.au/inter.nsf/WebPages/TPRY-52J8Z3?open

Tas Management Act Weeds within 5000 m

Id Species Common
name

Observers Date Position (gda94) Location Obs
state

Wma Wons
density

Data
source

165213 Senecio
jacobaea

ragwort A North (2500) 07-Jan-1997? Point
(431512,5374383) +/-
100m.

Present Yes
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TASVEG communities within 1000 metres
E: 434505 E: 438651
N: 5376449 N: 5376449

E: 434505 E: 438651
N: 5373558 N: 5373558
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TASVEG communities within 1000 metres
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For more information about TASVEG maps, please contact the Coordinator, Tasmanian Vegetation Monitoring and Mapping Program.

Telephone: (03) 6233 4501

Email: TASVEG@dpipwe.tas.gov.au

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

TASVEG communities within 1000 metres
Id Code Community Emergent species

101340478 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346220 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101346219 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101346215 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101346217 WDL Eucalyptus delegatensis forest over Leptospermum

101342756 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101344363 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101344768 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346206 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101343972 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101342752 DCO Eucalyptus coccifera forest and woodland

101345980 OAQ Water, sea

101346223 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous

101346218 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101346207 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346210 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346221 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346222 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101342800 RFE Rainforest fernland

101342755 RSH Highland low rainforest and scrub

101346212 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101341997 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101346070 DCO Eucalyptus coccifera forest and woodland

101346211 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101342799 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346204 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346205 SHU Inland Heathland (undifferentiated)

101343973 ORO Rock (cryptogamic lithosere )

101342801 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101346224 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101340479 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346350 ORO Rock (cryptogamic lithosere )
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Threatened communities within 1000 metres
E: 434505 E: 438651
N: 5376449 N: 5376449

E: 434505 E: 438651
N: 5373558 N: 5373558
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Threatened communities within 1000 metres
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For more information about threatened vegetation communities, please contact the Resource Management and Conservation Division.

Ph: (03) 6233 4501,

Fax: (03) 6233 3186

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

Threatened communities within 1000 metres
Code Title Status

RFE Rainforest fernland R
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Geoconservation sites within 1000 metres
E: 434505 E: 438651
N: 5376449 N: 5376449

E: 434505 E: 438651
N: 5373558 N: 5373558
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Note: Restricted sites are not displayed.

 

For more information about the Geoconservation Database, please visit the DPIPWE web site (www.dpipwe.tas.gov.au) or contact

the DPIPWE Geoconservation Officer:

Telephone: (03) 6233 6455

Email: Rolan.Eberhard@dpipwe.tas.gov.au

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

Geoconservation sites within 1000 metres
Id Name Significance Geographical significance Status

2953 Central Highlands
Cainozoic Glacial Area

Notable example of type. Continent Listed

2684 Central Plateau Terrain Data not yet completed Global Listed

2681 Fish River Alluvial Fan Notable example of type. Region Listed

2694 Fish River Rhythmite
Section

Indicates timing of glacier development to the confluence
of the Mersey and Fish valleys.

Local Listed

2707 Upper Mersey - King
William Range Terrain

Notable example of type. Continent Listed
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Reserves within 1000 metres
E: 434505 E: 438651
N: 5376449 N: 5376449

E: 434505 E: 438651
N: 5373558 N: 5373558
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For more information about the Tasmanian Reserve Estate, please contact the Land Conservation Branch DPIPWE.

Ph: (03) 6233 2744

Fax (03) 6223 8603

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

Reserves within 1000 metres
Name Classification Status

Walls of Jerusalem National Park National Park Dedicated Formal Reserve

Informal Reserve on State Forest or Forestry Tas managed land Informal Reserve
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None

9

None

None

None

None

1

10

Matters of National Environment Significance

This part of the report summarises the matters of national environmental significance that may occur
in, or may relate to, the area you nominated. Further information is available in the detail part of the
report, which can be accessed by scrolling or following the links below. If you are proposing to
undertake an activity that may have a significant impact on one or more matters of national
environmental significance then you should consider the Administrative Guidelines on Significance -
see http://www.environment.gov.au/epbc/assessmentsapprovals/guidelines/index.html

World Heritage Properties:

National Heritage Places:

Wetlands of International

Great Barrier Reef Marine Park:

Commonwealth Marine Areas:

Threatened Ecological Communities:

Threatened Species:

Migratory Species:

Summary

EPBC Act Protected Matters Report

Coordinates

Summary

Matters of NES

This map may contain data which are
©Commonwealth of Australia
(Geoscience Australia), ©PSMA 2010

Extra Information

Buffer: 1.0Km

Report created: 10/05/12 14:34:40

This report provides general guidance on matters of national environmental significance and other
matters protected by the EPBC Act in the area you have selected.

Information on the coverage of this report and qualifications on data supporting this report are
contained in the caveat at the end of the report.

Information about the EPBC Act including significance guidelines, forms and application process
details can be found at http://www.environment.gov.au/epbc/assessmentsapprovals/index.html

Other Matters Protected by the EPBC Act

Caveat
Acknowledgements

Details
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Details

Matters of National Environmental Significance

Threatened Ecological Communities [ Resource Information ]

Name

For threatened ecological communities where the distribution is well known, maps are derived from
recovery plans, State vegetation maps, remote sensing imagery and other sources. Where threatened
ecological community distributions are less well known, existing vegetation maps and point location
data are used to produce indicative distribution maps.

Status Type of Presence
Alpine Sphagnum Bogs and Associated Fens Endangered Community may occur

within area

None

None

None

8

None

None

None

None

1

2

6

Other Matters Protected by the EPBC Act

Critical Habitats:

Whales and Other Cetaceans:

Commonwealth Heritage Places:

Listed Marine Species:

Commonwealth Reserves:

Commonwealth Lands:

This part of the report summarises other matters protected under the Act that may relate to the area
you nominated. Approval may be required for a proposed activity that significantly affects the
environment on Commonwealth land, when the action is outside the Commonwealth land, or the
environment anywhere when the action is taken on Commonwealth land. Approval may also be
required for the Commonwealth or Commonwealth agencies proposing to take an action that is likely
to have a significant impact on the environment anywhere.

This part of the report summarises other matters protected under the Act that may relate to the area
you nominated. Approval may be required for a proposed activity that significantly affects the
environment on Commonwealth land, when the action is outside the Commonwealth land, or the
environment anywhere when the action is taken on Commonwealth land. Approval may also be
required for the Commonwealth or Commonwealth agencies proposing to take an action that is likely
to have a significant impact on the environment anywhere.

The EPBC Act protects the environment on Commonwealth land, the environment from the actions
taken on Commonwealth land, and the environment from actions taken by Commonwealth agencies.
As heritage values of a place are part of the 'environment', these aspects of the EPBC Act protect the
Commonwealth Heritage values of a Commonwealth Heritage place and the heritage values of a
place on the Register of the National Estate. Information on the new heritage laws can be found at
http://www.environment.gov.au/heritage/index.html

A permit may be required for activities in or on a Commonwealth area that may affect a member of a
listed threatened species or ecological community, a member of a listed migratory species, whales
and other cetaceans, or a member of a listed marine species. Information on EPBC Act permit
requirements and application forms can be found at http://www.environment.gov.

Extra Information

This part of the report provides information that may also be relevant to the area you have

State and Territory Reserves:

Nationally Important Wetlands:

Place on the RNE:

Regional Forest Agreements:

Invasive Species:
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Threatened Species [ Resource Information ]
Name Status Type of Presence
BIRDS

Wedge-tailed Eagle (Tasmanian) [64435] Endangered Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Aquila audax  fleayi

Australasian Bittern [1001] Endangered Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area

Botaurus poiciloptilus

Tasmanian Azure Kingfisher [25977] Endangered Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Ceyx azureus  diemenensis

Swift Parrot [744] Endangered Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Lathamus discolor

Masked Owl (Tasmanian) [67051] Vulnerable Species or species
habitat known to occur
within area

Tyto novaehollandiae  castanops (Tasmanian population)

FISH

Australian Grayling [26179] Vulnerable Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Prototroctes maraena

FROGS

Growling Grass Frog, Southern Bell Frog,  Green
and Golden Frog, Warty Swamp Frog [1828]

Vulnerable Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area

Litoria raniformis

MAMMALS

Spotted-tail Quoll, Spot-tailed Quoll, Tiger Quoll
(Tasmanian population) [75183]

Vulnerable Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area

Dasyurus maculatus  maculatus (Tasmanian population)

Tasmanian Devil [299] Endangered Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area

Sarcophilus harrisii

PLANTS

Native Wintercress, Riverbed Wintercress [12540] Critically Endangered Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Barbarea australis

Migratory Species [ Resource Information ]
* Species is listed under a different scientific name on the EPBC Act - Threatened Species list.
Name Threatened Type of Presence
Migratory Marine Birds

Fork-tailed Swift [678] Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Apus pacificus

Great Egret, White Egret [59541] Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Ardea alba

Cattle Egret [59542] Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Ardea ibis

Migratory Terrestrial Species

White-bellied Sea-Eagle [943] Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area

Haliaeetus leucogaster

White-throated Needletail [682] Species or species
habitat may occur within

Hirundapus caudacutus
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Name Threatened Type of Presence
area

Satin Flycatcher [612] Breeding likely to occur
within area

Myiagra cyanoleuca

Migratory Wetlands Species

Great Egret, White Egret [59541] Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Ardea alba

Cattle Egret [59542] Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Ardea ibis

Latham's Snipe, Japanese Snipe [863] Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Gallinago hardwickii

Other Matters Protected by the EPBC Act

Listed Marine Species [ Resource Information ]
* Species is listed under a different scientific name on the EPBC Act - Threatened Species list.
Name Threatened Type of Presence
Birds

Fork-tailed Swift [678] Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Apus pacificus

Great Egret, White Egret [59541] Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Ardea alba

Cattle Egret [59542] Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Ardea ibis

Latham's Snipe, Japanese Snipe [863] Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Gallinago hardwickii

White-bellied Sea-Eagle [943] Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area

Haliaeetus leucogaster

White-throated Needletail [682] Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Hirundapus caudacutus

Swift Parrot [744] Endangered Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Lathamus discolor

Satin Flycatcher [612] Breeding likely to occur
within area

Myiagra cyanoleuca

Extra Information

Places on the RNE [ Resource Information ]

Note that not all Indigenous sites may be listed.
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Name StatusState
Natural

RegisteredCentral Plateau Region TAS
RegisteredWestern Tasmania TAS

Regional Forest Agreements [ Resource Information ]

Note that all areas with completed RFAs have been included.

Name State
Tasmania RFA Tasmania

Invasive Species [ Resource Information ]
Weeds reported here are the 20 species of national significance (WoNS), along with other introduced
plants that are considered by the States and Territories to pose a particularly significant threat to
biodiversity. The following feral animals are reported: Goat, Red Fox, Cat, Rabbit, Pig, Water Buffalo
and Cane Toad. Maps from Landscape Health Project, National Land and Water Resouces Audit,

Name Status Type of Presence
Mammals

Cat, House Cat, Domestic Cat [19] Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area

Felis catus

Rabbit, European Rabbit [128] Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area

Oryctolagus cuniculus

Plants

Bitou Bush, Boneseed [18983] Species or species
habitat may occur within
area

Chrysanthemoides monilifera

Blackberry, European Blackberry [68406] Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area

Rubus fruticosus aggregate

Willows except Weeping Willow, Pussy Willow and
Sterile Pussy Willow [68497]

Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area

Salix spp. except S.babylonica, S.x calodendron & S.x reichardtii

Gorse, Furze [7693] Species or species
habitat likely to occur
within area

Ulex europaeus

Caveat

-41.77401 146.23465

Coordinates

For threatened ecological communities where the distribution is well known, maps are derived from
recovery plans, State vegetation maps, remote sensing imagery and other sources. Where threatened
ecological community distributions are less well known, existing vegetation maps and point location
data are used to produce indicative distribution maps.

The information presented in this report has been provided by a range of data sources as
acknowledged at the end of the report.

Not all species listed under the EPBC Act have been mapped (see below) and therefore a report is a
general guide only. Where available data supports mapping, the type of presence that can be
determined from the data is indicated in general terms. People using this information in making a
referral may need to consider the qualifications below and may need to seek and consider other

This report is designed to assist in identifying the locations of places which may be relevant in
determining obligations under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. It
holds mapped locations of World Heritage and Register of National Estate properties, Wetlands of
International Importance, Commonwealth and State/Territory reserves, listed threatened, migratory
and marine species and listed threatened ecological communities. Mapping of Commonwealth land
is not complete at this stage. Maps have been collated from a range of sources at various
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Please feel free to provide feedback via the Contact Us page.

GPO Box 787

Canberra ACT 2601 Australia

Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities

© Commonwealth of Australia

+61 2 6274 1111
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- migratory species that are very widespread, vagrant, or only occur in small numbers

Only selected species covered by the following provisions of the EPBC Act have been mapped:

The following groups have been mapped, but may not cover the complete distribution of the species:

Such breeding sites may be important for the protection of the Commonwealth Marine environment.
- seals which have only been mapped for breeding sites near the Australian continent

The following species and ecological communities have not been mapped and do not appear in
reports produced from this database:
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For species where the distributions are well known, maps are digitised from sources such as
recovery plans and detailed habitat studies. Where appropriate, core breeding, foraging and roosting
areas are indicated under 'type of presence'. For species whose distributions are less well known,
point locations are collated from government wildlife authorities, museums, and non-government
organisations; bioclimatic distribution models are generated and these validated by experts. In some
cases, the distribution maps are based solely on expert knowledge.
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Conservation of Freshwater Ecosystem 
Values (CFEV) Database 

Corporate Interface Report 

https://cfev.dpiw.tas.gov.au 

Data in this report should be cited as: 

CFEV database, v1.0 (2005), Conservation of Freshwater Ecosystem Values Project, 
Water Resources Division, Department of Primary Industries and Water, Tasmania 

All maps in this report should be cited as: 

Base data by CFEV, © State of Tasmania. 

Rivers, estuaries and waterbodies - base data by the LIST, © State of Tasmania. 

For interpretive information visit: 

http://www.dpiw.tas.gov.au/cfev 

The CFEV Program is an initiative of the Water Resources Division, 
Department of Primary Industries and Water. 
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1 Legend 

GDE  
River Sections  
Waterbodies  

Data confidence and CFEV 

The strength of the CFEV data lies with its comprehensive coverage of the state, which allows broad scale comparisons, 
generalised summaries, and the combination of complicated data sets into readily interpreted indices. 

It should be acknowledged that CFEV data uses a variety of data sources as input and that some of these are modelled and are 
not ground-truthed. As a result care should be taken when using specific variables at specific locations. 

Disclaimer 

This web resource has been developed by the State of Tasmania to provide public access to some State, Commonwealth and 
local government information, including text, maps and various forms of data and to information obtained from non-government 
sources. 

It also provides on-line access to some government services and transactions. All of the material published on this website is 
together referred to hereafter as “the information”. 

In those circumstances, no responsibility is accepted for the accuracy, completeness, or relevance to the user’s purpose, of the 
information and those using it for whatever purpose are advised to verify it with the relevant Commonwealth or State 
government department, local government body or other source and to obtain any appropriate professional advice. 

No warranty is given that the information is free of infection by computer viruses or other contamination, nor that access to the 
website or any part of it will not suffer from interruption from time to time, without notice. 

Any links to other websites that have been included on this website are provided for your convenience only. The Crown in its 
role as manager of this website does not accept any responsibility for the accuracy, availability, or appropriateness to the user’s 
purposes, of any information or services on any other website. The Crown, its officers, employees and agents do not accept 
liability however arising, including liability for negligence, for any loss resulting from the use of or reliance upon the information 
and/or reliance on its availability at any time. 

Any results with important management implications should be supported by on-ground surveys. 
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2 River Sections : Fish River ( 276422 ) 

Catchment: Mersey ( 38 ) 

 
Centre point - E: 435712m N: 5374992m Scale (map width): 21328m 

GDA94 Zone 55 
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2.1 Conservation Management Priority 

2.1.1 CMPI2  ( L ) 

Lower to Lowest Conservation Management Priority (CMP). The river section is part of a river cluster 
for which the improvement of current conservation management is a lower priority. This CMP was 
derived by considering both its Integrated Conservation Value and land management security (by 
tenure). 

2.1.1.1 CMPI1  ( L ) 

Lower to Lowest Conservation Management Priority (CMP). The river section is part of a river cluster 
for which the improvement of current conservation management is a lower priority. This CMP was 
derived by considering both its Representative Conservation Value and land management security (by 
tenure). 

2.1.2 CMPP2  ( H ) 

High Conservation Management Priority (CMP). The river section is part of a river cluster for which the 
conservation management is a high priority when development is proposed or occurs. This applies in 
the situation where further development occurs within the catchment which may contribute to a 
change in aquatic ecological condition or status. This CMP was derived by considering both its 
Integrated Conservation Value and land management security (by tenure). 

2.1.2.1 CMPP1  ( H ) 

High Conservation Management Priority (CMP). The river section is part of a river cluster for which the 
conservation management is a high priority when development is proposed or occurs. This applies in 
the situation where further development occurs within the catchment which may contribute to a 
change in aquatic ecological condition or status. This CMP was derived by considering both its 
Representative Conservation Value and land management security (by tenure). 

2.1.3 Land Tenure Security  ( High ) 

This river section lies within a catchment that has predominantly high security of land tenure. There 
are formal, regulated restrictions in place to ensure that the land within this catchment is managed to 
conserve or protect the landscape from potential negative impacts. This includes areas within formal 
reserves such as National Parks, Conservation Areas, State Reserves etc. 

Land tenure security composition map Mixed 
Low security land tenure 0.00% 
Medium security land tenure 11.02% 
High security land tenure 88.98% 

 

2.2 Conservation Value 

2.2.1 NR class  ( B2 ) 

B2 class of Representativeness and Naturalness. This river section is within the second group of sites 
selected for rivers and is in moderate condition. Selection is based on representativeness, rarity of 
classification units and naturalness score. 

2.2.2 ICV  ( M ) 

Moderate Integrated Conservation Value (ICV). ICV integrates the Representative Conservation Value 
with known Special Values (eg. threatened and priority species and communities, and priority sites). 

2.2.2.1 Special Values 

Special Values: 1 (outstanding: 0 non-outstanding: 1 undifferentiated: 0) 
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Name Scientific Name Status Type 
Platypus Ornithorynchus 

anatinus 
Non-outstanding Phylogenetically 

Distinct Fauna 
Species 

2.2.3 RCV  ( B ) 

B class Representative Conservation Value (RCV). This river section is within the second group of 
sites selected for rivers. Selection is based on representativeness, rarity of classification units and 
naturalness. 

2.2.3.1 Important biophysical class  ( G5 ) 

Name: Mersey Forth 
Headwaters in high plateaus (quartzite, dolerite) with/without glaciation; Quartzite valleys and gorges 
common; Northern relict surfaces decrease in occurrence towards east; High relief karst in Mersey 
and Leven; Finely dissected n. surface and coastal sediments in lower catchments 

 

2.3 Biophysical Classes 

2.3.1 Crayfish Class  ( C2 ) 

Astacopsis tricornis present (excluding first order streams) 

2.3.2 Fish Class  ( F49 ) 

Extensive assemblage in river sections and waterbodies covering most of the western part of the state 
(west of Tyler corridor), including the southern part of King Island and also within a few river sections 
inland in the east. 
Species Composition: Anguilla australis, Galaxias brevipinnis 

2.3.3 Fluvial Geomorphic River Type  ( G5 ) 

Name: Mersey Forth 
Headwaters in high plateaus (quartzite, dolerite) with/without glaciation; Quartzite valleys and gorges 
common; Northern relict surfaces decrease in occurrence towards east; High relief karst in Mersey 
and Leven; Finely dissected n. surface and coastal sediments in lower catchments 

2.3.4 Hydrological Class  ( H1 ) 

Streams intermediate in magnitude and variability of annual, monthly and peak flows, with a skewed 
annual flow distribution. 

2.3.5 Macroinvertebrate Class  ( BC8 ) 

Assemblage of streams in the central north-east (Plomley”s Island), and in catchments bordering the 
Tyler line both north of the Central Plateau (upper Forth and Mersey catchments) and south of the 
Central Plateau (central Derwent catchment). River sections at altitudes <800 m AHD. Indicator taxa 
(EPTC groups): 
Species Composition: Baetid Genus 2 MVsp. 3, Notalina sp. AV1, Conoesucus norelus, Asmicridea 
sp. AV1, Moruya opora, Elmidae L, Dinotoperla serricauda, Tasmanoperla larvalis, Alloecella grisea, 
Helicopsyche murrumba, Aphilorheithrus sp. AV3, Taschorema ferulum 

2.3.6 Macrophyte Class  ( M5B ) 

Submerged plant dominated assemblage; Moderate probability of macrophyte assemblage 
occurrence, sparse/locally patchy. Dominants: 
Species Composition: Myriophyllum sp., Potamogeton sp. 
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2.3.7 Tree Class  ( T27 ) 

Western highland rainforests, subalpine eucalypt forests and coniferous forest dominated by 
Athrotaxis spp. Occurs from Mt Weld and the Snowy Range in the south, through Mt Field and the 
Cradle Mt-Lake St Clair National Park. 
Species Composition: Athrotaxis cupressoides, Athrotaxis selaginoides, Cenarrhenes nitida, 
Eucalyptus coccifera, Eucalyptus delegatensis, Eucalyptus gunnii, Eucalyptus subcrenulata, 
Leptospermum lanigerum, Nothofagus cunninghamii, Phyllocladus aspleniifolius, Pittosporum bicolor, 
Richea pandanifolia, Richea scoparia, Tasmannia lanceolata 

 

2.4 Naturalness  ( 0.81 ) 
River section significantly altered from natural condition. 

2.4.1 Biological Condition Score  ( 0.65 ) 

Significantly impaired biological condition for the river section. 

2.4.1.1 Exotic Fish Condition  ( 0 ) 

Exotic fish present and abundant; proportion of biomass as native fish approx. 0. 

2.4.1.2 Fish Condition  ( 0 ) 

Intense impact of large dams, changes in flow regime, or acid drainage on native fish populations 

2.4.1.3 Platypus Condition  ( 0.5 ) 

Platypus population in moderate to poor condition; In known Mucor infestation area (in 2004); Riparian 
vegetation mostly or entirely native. 

2.4.1.4 Accumulated Native Riparian Vegetation  ( 1.00 ) 

2.4.1.4.1 Native Riparian Vegetation  ( 1.00 ) 

Very to extremely high proportional area of native vegetation occurring within the riparian zone (50m 
width strip each side of river section) (>80% of total riparian buffer zone as native vegetation) 

2.4.1.4.2 Willows  ( 1 ) 

Dense willow infestations (Salix sp.) absent within the riparian zone, willows sparse or absent. 

2.4.1.5 Macroinvertebrate Condition  ( 1.00 ) 

Natural total density levels and natural assemblage composition of benthic macroinvertebrates for the 
river section. 

2.4.1.5.1 Flow Variability Index  ( 1.00 ) 

The degree of change in flow regime variability as a result of human flow manipulation (associated 
with large storages) is zero or very low; no major dam or structure present). 

2.4.1.5.2 Macroinvertebrate Observed/Expected  ( 1 ) 

AUSRIVAS O/E ranked index falls within the A impairment band, O/E rank range approx. 0.8 to 1.3, 
with mean of approx. 1.0; Equivalent to natural; No impact on presence or relative abundance of 
approx. dominant families. 

2.4.1.5.3 River Abstraction Index  ( 0.00 ) 

Small to no decreases in long-term mean annual volume of flow, and moderate decreases in summer 
baseflows in rural areas due to net abstraction (removal out of the channel) of water. 
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2.4.2 Geomorphic Condition Score  ( 1.00 ) 

High geomorphic condition score for the river section. 

2.4.2.1 Geomorphic responsiveness  ( 0 ) 

Responsiveness of channel form to anthropogenic changes in flow and/or sediment regime is low (eg. 
a bedrock controlled system). 

2.4.2.2 Sediment capture  ( 1.00 ) 

Low to very low proportion of fluvial sediment captured (stored) in dams upstream of river section. 

2.4.2.3 Flow change  ( 1.00 ) 

Minimal to no change to flow regime for the river section. 

2.4.2.3.1 Flow Variability Index  ( 1.00 ) 

The degree of change in flow regime variability as a result of human flow manipulation (associated 
with large storages) is zero or very low; no major dam or structure present). 

2.4.2.3.2 Regulation Index  ( 0.00 ) 

The amount of regulation of the natural flow regime due to cumulative effect of water storage 
upstream is low. Geomorphic and biological impacts weak or absent. 

2.4.2.3.3 River Abstraction Index  ( 0.00 ) 

Small to no decreases in long-term mean annual volume of flow, and moderate decreases in summer 
baseflows in rural areas due to net abstraction (removal out of the channel) of water. 

2.4.2.4 Sediment Input  ( 1.00 ) 

Minimal to no anthropogenic change to sediment input for the river section. 

2.4.2.4.1 Catchment Disturbance  ( 0.99 ) 

Minimal level of catchment disturbance affecting stream channel and sediments; minimal or no 
clearance and/or disturbance. 

2.4.2.4.2 Urbanisation  ( 1 ) 

Local channel impacts from urbanisation absent or limited. Fluvial geomorphological impacts absent or 
not significant. 

2.4.2.4.3 Mining Sedimentation  ( 1 ) 

Absence of major long-term and/or historical mining sedimentation deposits in channel. 

2.4.2.4.3.1 River Acid Drainage  ( 0 ) 

Significant acid drainage absent 

2.5 Location 

Mapsheet ROWALLAN 
Easting 436153.02 m 
Northing 5375332.16 m 
RSC ID 221448 
Sub-catchment ID 38007 
UFI hyd005304144 

2.6 Sub-catchment 

Sub-catchment area 45077236.41 m² 
Sub-catchment ID 38007 
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2.7 Topographic Variables 

Length 2766.26 m 
Slope 0.069408 rise/run 
Strahler stream order 5.00 
Elevation Max 695.00 m AHD 
Elevation Min 502.00 m AHD 
Local Catchment Area 3307052.16 m² 
Accumulated Catchment Area 45034435.62 m² 
Mean Annual Runoff 4188.95 ML/year 
Accumulated Mean Annual Runoff - pre-
European 

61665.97 ML/year 

Accumulated Mean Annual Runoff 61665.97 ML/year 
Accumulated Length 15888.28 m 
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Fish River Plant Species List 

 
DICOTYLEDONAE 
 ARALIACEAE 
 Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides shining pennywort + 
 ASTERACEAE 
e  Bedfordia salicina tasmanian blanketleaf + 
 Cassinia aculeata subsp. aculeata common dollybush + 
i  Cirsium arvense var. arvense creeping thistle + 
 Coronidium scorpioides curling everlasting + 
 Cotula alpina alpine buttons + 
i  Hypochaeris radicata rough catsear + 
 Lagenophora stipitata blue bottledaisy + 
 Olearia argophylla musk daisybush + 
 Olearia lirata forest daisybush + 
 Olearia myrsinoides silky daisybush + 
 Olearia phlogopappa dusty daisybush + 
 Olearia viscosa viscid daisybush + 
 Senecio biserratus jagged fireweed + 
 Senecio linearifolius var. linearifolius common fireweed groundsel + 
 Senecio minimus shrubby fireweed + 
 ATHEROSPERMATACEAE 
 Atherosperma moschatum subsp. moschatum sassafras + 
 CUNONIACEAE 
 Bauera rubioides wiry bauera + 
 ERICACEAE 
e  Cyathodes glauca purple cheeseberry + 
e  Leptecophylla juniperina subsp. parvifolia mountain pinkberry + 
 Monotoca glauca goldey wood + 
 FABACEAE 
 Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata silver wattle + 
 Acacia melanoxylon blackwood + 
 Daviesia latifolia hop bitterpea + 
 Pultenaea juniperina prickly beauty + 
 LAMIACEAE 
 Prostanthera lasianthos var. lasianthos christmas mintbush + 
 MYRTACEAE 
e  Eucalyptus amygdalina black peppermint + 
 Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana mountain white gum + 
e  Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp. tasmaniensis gumtopped stringybark + 
 Leptospermum lanigerum woolly teatree + 
 Melaleuca pallida yellow bottlebrush + 
 NOTHOFAGACEAE 
 Nothofagus cunninghamii myrtle beech + 
 OLEACEAE 
 Notelaea ligustrina native olive + 
 PITTOSPORACEAE 
 Billardiera macrantha highland appleberry + 
 Pittosporum bicolor cheesewood + 
 PROTEACEAE 
 Banksia marginata silver banksia + 
 Hakea lissosperma mountain needlebush + 
e  Lomatia tinctoria guitarplant + 
 RANUNCULACEAE 
 Clematis aristata mountain clematis + 
 RHAMNACEAE 
 Pomaderris apetala subsp. apetala common dogwood + 
 ROSACEAE 
 Acaena novae-zelandiae common buzzy + 
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 RUBIACEAE 
 Coprosma hirtella coffeeberry + 
 Coprosma quadrifida native currant + 
 Galium australe tangled bedstraw + 
 RUTACEAE 
e  Nematolepis squamea subsp. retusa blunt satinwood + 
 Zieria arborescens subsp. arborescens stinkwood + 
 THYMELAEACEAE 
 Pimelea drupacea cherry riceflower + 
 VIOLACEAE 
 Viola hederacea subsp. hederacea ivyleaf violet + 
 WINTERACEAE 
 Tasmannia lanceolata mountain pepper + 
 
GYMNOSPERMAE 
 PODOCARPACEAE 
e  Phyllocladus aspleniifolius celerytop pine + 
 
MONOCOTYLEDONAE 
 CYPERACEAE 
t  Carex appressa var. virgata longleaf tall sedge + 
 Gahnia grandis cutting grass + 
 Lepidosperma elatius tall swordsedge + 
 Lepidosperma laterale variable swordsedge + 
 Uncinia tenella delicate hooksedge + 
 HEMEROCALLIDACEAE 
 Dianella tasmanica forest flaxlily + 
 JUNCACEAE 
 Juncus bassianus forest rush + 
 Juncus pallidus pale rush + 
 LUZURIAGACEAE 
 Drymophila cyanocarpa turquoise berry + 
 ORCHIDACEAE 
 Pterostylis melagramma blackstripe greenhood + 
 POACEAE 
 Australopyrum pectinatum prickly wheatgrass + 
 Poa labillardierei var. labillardierei silver tussockgrass + 
 
PTERIDOPHYTA 
 ASPLENIACEAE 
 Asplenium flabellifolium necklace fern + 
 BLECHNACEAE 
 Blechnum minus soft waterfern + 
 Blechnum nudum fishbone waterfern + 
 DENNSTAEDTIACEAE 
 Histiopteris incisa batswing fern + 
 Pteridium esculentum bracken + 
 DICKSONIACEAE 
 Dicksonia antarctica soft treefern + 
 DRYOPTERIDACEAE 
 Polystichum proliferum mother shieldfern + 
 Rumohra adiantiformis leathery shieldfern + 
 GRAMMITIDACEAE 
 Grammitis billardierei common fingerfern + 
 HYMENOPHYLLACEAE 
 Hymenophyllum flabellatum shiny filmyfern + 
 Hymenophyllum rarum narrow filmyfern + 
 POLYPODIACEAE 
 Microsorum pustulatum subsp. pustulatum kangaroo fern + 
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28 Suncrest Avenue 
Lenah Valley, TAS 7008 

mark@ecotas.com.au 
www.ecotas.com.au 

(03) 62 513 212 (VoIP) 
(03) 62 283 220 (personal) 

0407 008 685 (mobile) 
ABN 83 464 107 291 

 
 
 
 
 
Mr Fred Duncan 

 
 

ECOtas…providing options in environmental consulting 

 
 
 
The Directors of G7 Generation 
G7 Generation (Pty) Ltd. 
PO Box 714 
North Hobart, TAS 7002 
 10 December 2012 

 
 

 

 

RE: SFAA - Lake Rowallan overhead power line (Juno Creek to Fisher Power Station) 

 

Please find enclosed the completed State Forest Activity Assessment (SFAA) and associated maps 
and database reports for the proposed Lake Rowallan overhead power  line  (Juno Creek  to Fisher 
Power Station. 

In summary, our study and initial field assessments did not identify any “fatal flaws” to the 
proposed project. 

 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any further queries. 

Yours sincerely 

 
Mark Wapstra 
Senior Scientist/Manager 

 

cc: ericsnr@clacksonpower.com 
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1 Introduction 

Forestry Tasmania manages 1.5 million hectares of forest across Tasmania. Most of Forestry Tasmania’s operations are 

undertaken within the Forest Practices System (harvesting, roading, site preparation), however there are a number of 

activities carried out on State forest that do not fall under the Forest Practices System. Some of these activities already have 

a Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) which outlines how these activities will be planned and carried out when being 

conducted in a Production Zone.  

There is still a range of activities that fall outside of the Forest Practices System and do not have a SOP. Those activities fall 

into the category of a State Forest Activity, and will need to undergo a State Forest Activity Assessment (SFAA). The SFAA 

system was previously known as the Non-FPP system. The SFAA System is made up of two key documents – the SFAA SOP 

and these Guidelines for State forest Activity Assessments (SFAA). The SOP outlines the steps/process to be followed for 

SFAA’s. These Guidelines provide information on the planning requirements associated with SFAA’s and provide proformas to 

be used in assessing activities.  

An assessment of activities is required so the potential impact can be considered. This is required in order to meet 

requirements under the Regional Forest Agreement, Australian Forestry Standard and Reserve Management Code of Practice 

(200Y).  

2 Who needs to use these guidelines? 

These guidelines need to be used for any SFAA on State forest. This includes external proponents wishing to obtain a lease or 

a licence on State forest (as per Property Lease Procedure), or those wishing to conduct an activity or event on State forest.  

3 What is a SFAA?  

A State forest activity assessment is one which occurs on State forest and generally is not included as part of a Forest 

Practices Plan (FPP), mineral exploration or existing SOP. Exceptions to this are FPP activities in Forest Reserves (roads, 

quarries, cables), which will need both an FPP and an SFAA and Fuel Reduction Burns. Low intensity fuel reduction/ecological 

burning (broad area) are assessed as part of this process (SFAA). The low intensity fuel reduction/ecological burning SOP 

refers back to this procedure (SFAA) for the assessment of special values. 
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4 Determining level of activity 

Activities vary in their potential to impact on natural and cultural values. SFAA’s have been divided into three broad 

categories Low, Medium and High. 

4.1 Definition and Approvals 

4.1.1 Low Level Activities 

Low level activities are those that meet the following criteria: 

Aspect Criteria 

Impact on natural and cultural values Negligible 

Ground or native vegetation disturbance Negligible 

Effect on threatened fauna or habitat Negligible 

Construction or demolition Negligible 

Use of chemicals Negligible 

Infrastructure Utilises existing infrastructure 

Interruption to Public Access 1 day or less 

External Approvals Nil 

Internal Approvals District 

Low level activities can include the following activities: 

Car or Motor Bike Rallies Orienteering Events 

Horse Rides Apiary – New Sites 

Mountain Bike Events Installing Rubbish Bins 

Multiple interpretive signs No impact education activities 

Road Maintenance (at the discretion of the District, i.e. case by case) Scientific Research Projects (certain project types only)1 

Multi-sport Events Walking Track Maintenance 

All new Commercial Visitor Services (CVS) Licences  

These are indicative Activity Levels only. Activity Level may change according to degree of disturbance and/or values at the site. 

1. Includes flora collection, non-trapping/handling vertebrate sampling. 

Utilise “SFAA Sheet for Low Level Activities”. 

4.1.2 Medium Level Activities 

Medium level activities are those that meet the following criteria: 

Aspect Criteria 

Impact on natural and cultural values Minimal 

Ground or native vegetation disturbance <50m2 

Will the proposed activity 

occur as part of an FPP? 

Is the proposed activity 

covered by an existing FT 

SOP or the Mineral 

Resources Act? 

Does the activity fall within 

a Forest Reserve? 

This activity needs to be 

managed under the Forest 

Practices System 

This activity needs to be 

managed under the 

relevant SOP or by MRT 

This activity needs to be 

managed as a State Forest 

Activity Assessment 

Yes No 

Yes No 

Yes 

No 
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Effect on threatened fauna or habitat Minimal 

Construction or demolition Minor rehabilitation works 

Use of chemicals Minimal use of chemicals or non-residual, low toxicity to fauna, organic chemicals, 

application by hand. 

Infrastructure Minor infrastructure development 

Other Potential for introduction of weeds or diseases 

Interruption to Public Access 1-5 days 

External Approvals May be required 

Internal Approvals District and Planning Branch 

Medium level activities can include: 

Scientific Research Projects (certain project types only)1 Weather Stations 

Rehabilitation of sites/structures Water Points (fire fighting) not involving changes in drainage 

Rehabilitation of land/areas Seed Collection (certain types only)2 

Native Plant Harvesting – plants, foliage, flowers, fruit (Commercial) Survey Tracks (without FPP’s) 

Dam Maintenance (without an existing SFAA for construction) Mountain Bike Track 

Walking Track Construction Fuel Reduction Burns with no special values and no stakeholder 

issuesY 

Agistment/Agriculture/Fencing Construction of visitor facilities (certain types only)4 

These are indicative Activity Levels only. Activity Level may change according to degree of disturbance and/or values at the site. 

1. Includes vertebrate trapping, invertebrate collecting, threatened flora collecting/sampling, tree coring. 

2. Includes tree climbing in Forest Reserves, felling trees in exclusion zones in production forests, and tree climbing operations that result in >6 trees 

lopped in production forests and informal reserves. 

3. Stakeholder issues include cross tenure/interagency burns, property rights issues, public access (including recreation, high-use roads, tourism) and 

neighbour issues. 

4. Includes construction of facilities not requiring external approvals e.g. picnic tables, BBQ’s, fire pits. 

Utilise “State Forest Activity Assessment Sheet for Medium and High Level Activities”. 
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4.1.3 High Level Activities 

High level activities are those that meet the following criteria: 

Aspect Criteria 

Impact on natural and cultural values Significant 

Ground or native vegetation disturbance >50m2 

Effect on threatened fauna or habitat Significant 

Construction or demolition Significant 

Use of chemicals Use of chemicals with residual effects or of higher toxicity or application of any chemical with 

boom spray or aerially.  

Infrastructure Significant infrastructure development 

Other Changes to drainage including all farm and irrigation dams (not fire fighting water points). 

Other Establishment of research trials that impact on District operations (i.e. in production areas). 

Interruption to Public Access > 5 days 

External Approvals May be required 

Internal Approvals District and Planning Branch 

High level activities can include: 

Cables in Reserves Geological/Mineral Exploration 

Carpark Construction Pipelines 

Dams Powerlines 

Tourism Developments Power Stations 

Communication & Transmission Towers Roadline (Roads in Formal Reserves or those not covered by FPP) 

Fuel Reduction Burns with special values present or stakeholder issues Quarries (in Formal Reserves) 

Construction of visitor facilities (certain types only)1 Seed Collection (certain types only)2 

These are indicative Activity Levels only. Activity Level may change according to degree of disturbance and/or values at the site. 

1. Includes shelters, board walks, lookouts, toilets. 

2. Includes tree felling in Forest Reserves and Informal Reserves. 

Utilise “State Forest Activity Assessment Sheet for Medium and High Level Activities”. 

4.2 Planning Requirements 

Planning requirements for SFAA’s for each level are given below. The indicated map products should be used to assess the 

need for further planning and/or specialist advice including the need for site inspections. 

Planning Task Low Level Activities Medium Level Activities High Level Activities 

Fill out Activity Details Y Y Y 

Check Compliance with Legislation N Y Y 

Check Compliance with FT Policies N Y Y 

Assess Natural and Cultural Values:    

Flora (Conservation Enquiry, Tasveg Communities Map, MDC Map) Conserve/MDC Y Y 

Fauna (Conservation Enquiry, Wedge-tailed Eagles Map, MDC Map) Conserve/Eagles Y Y 

Geology and Soils (Tasmanian Geoconservation Map, Karst 

Area/Catchment Map, Geology Map, Geofeatures Map, MDC Map) 

N N Y 

Water (Town Water Intakes) N Y Y 

Landscape (Landscape Management Objective Map, MDC Map) N N Y 

Wilderness (High Quality Wilderness) N N Y 

Aboriginal Values (Aboriginal Sites Enquiry, Aboriginal APZ Map, MDC 

Map) 

Aboriginal sites only Y Y 

Historic Values (Conservation Enquiry, MDC Map) Conserve/MDC Y Y 

Recreation and Social Values (MDC Map, known uses/users) N N Y 

General Protection Measures (MDC Map, PC Management Area Map) N Y Y 

Other (Property Rights Map, Planning Map) Property Rights only Y Y 

Use maps and field surveys to record and/or confirm values N Y Y 

Identify potential impacts of activity on identified values N Y Y 

Identify management actions to avoid/mitigate impacts N Y Y 

Stakeholder Consultation/Notification Y Y Y 

Complete Planning Checklist N Y Y 

Apply for/obtain external approvals N Y Y 

Obtain FT approvals Y Y Y 

Monitoring Y Y Y 
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Variations N Y Y 
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4.2.1 SOP steps as they relate to the Activity Levels 

This table aligns the steps of the SOP to the relevant Activity Levels. Use this table with the SOP to determine which steps are 

required for your Activity Level. 

SOP Step Low Medium High 

1.1 Y Y Y 

1.2 N N Y 

1.Y N N Y 

2.1 Y Y Y 

2.2 Y Y Y 

2.Y N Y Y 

Y.1 Y N N 

Y.2 N Y Y 

Y.Y N Y Y 

4.1 Y Y Y 

5.1 N Y Y 

5.2 N Y Y 

5.Y Y Y Y 

5.4 N Y Y 

6.1 N Y Y 

6.2 N Y Y 

6.Y N Y Y 

6.4 Y N N 

7.1 N Y Y 

7.2 N Y Y 

8.1 Y Y Y 

8.2 N Y Y 

9.1 N Y Y 

5 Determining need for external approvals for activities outside the Forest Practices System 

A number of activities occurring on State forest require external approvals. This list indicates which approvals are required 

for different activities. This list is indicative only, and early consultation with the approving agency is encouraged to ensure 

due process is followed and to facilitate streamlined approvals. 

Activity Requirement When Required/Conditions Approving Agency Legislation 

Aboriginal sites 
(impacts on) 

Permit required When proposed activity will destroy, 

damage, deface, conceal, expose, excavate 

or otherwise interfere (including remove) 

with a relic or protected object. 

Manager, Aboriginal 

Heritage Tasmania 

Aboriginal Relics Act 

(1975) 

Historic sites 
(impacts on) 

Works Approval For any works (except tree felling under 

FPC) to a site or property listed on the 

Tasmanian Heritage Register. 

Heritage Council 

Tasmania, DPIPWE 

Historic Cultural 

Heritage Act (1995) 

 Planning Permit 

(Development 

Application) 

For any works (except tree felling under 

FPC) to a site or property listed on the 

Tasmanian Heritage Register. 

Local Government Land Use and Planning 

Approval Act (199Y) 

Threatened 

species (impacts 

on) 

Permit required When proposed activity will kill, injure, 

catch, damage, destroy or collect 

threatened species. 

Threatened Species 

Section, DPIPWE 

Threatened Species 

Protection Act (1995) 

Dam 

construction 

Permit required 
(dam construction only) 

All dams on a watercourse and all dams not 

on a watercourse holding 1 mega litre of 

water or more. 

Water Management 

Operations/ACDC, 

DPIPWE 

Water Management 

Act (1999) 

 Water licence 
(Water use) 

A water licence and water allocation is 

needed if you intend to take water from a 

river or stream or store water in a farm 

dam, for farming or other commercial 

purposes. 

Water Management 

Operations, DPIPWE 

Water Management 

Act (1999) 

 Landholder approval All proposed dam works, regardless of 

proponent, on State forest. 

Forestry Tasmania  

 Approval by Assessment 

Committee for Dam 

Large Dams that have had to under go a 

Dam Development Effects and 

ACDC, DPIPWE Water Management 
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Activity Requirement When Required/Conditions Approving Agency Legislation 

Construction (ACDC) Management Statement (DDEMS) Act (1999) 
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Activity Requirement When Required/Conditions Approving Agency Legislation 

 Approval from Local 

Council 

If the dam effects roads, infrastructure or 

land use policies, or if land acquisitions are 

involved.  

Local Council Planning Scheme 

Land Use and Planning 

Approval Act (199Y) 

Buildings and 

structures 
(construction) 

Local Council Zoning on 

State forest 

This is one of the few instances when local 

council zoning on State forest will have any 

impact on activities on State forest, and we 

will need to respect these zones. 

Local Council Planning Scheme 

Land Use and Planning 

Approval Act (199Y) 

 Planning Permit 

(Development 

Application) 

Before construction or carrying out of works 

(e.g. building, signage, board walks, picnic 

shelters).  

Local Council Planning Scheme 

Land Use and Planning 

Approval Act (199Y) 

SY. 

 Certificate of likely 

compliance 

Before applying for a building permit. An 

application for a certificate of likely 

compliance is to be accompanied by any 

document or certificate required by the 

building surveyor. 

Building Surveyor Building Act (2000) 

S62. 

 Building Permit When proposing to carry out any building 

work. 

Local Council Building Act (2000) 

S60. 

 Plumbing and Drainage 

Permit 

When installing, altering or maintaining a 

plumbing installation. 

Local Council Building Act (2000) 

S75. 

 Special Plumbing Permit When installing a fixture or appliance that 

discharges waste into a sewerage system; 

and is located on a floor of a building or 

structure wholly or partly below ground 

level; or the installation of an on-site waste 

water management system. N.B. There are other 

conditions where this may be required, see legislation. 

Local Council Building Act (2000) 

S77. 

 Certificate of Final 

Inspection 

When the works are completed; and all 

directions given under the Act in respect of 

the works have been complied with; and 

the works are substantially in compliance 

with the Act. 

Building Surveyor Building Act (2000) 

S92. 

 Occupancy Permit Prior to occupying/using the building. Local Council Building Act (2000) 

S9Y. 

 Certificate of 

Completion 

When an occupancy permit has been 

issued; and a certificate of final inspection 

has been provided; and all conditions of the 

permits have been met. 

Local Council Building Act (2000) 

S112, S11Y. 

 Landholder approval All proposed construction on State forest. Forestry Tasmania Forestry Act (1920) 

 Level 2 Activity Approval Developments involving treatment of waste 

water, timber processing, extractive 

industries (amongst others). 

Environment 

Division/EPA, DPIPWE 

Environmental 

Pollution and Control 

Act (1994) 

Research Scientific Research 

Permit 

(fauna) 

The collection or disturbance of vertebrate 

wildlife (threatened or non-threatened) 

anywhere in Tasmania. 

Resource 

Management & 

Conservation Division, 

DPIPWE 

Nature Conservation 

Act (2002) 

Threatened Species 

Protection Act (1995) 

 Animal Ethics 

Committee Approval 

(fauna) 

Where research involves disturbance to 

living vertebrate wildlife. You or an 

institution you belong to must be licensed 

under this Act. 

Resource 

Management & 

Conservation Division, 

DPIPWE 

Tasmanian Animal 

Welfare Act (199Y) 

 Permit to take fresh 

water fish 

(fauna) 

When removing fish or carrying out any 

activity otherwise prohibited under this Act. 

Inland Fisheries 

Service 

Inland Fisheries Act 

(1995) 

 Permit to take marine 

fish 

(fauna) 

When carrying out any activity otherwise 

prohibited under this Act. 

Marine Resources 

Branch, DPIPWE 

Living Marine 

Resources 

Management Act 

(1995) 

 Permit to collect native 

wildlife 

(flora and fauna) 

When sampling /research (general) is 

required for all species listed in the Wildlife 

Regulations (1999). 

Resource 

Management & 

Conservation Division, 

DPIPWE 

Nature Conservation 

Act (2002) 

 Permit to take, keep or 

destroy threatened 

Sampling/research involving threatened 

species requires a permit to take or keep 

Threatened Species 

Section, DPIPWE 

Threatened Species 

Protection Act (1995) 
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Activity Requirement When Required/Conditions Approving Agency Legislation 

species. Mandatory 

where threatened 

species will be 

impacted. 

native flora and fauna (if fauna Scientific 

Research Permit has been gained, separate 

threatened fauna not needed). Flora and 

fauna are separate permit applications. 

 Landholder approval Animal and plant research on State forest. Forestry Tasmania  

Commercial 

flora harvesting  

(domestic) 

Permit to collect native 

flora 

When collecting native flora species listed in 

the Wildlife Regulations (1999). 

Resource 

Management & 

Conservation Division, 

DPIPWE 

Nature Conservation 

Act (2002) 

 Landholder approval Harvesting on State forest requires 

landholder approval. 

Forestry Tasmania Forestry Act (1920) 

 Permit to take, keep or 

destroy threatened 

species. Mandatory 

where threatened 

species will be 

impacted. 

Collecting and selling threatened species. Threatened Species 

Section, DPIPWE 

 

Threatened Species 

Protection Act (1995) 

 EPBC approval May be required where a significant impact 

could occur. This would generally mean the 

harvesting would not be approved. 

Environment Australia Environmental 

Protection and 

Biodiversity 

Conservation Act 

(1999) 

Commercial 

flora harvesting  

(export) 

All requirements for commercial flora harvesting (domestic), above. In addition: 

 Export Licence (Tasmania) Exporting native flora products from 

Tasmania. 

Resource 

Management & 

Conservation Division, 

DPIPWE 

Nature Conservation 

Act (2002) 

 Export Licence (Australia) Exporting native flora products from 

Australia, where species is CITES listed or 

not exempt from this requirement. 

Environment Australia  Environmental 

Protection and 

Biodiversity 

Conservation Act 

(1999) 

Off label use of 

chemicals 

Off Label Permit Required when label description does not 

cover intended use. 

Agricultural Pesticides 

and Veterinary 

Medicines Authority 

(APVMA), Canberra 

Agricultural and 

Veterinary Chemical 

Act (1994) 

Fuel reduction 

burns 

Permit When burning during a Fire Permit Period. Tasmania Fire Service Fire Service Act (1979) 

Mineral 

exploration 

Exploration Licence (EL) 

- Tenement 

All exploration must go through the EL 

process. 

Registrar of Mines, 

Mineral Resources 

Tasmania (MRT) 

Mineral Resources 

Development Act 

(1995) 

 Approval to undertake 

on ground works on an 

EL 

Works Program (WP) 

All exploration must go through the WP 

process for all onground activity. 

Registrar of Mines, 

MRT 

Mineral Resources 

Development Act 

(1995) 

 Mineral Exploration 

Working Group approval 

EL’s and WP’s within reserves or areas 

containing CAR values. 

MEWG group, 

coordinated by MRT 

Mineral Resources 

Development Act 

(1995) 

 Landholder approval Mineral exploration on State forest requires 

landholder approval. 

Forestry Tasmania  

 Retention Licence (RL) 

- Tenement 

Holds ground for period of time. Registrar of Mines, 

MRT 

Mineral Resources 

Development Act 

(1995) 

Mines and 

quarries 
(not associated with 

forest practices) 

Mining Lease (ML) – 

Tenement (right to the 

mineral only) 

Quarries (classified as a mine) (as defined in S2 

of EMPC Act 1994) 

Level 1 (<5,000 mY of rock/year) 

Level 2 (≥5,000 mY of rock/year) 

Annual production returns go to MRT.  

Registrar of Mines, 

MRT 

Mineral Resources 

Development Act 

(1995) 

 Notice of Intent Level 2 mines (as defined in S2 of EMPC Act 1994) Environment 

Division/EPA, DPIPWE 

Environmental 

Management and 

Pollution Control Act 
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Activity Requirement When Required/Conditions Approving Agency Legislation 

(1994) 

 Land Use Permit 

(Development 

application) (right to extract 

the mineral) 

Level 1 and 2 mines (as defined in S2 of EMPC Act 

1994) 

 

Local Council Land Use Planning and 

Approvals Act (199Y) 

 Environmental Effects 

Report, Development 

Proposal and 

Environmental 

Management Plan 

Level 2 mine – minor – EER only. 

Level 2 mine – major – DP and EMP. 

Environment 

Division/EPA, DPIPWE 

Environmental 

Management and 

Pollution Control Act 

(1994) 
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Activity Requirement When Required/Conditions Approving Agency Legislation 

Quarries 
(associated with 

forest practices) 

Quarry FPP All that is needed if the quarry is for use in 

forest practices, it is a Level 1 mine and not 

selling to other parties. 

Forest Practices 

Authority 

Forest Practices Act 

(1985) 

 Environmental 

Protection Notice 

Level 2 mines only, regardless of whether it 

is a pit for forest practices. 

Environment 

Division/EPA, DPIPWE 

Environmental 

Management and 

Pollution Control Act 

(1994) 

 Mining Lease (ML) – 

Tenement (right to the 

mineral only) 

Selling gravel out of a pit, regardless of 

whether it is primarily a forest practices pit. 

Registrar of Mines, 

Mineral Resources 

Tasmania 

Mineral Resources 

Development Act 

(1995) 

 Land Use Permit 

(Development 

application) (right to extract 

the mineral) 

Selling gravel out of a pit, regardless of 

whether it is primarily a forest practices pit. 

Local Council Land Use Planning and 

Approvals Act (199Y) 

Prospecting and 

Fossicking 

Prospecting Licence All prospecting and fossicking outside of 

declared fossicking areas. 

Mineral Resources 

Tasmania 

Mineral Resources 

Development Act 

(1995) 

 Landholder approval Prospecting on State forest requires 

landholder approval. 

Forestry Tasmania  

6 Frequently Asked Questions 

6.1 Other than the activity, what else should the assessment cover? 

When planning an SFAA and assessing the impacts, ensure that the assessment covers all likely areas of disturbance. This is 

related to the entire activity and includes any access/utility/peripheral disturbance likely to occur. Rehabilitation also needs 

to be considered for the activities that have peripheral disturbance associated with it. This needs to be documented in the 

“management actions to be taken to avoid/mitigate impact” part of the assessment.   

6.2 What about external proponents wanting to conduct activities on State forest? 

The proponent needs to be advised that they need to have a SFAA done. The District needs to use their discretion as to 

whether the District provides this service to the proponent (either at a cost or as in-kind sponsorship) or tells the proponent 

they must engage a consultant. A list of consultants who have carried out SFAA’s on State forest is available from Planning 

Branch (Senior Forest Management Planner). 

This applies to people applying for a lease or a licence on State forest and people wishing to conduct activities on State forest 

not associated with leases or licences (e.g. car/motor bike rallies, orienteering events, etc). When an activity plan is 

completed for a lease or licence, it is very important that prescriptions and management actions are written into conditions 

of the lease or licence. 

6.3 What about the impacts of lost production area on State forest? 

Identify costs of lost production associated with proposed activity (including any easements or buffers, i.e. dams – dam 

inundation area plus 40m exclusion buffer). Speak to Planning Branch (Wood Planning) on how to calculate this loss (current 

value plus future value). This cost may need to be borne by the proponent, particularly in commercial situations.  
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6.4 When are offsets and/or rehabilitation required? 

Offsets are required when the proposed activity involves a loss to the CAR reserve system or prime production lands (i.e. 

intensively managed native forest or plantation). The offsets are to be on at least a one for one basis or better (on land with 

no special values) or on at least a one for five basis (where threatened species or vegetation communities are involved). This 

is for area impacted as well as values (ecological or economical).  

An example of an activity where this would occur is dams. Sometimes dams are constructed in Forest Reserves. The lost 

reserve values must be offset somewhere else via the proponent either purchasing that land and covenenting it or dedicating 

it as State forest. Either way it needs to be managed as part of the CAR reserve system.  If a potential offset is found for 

conservation values, then it needs to be of an area (size) that can be suitably beneficial for the values (i.e. not occurring as 

little pieces across the countryside). Planning Branch can help assess suitability of proposed offsets. 

6.5 What information can be released to external proponents in the SFAA document? 

Some of the information in SFAA’s can be of a confidential nature (i.e. Aboriginal sites, threatened species nest sites, cave 

entrances) and the location of these should not be released to external proponents. Any grid references should be removed 

from SFAA’s where external proponents are involved, and a map produced, which would indicate “excluded areas” from the 

proposed activity. These “excluded areas” could just be rough hatched areas of abnormal shape, indicating on the map that 

these areas are sensitive (not necessarily why) and should be avoided. Avoid just putting round buffers on point data, as 

people can generally guess that the sensitive value is in the middle of the circle. Try to make abstract shapes using features 

that can be defined on the ground (creeks, roads, ridge lines, etc…). 

6.6 What happens to the “summary of prescriptions required” in the SFAA? 

The summary of prescriptions required in the SFAA need to get put into the appropriate Forest Operations Plan (FOP), 

agreement, lease, licence, CVS or conditions applying to organised events. This is one of the most critical steps in the process. 

There is no point doing a SFAA if the conditions are not then enforced or put into action. Too often, particularly in lease and 

licence situations, proponents ignore the SFAA prescriptions, and just abide by the lease or licence document. Therefore it is 

critical that these prescriptions are put into the lease or licence so they become legally binding and values are protected. This 

can be done by copying and pasting the conditions into the lease or licence, or by making reference to the SFAA in the lease 

as being a recognised legal document that forms part of the lease or licence.  

For example, “Clause 7 – you further agree: To comply with the prescriptions and conditions set out in the State Forest 

Activity Assessment (SFAA) contained in Schedule one and any subsequent variations to this plan”. 

Then should prescriptions in the SFAA be breached, FT has the ability to cancel the lease or licence.  

6.7 How long is a SFAA valid for? 

See the table below for indicative times that a SFAA is valid for. After this time, a SFAA can be extended or updated by filling 

out a variation form prior to the activity being undertaken (N.B. original SFAA can expire and be renewed by a variation prior 

to the activity being carried out). 

Activity Production Forest Reserves (Informal and Formal) 

All Low Level Activities 1 year 2 years 

All Medium and High Level Activities 2 years* 4 years* 

* If the activity is occurring in an area of State forest that has had no other forest management operations or planning in that time, then the preparer can 

extend the validity of the SFAA for another 12 months, e.g. FRB’s in reserves. 
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6.8 What is NOT an activity under the SFAA? 

The following tasks are NOT considered an activity for the purposes of a SFAA. 

Research monitoring (of existing 

research projects) 

Inventory Installing a new sign on road side Cleaning culverts 

Existing Apiary sites Replacing log culverts Commercial photography Mineral exploration 

6.9 When and who does the monitoring? 

The following table can be used as a guide for when monitoring should be carried out (using the State forest activity 

monitoring sheet below).  

Activity Monitoring frequency Who does the 

monitoring 

Checking what 

Low Level Organised Events • Once, on completion of event FT • Damage to FT infrastructure (roads, 

recreation sites), rubbish. 

Activities with distinct 

construction and operation 

phases (usually associated with 

a Lease)  

(e.g. dams, tourism 

developments, walking tracks, 

leases/licences) 

• Once on completion of 

construction 

• Once at the end of each lease 

period, prior to renewal 

• 6-12 monthly intervals during 

operation 

FT 

 

 

Proponent 

• Construction was done in accordance with 

the SFAA. 

• Operation has been conducted in accordance 

with the SFAA. 

Activities with a distinct end 

date  

(e.g. FRB’s, cables in reserves, 

seed collection) 

• Once on completion of the activity FT • Ensure activity was carried out in accordance 

with conditions in the SFAA. 
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STATE FOREST ACTIVITY ASSESSMENT DEVELOPMENT CHECKLIST 

For use with High Level development activities only. 

Activity design, proposal and initial approvals 
Applicable/ Not 

applicable Responsibility 

Date 

Completed 

FT approval to explore project    

Develop concept plan outlining nature and scope of activity    

Identify potential location. Prepare maps with location and extent of proposed activity    

Identify and document extent and type of proposed works including infrastructure 

needs (roads, storm water, sewerage, power, water, etc)    

Identify planning and approvals requirements (both FT and external)    

Gain internal approval of concept plan     

Gain State Government approval of concept plan    

Develop business plan (including market planning)    

Develop project design, engineering, architect drawings and plans sufficient for 

development application (FT Engineering Branch can help)    

Seek in principle endorsement of business plan from FT Executive and Board    

Prepare documents for joint agreements with project partners    

Agree preferred business structure/model    

Site Planning    

Determine who will cover the costs associated with the planning    

Conduct a State forest Activity Assessment, refer to SFAA SOP and SFAA Guidelines    

Complete an Integrated Risk Assessment for construction and operation phases    

Final design approval by FT and proponents (FT Engineering Branch can help)    

Conduct stakeholder consultation    

Conduct discussions with regulatory bodies who issue required permits (e.g. Councils, 

DPIPWE, EPA) (FT Engineering Branch can help)    

Finalise architect and engineering plans for building, plumbing and electrical works (FT 

Engineering Branch can help)    

Prepare documentation required for permits (e.g. Environmental Effects Report, Notice 

of Intent – Level 2A Activities, Environmental Assessment Report, EIS Statement, 

Development Application)    

Obtain required permits/approvals (e.g. Building Permit, Workplace Safety)     

Amend SFAA to reflect conditions of permits/approvals    

Obtain relevant FT approvals for SFAA    

Implementation phase    

Follow tendering process to call for contractors     

Assessment of tenders    

Engage builder, plumber, electrician and obtain building, plumbing and electrical 

Permits from Council    

Prepare an operations plan (FOP/Works Plan) and safety and environmental 

management plan (SEMP)    

Conduct inductions and site handovers    

Assign responsibility for managing operations associated with the activity    

Monitor construction according to building plan and Planning Approval conditions    

Pre-activity start up and sign off (completion)    

Prepare system documents and procedures    

Obtain required external approvals (e.g. building inspections, Certificate of Occupancy, 

Certificates of Final Completion – for building and utilities works)    

Update FT’s Building Assets Register    

SFAA final completion and sign off    

Employment and Training of Guides and Other Staff    

Select, appoint and train new staff    

Revise the Integrated Risk Assessment and ensure that all activities are covered    

Develop/update emergency response procedures    
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STATE FOREST ACTIVITY ASSESSMENT SHEET FOR LOW LEVEL ACTIVITIES 

Activity Details: 

Project Title:  

Reserve Name:  Block Name:  

District:  Extent/Area (ha):  

Location (GDA Ref):  Proposed duration of activity:  

Contact Officer:  Proposed timing of activity:  

District File Number:  Head Office File Number:  

Other options considered:  

Information on the planned activity:   

Task Checklist 

Compilation of information 
Issues identified 

(Yes/No) 

Date 

Completed 
By Who 

Conservation Map and Report (1:25,000)    

MDC Operational Map (1:25,000)    

Aboriginal Sites Enquiry Map and Report (1:25,000)    

Wedge-tailed Eagle Map (1:25,000)    

Property Rights Map (1:25,000)    

Consult with relevant parties 

 
   

Send this cover sheer to Planning Branch (Head Office) for their 

information 
   

Summary of prescriptions required: 

(Conditions to be added to any agreement/ 

operations plan/lease or licence) 

. 

If any issues arise (based on these map products, “issues identified = yes”), that could be impacted by the proposed activity, 

then document prescriptions in “summary of prescriptions required”. 

If any legislative approvals are required, e.g. Threatened Species Permits, Development Applications, then the activity does 

not meet the requirements of a “Low Level Activity” and must be escalated to at least a “Medium Level Activity” Assessment. 

Approvals: 

Name Signature Date Position 

   SFAA Preparer 

   District Forest Manager (Approval) 

7 Instructions for using the State forest Activity Assessment Sheet for Low Level Activities 

1. Complete the information on the Activity Details.  

2. Print off the 5 map products listed, and attach them to the cover sheet. Check the map products for any issues where the 

activity will be carried out. If issues are identified, then a prescription for management of that issue will be required, and 

needs to be documented in the “summary of prescriptions required”. Fill out the Task Checklist. If any of the issues 

raised lead to the need for a permit, then the activity must be escalated to at least a Medium activity assessment. 

Consult with any affected stakeholders. Send a copy of the cover sheet to the Senior Forest Management Planner 

(Planning Branch, Head Office) for their information and records. 

3. Obtain appropriate District approvals.  
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STATE FOREST ACTIVITY ASSESSMENT SHEET FOR MEDIUM AND HIGH LEVEL ACTIVITIES 

Activity Details: 

Project Title: G7 Generation – Lake Rowallan overhead power line (Juno Creek to Fisher Power Station) 

Reserve Name: Not applicable Block Name:  

Contact Officer: Jonathon Clack, G7 Pty Ltd Activity Level: High Level 

District: Bass Location (GDA Ref): 435805mE 5377293mN 

Planned Activity: 
Installation of approximately 20 km of overhead power line, connecting the Juno and Fish 

Power Stations to the existing Fisher Power Station. 

Proposed timing of activity: JC – fill in Proposed duration of activity: JC – fill in 

Extent/Area (ha): 20 km – linear power line route FOD Operation ID:  

District File Number:  Head Office File Number:  

Other options considered: None – not applicable 

Information on the works proposed:  

Installation of approximately 20 km of underground power line beside the 

existing road system, connecting the Juno and Fish Power Stations to the existing 

Fisher Power Station. On the rocky sections, the power cable will be overhead. 

The route follows the Mersey Forest Road to the Rowallan Power Station then 

follows the existing power line easement to the Fisher Power Station. An 

alternative route for this northern section will be used if access cannot be 

negotiated across the private land title on Dublin Plain. This route will follow 

Dublin Road to the Little Fisher River and to the Fisher Power Station. 

Permit details (permit issuer, permit number, 

permit expiry date): 

 

 

Summary of prescriptions required: 

(Conditions to be added to any agreement/ 

operations plan/lease or licence) 

G7 Generation (or subcontractors) will ensure that: 

• Works are conducted in a manner that maintains all State Forest roads in a 

trafficable condition at all times. 

• Works are conducted in a manner that does not cause any roads on State 

Forest to be blocked or in any way restrict the use of these roads to any 

other party. 

• Any significant damage caused to roads or road structures are immediately 

reported to Forestry Tasmania.  

• Every effort will be made to minimise disturbance and the number of trees 

removed within operation area. 

• Where practical trees will be directionally felled to ensure that road access to 

this area is unhindered and that damage to roading infrastructure is 

minimised. 

• All hazardous forest activities will cease in accordance with the current 

guidelines ‘Fire Prevention at Forest Operations’. 

• All rubbish will be removed to an approved municipal tip site. 

• Appropriate safety signage and procedures will be established by the 

contractor to ensure appropriate notification of activity in this area to the 

general public during operations. 

• On completion of works Forestry Tasmania is to be contacted to allow a final 

inspection of the site. 

Compliance with Legislation 1: 

Does the activity comply with the following statutes/policies?  Yes 
(compliant) 

Maybe 
(further 

assessment 

reqd) 

No 
(non-

compliant) 

N/A 
Details of compliance/ 

approvals required 

Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 

Nationally threatened species, threatening processes. 
Yes     

Threatened Species Protection Act 1995 

Threatened species. 
Yes     

Aboriginal Relics Act 1975 

Aboriginal sites. 
     

Historical Cultural Heritage Act 1995 

Heritage listed sites. 
Yes     
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Environmental Management and Pollution Control Act 1994 

Environmental harm and pollution. 
Yes     

Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 

Developments/Structures. 
Yes     

Water Management Act 1999 

Protection of water resources. 
     

Fire Services Act 1979 

Fuel reduction or ecological burning. 
Yes     

Forestry Act 1920 

All activities on State forest. 
Yes     

RFA, Permanent Native Forest Estate Yes     

Compliance with FT Policy 2: 

Does the activity comply with the following 

statutes/policies?  
Yes 

(compliant) 

Maybe 
(further 

assessment 

reqd) 

No 
(non-

compliant) 

N/A 
Details of compliance/approvals 

required 

Forest Reserve Register/Reserve Objectives      

Property Rights Yes     

Rainforest Policy    N/A  

Giant Tree Policy    N/A  

Huon Pine Policy    N/A  

King Billy Pine Policy    N/A  

Landscape Management Policy Yes     

Forest Management Plan (Sustainability Charter)      

Dams on State forest    N/A  
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Natural and Cultural Values 3: (Make sure you consider all aspects of the activity including peripheral disturbance associated with the activity e.g. access to site, construction disturbance, etc.) 

Value 

Existing conditions (record all values 

present on site, N/A if values not 

present) 

Site surveys (who conducted field 

surveys, specialists involved, 

references consulted) 

Impact of activity on value 

(including cumulative effects) 

Management action to be taken to 

avoid/mitigate impact (including ongoing 

monitoring and rehabilitation) 

FLORA (vegetation communities 

present, threatened species, priority 

communities) 

Vegetation communities 

Floristic communities: WET-DEL1000, 

WET-DEL0100, WET-DEL0101, WET-

DEL0000, WET-DEL3, WET-OB0110, WET-

OB010, WET-DAL00, DRY-shDEL, DRY-

shOB, DRY-shAM and DRY-gROD. 

TASVEG communities: Eucalyptus 

delegatensis forest over rainforest (WDR), 

E. delegatensis forest with broad-leaf 

shrubs (WDB), E. obliqua forest over 

broad-leaf shrubs (WOB), E. delegatensis 

forest over Leptospermum (WDL), E. 

dalrympleana forest (WDA), E. 

amygdalina forest and woodland on 

dolerite (DAD), E. rodwayi forest and 

woodland (DRO), E. obliqua dry forest 

(DOB), E. delegatensis dry forest and 

woodland (DDE) and Highland Poa 

grassland (GPH). The power line 

easement from Rowallan Power station 

to Fisher Power Station is mapped as 

Permanent easement FPE. These mapping 

units are not classified as “threatened” 

under State and Commonwealth 

legislation. 

RFA equivalents: O, OT, D, DT and AD – 

not required for additional reservation on 

public land under the RFA. RO is required 

for additional reservation on public land 

under the RFA. 

Threatened flora species 

Databases do not indicate presence of 

threatened flora. 

No threatened flora detected during 

detailed site assessment. 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 25/07/2012 

• DPIPWE Natural Values Atlas 

report (appended) 

• Conservation Enquiry Report 

dated 6 August 2012 

• FT special values report, including 

TASVEG map (appended) 

• Forest Botany Manual for 

Woolnorth Region 

Impact by installation of 

underground and overhead 

power lines which will require no 

clearance of vegetation on the 

eastern side of the Mersey 

Forest Road as it will be installed 

on the road edge. A 5 m wide 

clearance of vegetation will 

occur on rocky sections for the 

installation of overhead power 

lines. Virtually all of the forest 

communities that will be 

affected along the power line 

route have been harvested in the 

recent past. 

E. rodwayi forest and woodland 

(DRO) is a high priority 

community for further 

protection on public land. As the 

trees are scatted on the marsh 

area on Dublin Plain, few or 

none of the trees will be 

removed adjacent to the existing 

power line easement. 

Loss of vegetation types is to be 

minimal such that the thresholds 

set by the Permanent Native 

Forest Estate policy will not be 

exceeded.  

No offset for loss of vegetation 

type from within informal 

reserve suggested due to small 

area involved. 

Potential introduction of weed 

species. 

Minimal vegetation clearance 

will occur along the existing 

overhead power line route 

Monitoring should be conducted annually for the 

presence of potentially invasive weed species 

with suitable control measures to be 

implemented for the control of declared species, 

if identified. 
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between the Rowallan and 

Fisher Power stations as this is a 

cleared and managed easement. 

FAUNA (threatened species and 

habitats, management agreements) 

The proposed site is within the range of 

the following threatened fauna species 

(based on information sources in column 

to right). Potential for the site to support 

these species is discussed in terms of the 

descriptions of potential habitat provided 

by FPA’s Biodiversity Values Database. 

Wedge-tailed eagle 

There are 1 known known wedge-tailed 

eagle nest site (nest #182) located within 

500 metres of the proposed alternative 

power line location (see attached map). 

No nests were located during the field 

assessment. 

Potential habitat (“large tracts (more than 

10 ha) of eucalypt or mixed forest”) is 

present. It is likely that this species uses 

the area opportunistically for foraging. 

White-bellied-sea-eagle 

There are no known white-bellied sea-

eagle nest sites located within 5000 

metres or 1 kilometre line-of-sight of the 

proposed works site (see attached map). 

Potential habitat assessment as per 

wedge-tailed eagle (see above). 

Masked owl 

Potential habitat (“all areas with trees 

with large hollows, generally mature 

forest with little regrowth present”) is 

present. No significant hollows were 

noted in any mature trees during the field 

assessment. It is likely that this species 

uses the area opportunistically for 

foraging. 

Grey goshawk 

Potential habitat (“native forest with 

mature elements below 600 m altitude, 

particularly along watercourses”) is 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 25/07/2012 

• DPIPWE Natural Values Atlas 

report (appended) 

• Conservation Enquiry Report 

dated 6 August 2012 

• Biodiversity Values Database 

search dated 6 August 2012 

No significant impacts on 

threatened fauna are 

anticipated. 

Marginal disturbance of 

widespread habitat types 

present in immediate and 

surrounding areas. 

The alternative power line route 

near Dublin Plain passes within 

approximately 400 m of wedge-

tailed eagle nest #182. This nest 

was recorded in the 1980s and 

no use or nesting activity has 

been recorded.  

No other significant habitat 

features (e.g. dens of mammals, 

potential nest/roost hollows) 

identified from disturbance 

footprint. 

Impacts on Commonwealth-listed fauna species 

(potential habitat only) is not considered 

“significant” within the EPBCA Significant Impact 

Guidelines due to small disturbance footprint 

involved in previously logged forest close to 

existing infrastructure (roads).  

Clearing should be restricted to the identified 

access track, pipeline and power station site. 

Eagle nest #182 should have an activity 

assessment if the alternative power line route 

along Dublin Road is to be used. However, due to 

the either underground installation of the cable 

or the small 5 m clearance for the installation of 

overhead cable and 400 m distance from the road 

to the nest, no long-term deleterious impact is 

anticipated. Installation works within 1000 m of 

the nest site should be conducted outside the 

“breeding season” of the wedge-tailed eagle 

unless an formally sanctioned “activity check” 

determines that the nest site is inactive – Forestry 

Tasmania personnel can advise further on this 

matter closer to the time of works. 
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absent as much of the proposal area is 

above 600 m in altitude. No evidence for 

this species was noted (nest sites) but the 

species may use the area 

opportunistically for foraging. 

Spotted-tailed quoll 

Potential habitat (“riparian areas, 

rainforest, wet forest and damp forest 

where structurally complex and steep 

rocky areas are present”) is present. 

Strategic State forest fauna management 

planning for the eastern and spotted-

tailed quoll has resulted in the retention 

of large tracts of high quality habitat 

necessary to support these species. No 

specific management actions are 

recommended in this instance. Note that 

no evidence of the species (in the form of 

dens or scats) was observed. 

Australian grayling 

This is a species of the “middle to lower 

reaches of coastal rivers” (FPA 2012), a 

habitat type marginally present along the 

Fisher and Mersey Rivers. The aerial 

power line installation will not affect the 

water quality or flows of these rivers. The 

proposed power line installation will not 

have a significant impact on this species. 

Giant freshwater crayfish 

Potential habitat includes a combination 

of well -shaded flowing and still waters, 

deep pools, decaying logs and undercut 

banks (FPA 2012). There are numerous 

small to large creeks and rivers present 

along the power line route. The 

installation and use of the power line will 

not affect any of the streams and rivers 

along the proposed route. The proposed 

power line installation will not have a 

significant impact on this species. 

Green and golden frog  

Potential habitat for the green and gold 
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frog is described as “permanent and 

temporary water bodies (streams, ponds, 

dams) with vegetation in or around 

them” (FPA 2012). These habitat 

elements are very marginally present in 

the form of the numerous small to large 

creeks and rivers present along the power 

line route. The proposed power line 

installation will not have a significant 

impact on this species. 

Tussock skink 

This species occurs in native grasslands 

dominated by tussock-forming species, a 

habitat present in the Dublin Plains area 

and numerous other small areas where 

tussock forming grasses are present. Only 

light disturbance will occur to these 

habitats during the installation of the 

power poles. The proposed power line 

installation will not have a significant 

impact on this species. 

Tasmanian devil 

Potential habitat (“all terrestrial native 

habitats”) is present. Note that no 

evidence of the species (in the form of 

dens or scats) was observed. See 

comments on habitat management under 

quoll species. 

GEOLOGY/SOILS (soil types, 

erosivity, geofeatures, karst) 

Primary soil types are:  

Red to brown clayey soils under wet 

forest (Forest Soils of Tasmania, 15 Soils 

on Jurassic dolerite, 15.4 Red to brown 

clayey soils under wet forest). This soil 

type dominates the wet forest areas 

along the southern half of the power line 

route. Much of this soil is derived from 

dolerite talus slope deposits. 

Red to brown clayey soils under mid to 

high altitude dry forest (Forest Soils of 

Tasmania, 15 Soils on Jurassic dolerite, 

15.5 Red to brown clayey soils under mid 

to high altitude dry forest). This soil type 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 25/07/2012 

• Grant, J.C., Laffan, M.D., Hill, R.B. 

& Neilsen, W.A. (1995). Forest 

Soils of Tasmania: A Handbook 

for Identification and 

Management. Forestry Tasmania. 

• McIntosh, P. (2002). Guidelines 

for Forestry Operations on Soils 

Formed in Dolerite Slope Deposits 

(Dolerite Talus). Forest Practices 

Board, Hobart. 

• DPIPWE Natural Values Atlas 

There will be minimal soil 

disturbance for the installation 

of the power line poles. This will 

only require trenching along the 

edge of the existing road or 

augering of the holes for the 

pole installation. 

The attached documents 

outlining the proposal should be 

referred to for detailed 

information on the construction 

details of the development. 

During the construction phase, all attempts will 

be made to ensure that minimal soil disturbance 

will occur and that no sediment will enter any 

watercourses or change the groundwater flow 

that could cause erosion.  

Oil spill kits, geocloth and hay bales will be used 

where appropriate to minimise soil disturbance 

(see “Water/Streams” and “General Protection 

Measures” below for further information). 

No other management actions need to be 

considered as the soils are low to moderate 

erodibility. 
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dominates the the dry forest areas on 

dolerite talus in the southern half of the 

power line route. 

Other soils are present which are derived 

from Proterozoic quartzite, Quaternary 

glacial sediments and Paleozoic 

mudstone. These soils are 

characteristically “gravelly” with clay 

loam soils developed in depressions 

between ridges. These soils are under dry 

forests. Between Lake Rowallan and 

Fisher Power stations, the steep slopes 

and ridges are dominated by outcropping 

quartzite. All of the soils in this area are 

moderate to low erodibility. 

The above soils are all low to moderate 

erodibility. 

The power line route is located in the 

vicinity of the following geoconservation 

sites. The significance of each site is 

indicated in brackets: 

• Central Highlands Cainozoic Glacial 

Area (continent); 

• Central Plateau terrain (global); 

• Dublin Bog End Moraine (sub 

region); 

• Dublin Bog Palynological Site 

(local); 

• Fish River alluvial fan (region); 

• Mersey River Overflow Channel 

Glacial Deposits (continent); 

• Mersey Valley Lateroterminal 

Moraine (local); 

• Fish River Rhythmite section (local) 

and 

• Upper Mersey – King William Range 

terrain (continent). 

report (appended) 

WATER/STREAMS (water intakes, 

water quality and quantity) 

The existing site conditions consist of 

numerous creeks and rivers such as 

Fisher, Little Fisher and Fish Rivers and 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 25/07/2012 

• Conservation of Freshwater 

The proposal will not directly 

affect any of the watercourses 

along the entire power line 

During the construction phase, all attempts will 

be made to ensure that minimal soil disturbance 

will occur and that no sediment will enter any 
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Juno, Dublin and Stretcher Creeks, which 

flow into the Mersey River catchment or 

the hydroelectric impoundment of Lake 

Rowallan. Lake Rowallan is an altered 

environment associated with the Mersey-

Forth Power Scheme. 

There are no water intakes for domestic 

use below the proposal. 

Ecosystem Values (CFEV) 

Database, Corporate Interface 

Report, 

https://cfev.dpiw.tas.gov.au/ 

accessed on 07/07/2012 

route. Existing road crossing will 

be used across all the 

watercourses for the 

underground installation and the 

power pole locations will not be 

in/near any water bodies.  

watercourses The construction of the power line 

and installation of power poles will require no 

disturbance any watercourses. 

Oil spill kits, geocloth and hay bales will be used 

where appropriate to minimise soil disturbance 

(see “General Protection Measures” below for 

further information). 

No other management actions need to be 

considered as the activity will have a low impact 

on the water flows and no impact on the water 

quality. 

LANDSCAPE (visual impact and 

management) 

The power line route surrounded by tall 

eucalypt forest and plains. The route 

follows existing linear features through 

the landscape, following the Mersey 

Forest Road and the existing power line 

easement from the Rowallan to Fisher 

power station. If the alternative route is 

used in the north, Dublin Road will be 

followed. The landscape character type is 

high mountains landscape character type 

with extensive areas of similar vegetation 

with few evident patterns. The public 

sensitivity level is moderate due to the 

visibility along the Mersey Forest Road 

and a number of regularly used walking 

tracks and from fishermen on Lake 

Rowallan. 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 25/07/2012 

• Forest Practices Authority (2006). 

A Manual for Forest Landscape 

Management. 

http://www.fpa.tas.gov.au/__dat

a/assets/pdf_file/0004/58594/La

ndscape_manual_background_an

d_contents_pages.pdf 

The proposed power line route 

will not be seen from public 

viewpoints as it is buried along 

the existing Mersey Forest Road 

and potentially, Dublin Road if 

this route is used. The small 

clearing width of the overhead 

installation areas (5 m) and 

“bundled” black cable will have 

minimal visual impact. The 

power line route will have little 

impact from middle and 

background viewpoints as the 

route follows existing linear 

features. 

The proposal area is unseen 

from Walls Of Jerusalem, Lake 

Myrtle and Lees Paddocks 

walking tracks.  

The proposed power line route will not be seen 

from public viewpoints as it is buried along the 

existing Mersey Forest Road and potentially, 

Dublin Road if this route is used. The small 

clearing width of the overhead installation areas 

(5 m) and “bundled” black cable will have minimal 

visual impact; following existing linear features in 

the landscape will result in inevident alteration in 

the landscape character. 

No further prescriptions are required. 

WILDERNESS and WILD RIVERS 
(High Quality Wilderness, Wild River 

Catchment) 

The entire power line route is through an 

area that has had a moderate to high 

level of disturbance in the past. Logging 

has occurred over much of the route and 

power lines exist in the northern section.  

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 25/07/2012 

The power line easement will 

have either no vegetation 

clearance as it will be installed 

underground along existing 

features such as roads or a 5 m 

wide clearing width in rocky 

areas for the overhead 

installation. Only light 

disturbance will be required for 

the installation of the power 

poles.  

The understorey shrubs, grasses 

The proposal will have a low impact as it will be 

installed underground along existing features 

such as roads or a 5 m wide clearing width in 

rocky areas for the overhead installation. Only 

light disturbance will be required for the 

installation of the power poles. 
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and herbs will only be minimally 

disturbed by the by the 

easement clearing in rocky areas. 

ABORIGINAL VALUES (sites, APZ 

Zone) 

APZ: Moderate/High 

The high sensitivity zone - Forested 

margins of native grassland plains are 

present at Dublin Plain (Forest Practices 

Code 2000). 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 25/07/2012 

No significant impacts are 

anticipated. 

If any historic sites are located during works, 

operations are to cease and officers of Bass 

District are to be notified. Such sites will be 

assessed and recorded, and management 

determined in consultation with Forest Practices 

Authority’s Senior Archaeologist prior to 

operations recommencing. 

HISTORIC VALUES (sites) 

The following sites are listed near the 

power line easement: 

Dick Miles Hut (site 8114.66): This hut is 

present on private land, Dublin Plain.  

Boys Hut (site 8114.63): This hut is 

present on State Forest along Dublin 

Road 

No other historic sites are mapped within 

the proposed disturbance footprint or 

close to the disturbance footprint such 

that the proposed activity will impact on 

mapped sites. 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 25/07/2012 

• Conservation Enquiry Report 

dated 6 August 2012 

• FT special values report and map 

(appended) 

Both of the hut sites will be 

avoided by the power line 

installation.  

No other significant impacts are 

anticipated. 

If any historic sites are located during works, 

operations are to cease and officers of Bass 

District are to be notified. Such sites will be 

assessed and recorded, and management 

determined in consultation with Forest Practices 

Authority’s Senior Archaeologist prior to 

operations recommencing. 

RECREATION and SOCIAL 

VALUES (known uses/users as evident 

in the field or by local knowledge) 

Access to the Walls of Jerusalem track is 

along the Mersey Forest Road and the 

Little Fisher River Track is along Dublin 

Road. These tracks and roads are 

frequently used by 

bushwalkers/fishermen accessing the 

region. 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 25/07/2012 

The installation period of the 

power line will not restrict access 

to walking tracks or boat 

launching areas along the 

Mersey Forest or Dublin Roads. 

Walking track access will not be 

affected. Some short delays may 

occur on the Mersey Forest Road 

and Dublin Road during the 

installation period due to tree 

felling and power line trenching 

works.  

No significant impacts are 

anticipated. 

Appropriate safety signage and procedures will be 

established by the contractor(s) to ensure 

appropriate notification of activity in this area to 

the general public during operations.  

No significant impacts are anticipated. 

GENERAL PROTECTION 

MEASURES (fire, weeds, PC, soil, 

rehabilitation, spills) 

Weeds 

The site is currently weed free. 

Plant disease 

Myrtle wilt – no evidence of myrtle wilt 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 25/07/2012 

• Conservation Enquiry Report 

dated 7 August 2012 

• DPIPWE Natural Values Atlas 

Potential of weed species 

introduction and chemical spills. 

Potential of fire risk during the 

construction and post 

construction phases of the 

Monitoring should be conducted annually for the 

presence of potentially invasive weed species 

with suitable control measures to be 

implemented for the control of declared species, 

if identified. 
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noted. 

Phytophthora cinnamomi (rootrot, PC) – 

no evidence noted, site at an elevation 

generally too high to support the 

pathogen. 

Animal disease 

No known sites for frog chytrid pathogen 

in area; stream permanent and free-

flowing such that amphibian breeding 

habitat limited; no impacts anticipated 

from transfer of water as all within the 

one stream system. 

Fire 

There is the potential for fire during the 

construction phase of the proposal from 

items such as chainsaws, excavators 

when the site is being cleared and 

welders, grinders and other “hot” tools 

used for the construction of the pipeline 

and power station. There is also a low risk 

of fire during maintenance activities post 

construction. 

report (appended) proposal. Oil spill kits, geocloth and hay bales will be used 

where appropriate to minimise soil disturbance 

(see “Water/Streams” above for further 

information). 

Any fuels/chemicals stored on site will be in an 

appropriate “bunded” area to contain any 

sills/contamination. Chemical spill kits will be 

visibly stored on site at all times. 

All vehicles and machinery and vehicles should be 

cleaned prior to accessing the site to ensure that 

weed and disease are not introduced (following 

appropriated machinery hygiene procedures). 

Fire management will include: 

• appropriate vehicle or trailer mounted fire 

fighting equipment; 

• all vehicles to be fitted with approved fire 

extinguishers; 

• all “hot” activities such a grinding, welding 

and other activities will have access 

appropriate fire fighting equipment; 

• all activities which are considered a risk will 

cease on days which are a total fire ban; 

• the power station and associated 

infrastructure will have an appropriate “low 

forest fuel” and cleared area around the site 

to reduce fire risk to the surrounding forest; 

and 

• the power station and associated 

infrastructure will have appropriate fire 

fighting equipment (chemical type for 

electrical fires and water available for 

vegetation fire) will be permanently and 

visibly stored on site. 

All staff/contractors will be inducted onto site 

and will be made aware of the environmental 

values of the area and the location/procedures 

of the above equipment. 

OTHER (property rights issues, access, 

operational issues, etc.) 

The proposal is virtually all on State 

Forest managed by Forestry Tasmania 

with access off the existing Mersey Forest 

Road and Dublin Road. The private 

• Survey conducted by Brian French 

on 25/07/2012 

• FT special values report including 

No significant impact on existing 

road system anticipated, based 

on the design of the power line. 

Road maintenance to comply with Forest 

Practices Code (2000) and Forestry Tasmania 

requirements. 
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property on Dublin Plain will either be 

crossed pending negotiations with the 

landowner or avoided, following the 

alternative route on State Forest around 

Dublin Road. 

property right, MDC and other 

tenure type maps (appended) 
Appropriate signage to be used on Mersey Forest 

Road during the construction phase for public 

safety. 

Only light vehicle use anticipated post 

construction phase. 

Stakeholder Consultation/Notifications 4:  
Stakeholders include neighbours, community groups, recreationists, tourists, licensees/leasees (apiarists, agistment, communication towers, research), etc. 

Stakeholder Consulted? (Yes/No) Interest Level (Low, Med, High) Concern Level (Low, Med, High) Details on consultation 
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Planning Checklist 5: 

Activity 

Level 

Responsibility (Nominated Officer) Compilation of information Date Completed By Who 

M and H Planning Branch ♦ Reserve objectives (Forest Reserve Register)   

M and H Planning Branch ♦ Legislative/external approval requirements   

M and H Planning Branch ♦ FT Policies   

  Collate existing information (desktop analysis):   

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ MDC Operational Map (1:25,000) 07/07/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Conservation Enquiry Map and Report (1:25,000) 07/07/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Tasmanian Vegetation Tasveg Map (1:25,000) – included in attached NVA report 07/07/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Eagle Nest Lines Map (1:25,000) – included in attached NVA report 07/07/2012 Brian French 

High only B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Geoconservation Map (1:25,000) – included in attached NVA report 07/07/2012 Brian French 

High only B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Karst Area/Catchment Map (1:25,000) 07/07/2012 Brian French 

High only B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Geofeatures Map (1:25,000) – not made yet 07/07/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Town Water Intakes (District Maps) 07/07/2012 Brian French 

High only B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Landscape Management Objective Map (1:25,000) 07/07/2012 Brian French 

High only B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ High Quality Wilderness Map (1:25,000) 07/07/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Aboriginal Sites Enquiry Map and Report (1:25,000) – Forest Practices Code APZ zones used as 

Aboriginal Sites Enquiry map and report not available to authors. 

07/07/2012 Brian French 

High only B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ APZ Map (1:25,000) – “as above” 07/07/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ PC Management Area Map (1:50,000) 07/07/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Property Rights Map (1:25,000) 07/07/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) ♦ Planning Map (1:10,000) 07/07/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) Field Surveys – record and/or confirm site information 07/07/2012 Brian French 

M and H B. French and M. Wapstra (ECOtas) Assess impacts of proposed activity and develop management actions/prescriptions 07/07/2012 Brian French 

M and H Jonathan Clack (G7 Generation) Consult with relevant stakeholders   

M and H Jonathan Clack (G7 Generation) Apply for/obtain external approvals   

M and H Jonathan Clack (G7 Generation) Update SFAA with conditions associated with external approval   

M and H Jonathan Clack (G7 Generation) Obtain FT approvals   

Approvals 6: 

Name Signature Date Position 

Brian French and Mark Wapstra   SFAA Preparer 

   District Forest Manager (Approval) 

   Conservation Planner (validated) 

   Environmental Manager (Approval) 

   External Approvals Received (signed by preparer) 

   Proponent (if applicable) (agree to follow prescriptions) 
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Instructions for using the State forest Activity Assessment Sheet for Medium and High Level Activities 

Using the little numbers next to the headings on the Assessment Sheet, the following information provides guidelines on how 

to fill out the sections, and where to find relevant information. 

1. Compliance with Legislation: 

This section provides a mechanism to check that the proposed activities will not be contrary to any of the legislation. If they 

are likely to be non-compliant, for example, removal of threatened species, this will trigger the requirement for external 

approvals (permits). Refer to Section 5, “Determining need for external approvals”. If in doubt please contact Planning 

Branch for confirmation. The undertaking of a new activity may also identify new legislation/legal requirements to which FT 

has to subscribe.  

2. Compliance with FT Policy: 

This section provides a mechanism to check that the proposed activities will not be contrary to any of Forestry Tasmania’s 

policies. The Forest Reserve Register can be consulted by clicking on the hyperlink to the database. The Reserve Management 

Objectives are generally outlined in the Forest Reserve Register. Property rights can be checked by producing a Property 

Rights Map within Map Composer. Rainforest Policy, Giant Tree Policy, Huon Pine Policy and King Billy Pine Policy are only 

applicable if any of these values are present. The Landscape Management Policy, Forest Management Plan and MDC should 

all be consulted to assess consistency of the proposed activity with these management tools. 

3. Natural and Cultural Values: 

The proposed activity needs to be assessed in terms of the predicted impact on natural and cultural values. Ensure this 

assessment takes place for the entire activity, including peripheral disturbance that may occur, i.e. access tracks to a new 

activity, additional clearing for fire breaks or fence lines, etc. For each value, the existing conditions present on site need to 

be identified. This includes all site specific information, not just identification of special values. This is initially done via a 

desktop exercise (driven by the map products required in the documentation checklist). The information gathered from the 

desktop exercise is then confirmed through an on-site inspection. Where identified special values exist, specialists may need 

to become involved in assessing impacts, providing prescriptions and developing controls for the proposed activity to 

proceed. 

The potential impacts of the proposed activity (including cumulative effects) need to be assessed. Where specialists have 

been involved in the assessment because of an identified special value, then their expertise can be utilised in assessing the 

potential impacts for that particular value. The Senior Forest Management Planner is able to assist with this process if 

required.  

4. Community Consultation/Notifications: 

While “Recreation and Social Values” are identified in natural and cultural values, these purely recognise traditional and past 

uses, not specific users. This section purely identifies stakeholders who may have an interest in or may be affected by the 

proposed activity. Any obvious stakeholders should be identified and contacted, as well as any stakeholders who identify 

themselves as a result of advertising of the proposed activity.  

5. Documentation Checklist: 
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The documentation checklist provides a process to document that all the steps have been taken, and who carried out each of 

the steps.  

6. Approvals: 

Approvals that the proposed activity can proceed in accordance with any management actions identified in the planning 

process. Remember, Planning Branch must approve all medium and high level activities. 
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STATE FOREST ACTIVITY MONITORING SHEET 

Activity Details: 

Date of Assessment:  Assessor Name:  

Project Title:  Reserve Name:  

District:  Activity Type:  

Extent/Area (ha):  Activity Level:  

District File Number:  Head Office File Number:  

Permit details (permit issuer, 

permit number, permit expiry date): 

 

Monitoring comments: (Comment/record new unidentified impacts or issues and management actions to deal with these and carry these through to 

the CAR system where appropriate) 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

Completion checks: 

Item Yes No N/A Comments 

Have soil/geodiversity values (including karst) been protected and maintained?     

Has the activity ensured protection of flora and fauna values to the greatest practical 

extent? 

    

Has particular care been taken to protect landscape values?     

Have cultural heritage values been protected?     

Have there been any complaints about the activity to FT?     

Have recreational and social values been diminished as a result of the activity?     

Has restoration/rehabilitation been undertaken?     

Has activity complied with legislation and policy?     

Have permit conditions been met?     

For Threatened Species Permits, has a report been sent to Threatened Species Unit within 

Y months of the completion of the activity for FRB’s? (date of the activity, the final area 

and coverage of activity, and how the activity compared to the intended works). 

    

Have key decisions about activities been recorded on monitoring forms?     

Have any additional impacts been identified and documented?     

Have management actions identified in the SFAA been implemented?     

Have identified safety and environmental issues and associated control measures been 

addressed? 

    

Have other FMS requirements been addressed? E.g. monitoring forms, emergency 

procedures, FOD updated. 

    

Sign off (for completion of activity): 

Completion compliance assessed by:   Signed:   

Date:   Copy of completion sign off send to Planning Branch: Yes/No  Date:   
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8 Instructions for using State forest Activity Monitoring Sheet 

The monitoring sheet must be used throughout the development and implementation of the activity. The monitoring process 

serves to ensure that identified control measures/prescriptions necessary for the protection of identified values are being 

implemented and are being effective in mitigation of any environmental impacts. 

The monitoring sheet must also be used to record decisions made on the ground that are different to what is in the plan, e.g. 

the need to fell hazardous trees, make slight changes to plans, record problems encountered, monitoring environmental 

issues raised during planning, e.g. weeds, Phytophthora cinnamomi (PC), myrtle wilt, water monitoring. This monitoring form 

should also act as a completion certificate, so on completion of the activity, a final monitoring form will be the final signoff 

that the activity is finished. 

The monitoring should assess not only that the identified prescriptions and management actions have all been implemented, 

but should also assess the effectiveness of these prescriptions and provide feedback to Planning Branch on the outcomes.  
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9 Instructions for using State Forest Activity Assessment Variation Form 

A variation to a SFAA should be carried out if there have been significant changes to the original Plan or if the original assessment is past its validity date (see Section 6.7). If a variation 

form is used, it must be attached to the original SFAA. There is no need for a variation if the original SFAA considered the ongoing management of an activity.  

STATE FOREST ACTIVITY ASSESSMENT VARIATION FORM 

Activity Details: 

Project Title:  

Reserve Name:  Block Name:  

Contact Officer:  District:  

Location (GDA Ref):  Activity Level:  

Proposed timing of activity:  Proposed duration of activity:  

Extent/Area (ha):  FOD Operation ID:  

Planned Activity:  

Information on the works proposed:   

Permit details (permit issuer, permit number, 

permit expiry date): 

 

Summary of prescriptions required: 

(Conditions to be added to any agreement/ 

operations plan/lease or licence) 

 

Does the activity still comply with legislative requirements?  

Does the activity still comply with FT Policies?  

Does this variation require any additional community 

consultation/notifications? 

 

Has the District Forest Manager approved this variation?  

Has Planning Branch approved this variation?  

Natural and Cultural Values: (Make sure you consider all aspects of the activity including peripheral disturbance associated with the activity e.g. access to site, construction disturbance, etc.) 

Value Existing conditions (record all values 

present on site, N/A if values not 

present) 

Site surveys (who conducted field 

surveys, specialists involved, 

references consulted) 

Impact of activity on value 

(including cumulative effects) 

Management action to be taken to 

avoid/mitigate impact (including ongoing 

monitoring and rehabilitation) 

FLORA (vegetation communities 

present, threatened species, priority 

communities) 

Vegetation communities present are:    

FAUNA (threatened species and 

habitats, management agreements) 
Threatened species habitat is present for:    
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GEOLOGY/SOILS (Soil type, erosivity, 

Geofeatures, Karst) 
Primary soil types are: 

 

   

WATER/STREAMS (Water intakes, 

water quality and quantity) 
    

LANDSCAPE (visual impact and 

management) 
    

WILDERNESS and WILD RIVERS 
(High Quality Wilderness, Wild River 

Catchment) 

    

ABORIGINAL VALUES (Sites,  APZ 

Zone) 
    

HISTORIC VALUES (Sites)     

RECREATION and SOCIAL VALUES 
(known uses/users as evident in the 

field or by local knowledge) 

    

GENERAL PROTECTION 

MEASURES (fire, weeds, PC, soil, 

rehabilitation, spills) 

    

OTHER (property rights issues, access, 

operational issues, etc) 

    

Approvals: 

Name Signature Date Position 

   SFAA Preparer 

   District Forest Manager (Approval) 

   Conservation Planner (validated) 

   Environmental Manager (Approval) 

   External Proponent (if applicable)  
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10 Glossary of terms 

Below is a glossary of terms to help interpret some of the measurable criteria. 

Term Definition Section ref 

Significant 
Impacts are either permanent or may still be visible more than 1 year after the activity. Alternatively, 

the activity is going to impact a number of special values or stakeholders or a Forest Reserve. 
4.1.Y 

Minimal Impacts are either permanent on a small scale, (e.g. walking tracks, bike tracks) or will not be visible 

one year after the activity. Alternatively, the activity is a fuel reduction burn with no special value 

issues and no stakeholder issues. 

4.1.2 
Minor 

Negligible 

Impacts are either not visible or will not be visible within 6 months after the activity. Alternatively, the 

activity is on such a small area (e.g. Apiary sites, installing rubbish bins) that no vegetation or ground 

disturbance is required. 

4.1.1 
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Natural Values Atlas Report
Authoritative, comprehensive information on Tasmania's natural values.

Report number: 54822

Reference: ECOtas_G7 Rowallan Powerline route_11072012

Requested For: Brian French

Timestamp: 09:33:18 AM Thursday 19 July 2012

Raptors: buffers 500m and 5000m

Threatened Flora: buffers 500m and 5000m

Threatened Fauna: buffers 500m and 5000m

Conservation Significance Flora: Not requested

Conservation Significance Fauna: Not requested

Weeds: buffers 500m and 5000m

TasVeg: buffer 1000m

Threatened Communities: buffer 1000m

Geoconservation: buffer 1000m

Tasmanian Reserve Estate: buffer 1000m

The centroid for this query GDA94 436294,5378091 falls within:

1:25000 Map: 4237 ROWALLAN

Property: 2530822 MERSEY FOREST ROAD, LIENA
TAS 7304
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*** No threatened flora found within 500 metres. ***

Threatened flora within 500 metres
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Threatened flora within 5000 metres
E: 429671 E: 444213
N: 5391197 N: 5391197

E: 429671 E: 444213
N: 5364400 N: 5364400
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Threatened flora within 5000 metres
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Verified Records

 
Unverified Records

For more information about threatened species, please contact the Manager, Threatened Species Section.

Telephone: (03) 6233 8759

Email: ThreatenedSpecies.Enquiries@dpipwe.tas.gov.au

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

Threatened flora within 5000 metres

Id Species Common name Ss Ns Observers Date Obs type Position (gda94)

273812 Agrostis australiensis southern bent r David Ziegeler
(7381)

23-Jan-1988 sight Point (438512,5376683) +/-
100m.

1260062 Amphibromus neesii southern swampgrass r J.A. Townrow
(4698)

16-Dec-1963 sight Point (434039,5372120) +/-
10000m.

400137 Arthropodium
strictum

chocolate lily r J Kirkpatrick
(1197)

1984 sight Point (436612,5368983) +/-
100m.

231915 Carex capillacea yellowleaf sedge r W.M. Curtis
(5737)

04-Dec-1971 sight Point (435112,5387183) +/-
2500m.

1076058 Eucalyptus radiata
subsp. radiata

forth river peppermint r John Tabor
(12152)

11-Feb-2009 sight Point (436090,5384485) +/-
10m.

422087 Leucochrysum albicans
subsp. albicans var.
tricolor

grassland paperdaisy e EN J Kirkpatrick
(1197)

1984 sight Point (440112,5390183) +/-
10000m.

300229 Parmeliopsis
hyperopta

r G. Kantvilas
(4324)

03-Feb-2002 sight Point (439494,5369008) +/-
100m.

300230 Parmeliopsis
hyperopta

r G. Kantvilas
(4324)

06-Feb-2002 sight Point (440315,5370125) +/-
100m.

188987 Pomaderris phylicifolia
subsp. phylicifolia

narrowleaf dogwood pr Katriona Lee
Hopkins (2888)

01-Aug-1996? sight Point (436362,5389433) +/-
100m.

231920 Pomaderris phylicifolia
subsp. phylicifolia

narrowleaf dogwood pr Katriona Lee
Hopkins (2888)

31-Jul-1996 sight Point (436112,5389483) +/-
100m.

328059 Pseudocephalozia
paludicola

VU Jamie Kirkpatrick
(1315)

1980 sight Point (430112,5380183) +/-
5000m.

424375 Rhodanthe
anthemoides

chamomile sunray r J Kirkpatrick
(1197)

1984 sight Point (440112,5390183) +/-
10000m.

164815 Scleranthus brockiei mountain knawel r A North (2500) 06-Jan-1997? sight Point (431012,5380783) +/-
100m.

951862 Scleranthus brockiei mountain knawel r M Wapstra
(1613)

13-Feb-2002 sight Point (437037,5383933) +/-
100m.

521596 Senecio velleioides forest groundsel r Jamie Kirkpatrick
(1315)

Jun-1986 sight Point (432412,5367783) +/-
100m.

450432 Senecio velleioides forest groundsel r Jamie Kirkpatrick
(1315)

1990 sight Point (432412,5367783) +/-
100m.

406280 Viola cunninghamii alpine violet r Jamie Kirkpatrick
(1315)

1984 sight Point (438612,5369883) +/-
100m.

371410 Viola cunninghamii alpine violet r Mark Neyland
(1708)

1989 sight Point (443412,5387383) +/-
100m.
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Threatened fauna within 500 metres
E: 434172 E: 439713
N: 5386697 N: 5386697

E: 434172 E: 439713
N: 5368899 N: 5368899
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Threatened fauna within 500 metres
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Verified Records

 
Unverified Records

Threatened fauna within 500 metres

(based on Habitat Mapping)

For more information about threatened species, please contact the Manager, Threatened Species Section.

Telephone: (03) 6233 8759

Email: ThreatenedSpecies.Enquiries@dpipwe.tas.gov.au

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

Threatened fauna within 500 metres

Id Species Common name Ss Ns Observers Date Obs type Position (gda94)

358197 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Menna Jones
(8901)

01-Jan-1990? sight Point (439012,5383683) +/-
1000m.

1201581 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Tracey Anne
Hollings (20429)

26-Sep-2009 sight Point (435772,5377693) +/-
10m.

359157 Tyto novaehollandiae masked owl pe PVU R Green (2126) 02-Mar-1978? sight Point (435112,5380081) +/-
1000m.

Species Common name Ss Ns Potential Known Core

Aquila audax wedge-tailed eagle pe PEN 2 0 0

Dasyurus maculatus spotted-tailed quoll r VU 1 0 0

Pseudemoia pagenstecheri tussock skink v 1 0 0

Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN 1 0 0

Tyto novaehollandiae masked owl pe PVU 1 0 1

Accipiter novaehollandiae grey goshawk e 1 0 1

Haliaeetus leucogaster white-bellied sea-eagle v 1 0 0
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Threatened fauna within 5000 metres
E: 429671 E: 444213
N: 5391197 N: 5391197

E: 429671 E: 444213
N: 5364400 N: 5364400
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Threatened fauna within 5000 metres
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Verified Records

Threatened fauna within 5000 metres

Id Species Common name Ss Ns Observers Date Obs type Position (gda94)

614312 Accipiter
novaehollandiae

grey goshawk e - Unknown
(21598)

11-Jan-1981? sight Point (437755,5377875) +/-
18500m.

321824 Accipiter
novaehollandiae

grey goshawk e Peter
Duckworth
(1926)

18-Sep-1987 sight Point (434412,5383983) +/-
100m.

617504 Accipiter
novaehollandiae

grey goshawk e - Unknown
(21598)

13-Apr-1978? sight Point (433547,5383389) +/-
2000m.

617505 Accipiter
novaehollandiae

grey goshawk e - Unknown
(21598)

20-Jun-1978? sight Point (433547,5383389) +/-
2000m.

1263470 Aquila audax wedge-tailed eagle pe PEN Bevan Schramm
(6896)

20-Sep-2010 nest Point (434107,5385891) +/-
6m.

1263316 Aquila audax wedge-tailed eagle pe PEN Ken Brooks
(18353)

18-Sep-2009 nest Point (430816,5373402) +/-
100m.

1263454 Aquila audax wedge-tailed eagle pe PEN Bevan Schramm
(6896)

20-Sep-2010 nest Point (434373,5380322) +/-
10m.

1263455 Aquila audax wedge-tailed eagle pe PEN Bevan Schramm
(6896)

20-Sep-2010 nest Point (433513,5379919) +/-
100m.

358194 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Menna Jones
(8901)

01-Jan-1990? sight Point (436512,5375183) +/-
1000m.

883015 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Nick Mooney
(16443)

01-Nov-1990? sight Point (434612,5370283) +/-
100m.

358197 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Menna Jones
(8901)

01-Jan-1990? sight Point (439012,5383683) +/-
1000m.

358193 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Menna Jones
(8901)

01-Jan-1990? sight Point (433512,5368683) +/-
1000m.

358196 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Menna Jones
(8901)

01-Jan-1990? sight Point (434012,5384283) +/-
100m.

883013 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Nick Mooney
(16443)

01-Mar-1991? sight Point (435412,5386183) +/-
100m.

359024 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU Menna Jones
(8901)

01-Jan-1990? sight Point (432012,5377683) +/-
1000m.

1041279 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU - Unknown
(21598)

14-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

608276 Dasyurus maculatus
subsp. maculatus

spotted-tailed quoll r VU - Unknown
(21598)

18-Feb-1976? sight Point (433547,5383389) +/-
2000m.

755541 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

15-Dec-1993? sight Point (430512,5381183) +/-
2500m.

754291 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

05-Jan-1993? sight Point (430512,5381183) +/-
2500m.

753492 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

29-Jan-1992? sight Point (430512,5381183) +/-
2500m.

1039837 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

1036846 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

1034729 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

1038139 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

1026705 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

1034734 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (432580,5376494) +/-
7m.

1082663 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

25-Jun-2008 sight Point (432205,5378822) +/-
0m.

1094835 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

01-Jan-1600 sight Point (432205,5378822) +/-
10m.

1028027 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (432278,5375718) +/-
7m.

1033890 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (432278,5375718) +/-
7m.

1032718 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (431762,5377114) +/-
7m.

1027066 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (431762,5377114) +/-
7m.

1034761 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (431762,5377114) +/-
7m.
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Threatened fauna within 5000 metres
Id Species Common name Ss Ns Observers Date Obs type Position (gda94)

1040296 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (431762,5377114) +/-
7m.

749380 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

04-Dec-1988? sight Point (432112,5377383) +/-
2500m.

753513 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

29-Jan-1992? sight Point (432112,5377383) +/-
2500m.

1034726 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1034769 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1029761 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1031454 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1032014 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1028831 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1027915 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1034770 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (432153,5378698) +/-
7m.

1029096 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (430949,5378846) +/-
7m.

1040917 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (430949,5378846) +/-
7m.

1025713 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (430949,5378846) +/-
7m.

1034763 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (431554,5379335) +/-
7m.

1030660 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (431554,5379335) +/-
7m.

1034764 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (431554,5379335) +/-
7m.

1037738 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (431554,5379335) +/-
7m.

1037031 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (430386,5379610) +/-
7m.

1034730 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (430386,5379610) +/-
7m.

1028107 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (430386,5379610) +/-
7m.

1033529 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (430386,5379610) +/-
7m.

1035059 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

24-Jul-2004 sight Point (430386,5379610) +/-
7m.

1043950 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (430386,5379610) +/-
7m.

1042888 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (430386,5379610) +/-
7m.

1034743 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (430386,5379610) +/-
7m.

1039695 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (430948,5377648) +/-
7m.

1040668 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (430948,5377648) +/-
7m.

1033636 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (430948,5377648) +/-
7m.

1034738 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (431476,5378020) +/-
7m.

1039215 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (431476,5378020) +/-
7m.

1027403 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (431476,5378020) +/-
7m.

1040188 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

14-Jul-2004 sight Point (431476,5378020) +/-
7m.

1040494 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (430155,5380108) +/-
7m.

1042772 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (430155,5380108) +/-
7m.
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Threatened fauna within 5000 metres
Id Species Common name Ss Ns Observers Date Obs type Position (gda94)

1034755 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (430155,5380108) +/-
7m.

1039974 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (430155,5380108) +/-
7m.

1082661 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

25-Jun-2008 sight Point (433229,5385111) +/-
0m.

1094836 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

01-Jan-1600 sight Point (433229,5385111) +/-
10m.

753490 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

29-Jan-1992? sight Point (433312,5384083) +/-
2500m.

744143 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

12-Dec-1990? sight Point (433312,5384083) +/-
2500m.

617347 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

14-Nov-1974? sight Point (433547,5383389) +/-
2000m.

758178 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

20-Dec-1985? sight Point (431912,5382633) +/-
5000m.

1094833 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

01-Jan-1600 sight Point (431924,5382698) +/-
10m.

1095479 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

25-Jun-2008 sight Point (431924,5382698) +/-
10m.

1082660 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

24-Jun-2008 sight Point (431924,5382698) +/-
0m.

1094830 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

01-Jan-1600 sight Point (431924,5382698) +/-
10m.

1094829 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

01-Jan-1600 sight Point (432139,5382991) +/-
10m.

1082657 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

24-Jun-2008 sight Point (432139,5382991) +/-
0m.

1075188 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN G Dixon (7564) 22-Mar-2004 sight Point (434775,5381810) +/-
1000m.

756578 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

04-Dec-1988? sight Point (432112,5380983) +/-
2500m.

751435 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

13-Dec-1990? sight Point (432112,5380983) +/-
2500m.

749972 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

01-Dec-1986? sight Point (431912,5382633) +/-
5000m.

358311 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Menna Jones
(8901)

25-Jun-1996? sight Point (432892,5370763) +/-
100m.

1033025 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (432197,5373339) +/-
7m.

1034766 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (432197,5373339) +/-
7m.

1028354 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (432484,5374228) +/-
7m.

1034747 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (432484,5374228) +/-
7m.

1043053 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (432484,5374228) +/-
7m.

1035748 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (432484,5374228) +/-
7m.

1027673 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (432484,5374228) +/-
7m.

1066372 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Lisa Litchfield
(19645)

18-Oct-2006 sight Point (434142,5374215) +/-
6000m.

1039347 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (432278,5375718) +/-
7m.

1036342 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (432278,5375718) +/-
7m.

1034745 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (432668,5375407) +/-
7m.

1030862 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (432668,5375407) +/-
7m.

1039023 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (432668,5375407) +/-
7m.
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Threatened fauna within 5000 metres
Id Species Common name Ss Ns Observers Date Obs type Position (gda94)

1040677 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (431828,5374896) +/-
7m.

1034760 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (431828,5374896) +/-
7m.

1034748 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (431828,5374896) +/-
7m.

1034036 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (432070,5375015) +/-
7m.

1042761 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (432070,5375015) +/-
7m.

1029251 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (432070,5375015) +/-
7m.

1032128 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (432070,5375015) +/-
7m.

1034759 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (432484,5374228) +/-
7m.

1038308 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1044488 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

18-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1033813 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1044456 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

22-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1028515 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

14-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1082665 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

27-Jun-2008 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
0m.

1034736 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1094856 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Stewart
Huxtable
(18591)

01-Jan-1600 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
10m.

1038168 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (431296,5374008) +/-
7m.

1031256 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

23-Jul-2004 sight Point (431155,5375036) +/-
7m.

1034735 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (431155,5375036) +/-
7m.

1035774 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (431155,5375036) +/-
7m.

1040846 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (430238,5373568) +/-
7m.

1034768 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (431604,5373643) +/-
7m.

1034737 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

15-Jul-2004 sight Point (431604,5373643) +/-
7m.

1034762 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (431604,5373643) +/-
7m.

1035408 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

20-Jul-2004 sight Point (430975,5376413) +/-
7m.

1035969 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (430975,5376413) +/-
7m.

1034728 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (430975,5376413) +/-
7m.

1034727 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

17-Jul-2004 sight Point (431580,5376450) +/-
7m.

1036747 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

16-Jul-2004 sight Point (431580,5376450) +/-
7m.

1040437 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN - Unknown
(21598)

19-Jul-2004 sight Point (431580,5376450) +/-
7m.

1029027 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Clare Hawkins
(8562)

21-Jul-2004 sight Point (431580,5376450) +/-
7m.

1201581 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Tracey Anne
Hollings (20429)

26-Sep-2009 sight Point (435772,5377693) +/-
10m.

359116 Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN Menna Jones
(8901)

25-Jun-1996? sight Point (431912,5367123) +/-
100m.

359157 Tyto novaehollandiae masked owl pe PVU R Green (2126) 02-Mar-1978? sight Point (435112,5380081) +/-
1000m.
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Unverified Records

Threatened fauna within 5000 metres

(based on Habitat Mapping)

For more information about threatened species, please contact the Manager, Threatened Species Section.

Telephone: (03) 6233 8759

Email: ThreatenedSpecies.Enquiries@dpipwe.tas.gov.au

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

Threatened fauna within 5000 metres
Id Species Common name Ss Ns Observers Date Obs type Position (gda94)

1200958 Tyto novaehollandiae masked owl pe PVU Joe Hawkes
(20454)

25-Mar-2003 sight Point (436930,5383670) +/-
100m.

Species Common name Ss Ns Potential Known Core

Aquila audax wedge-tailed eagle pe PEN 4 0 0

Dasyurus maculatus spotted-tailed quoll r VU 1 0 0

Litoria raniformis green and gold frog v VU 2 0 0

Astacopsis gouldi giant freshwater crayfish v VU 1 0 0

Pseudemoia pagenstecheri tussock skink v 1 0 0

Sarcophilus harrisii tasmanian devil e EN 1 0 0

Tyto novaehollandiae masked owl pe PVU 1 0 1

Prototroctes maraena australian grayling v VU 1 0 0

Accipiter novaehollandiae grey goshawk e 1 0 1

Haliaeetus leucogaster white-bellied sea-eagle v 1 0 0
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Raptor nests and sightings within 500 metres
E: 434172 E: 439713
N: 5386697 N: 5386697

E: 434172 E: 439713
N: 5368899 N: 5368899
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Raptor nests and sightings within 500 metres
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Verified Records

 

Unverified Records

Raptor nests and sightings within 500 metres

Nest id/location
foreign id

Species name Observer Obs date Obs type Position (gda94) Season Nest
productivity

Nest
occupancy

Tyto
novaehollandiae

R Green
(2126)

02-Mar-1978? sight Point (435112,5380081) +/-
1000m.
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Raptor nests and sightings within 5000 metres
E: 429671 E: 444213
N: 5391197 N: 5391197

E: 429671 E: 444213
N: 5364400 N: 5364400
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Raptor nests and sightings within 5000 metres
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Verified Records

 

Unverified Records

Raptor nests and sightings within 5000 metres

Nest id/location
foreign id

Species name Observer Obs date Obs type Position (gda94) Season Nest
productivity

Nest
occupancy

179 Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

Nick Mooney
(16443)

1980s nest Point (431011,5383192) +/-
100m.

180 Aquila audax Ken Brooks
(18353)

18-Sep-2009 nest Point (430816,5373402) +/-
100m.

2009

180 Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

Nick Mooney
(16443)

1980s nest Point (430816,5373402) +/-
100m.

181 Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

Nick Mooney
(16443)

1980s nest Point (430903,5372615) +/-
100m.

182 Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

Nick Mooney
(16443)

1980s nest Point (438139,5380928) +/-
100m.

183 Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

Nick Mooney
(16443)

1980s nest Point (439129,5381916) +/-
100m.

184 Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

Nick Mooney
(16443)

1980s nest Point (430513,5378484) +/-
100m.

863 Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

Jeff Meggs
(1338)

11-Jul-2000 nest Point (434373,5380322) +/-
10m.

863 Aquila audax Bevan
Schramm
(6896)

20-Sep-2010 nest Point (434373,5380322) +/-
10m.

2010

863 Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

Nick Mooney
(16443)

06-Dec-2000 nest Point (434373,5380322) +/-
10m.

2000 one

864 Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

Jeff Meggs
(1338)

11-Jul-2000 nest Point (433513,5379919) +/-
100m.

864 Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

Nick Mooney
(16443)

06-Dec-2000 nest Point (433513,5379919) +/-
100m.

2000

864 Aquila audax Bevan
Schramm
(6896)

20-Sep-2010 nest Point (433513,5379919) +/-
100m.

2010

902 Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

Bevan
Schramm
(6896)

13-May-2008 nest Point (434107,5385891) +/-
6m.

902 Aquila audax Bevan
Schramm
(6896)

20-Sep-2010 nest Point (434107,5385891) +/-
6m.

2010

1316 Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

Bill Brown
(3537)

22-Jun-2004 nest Point (442395,5385981) +/-
10m.

Accipiter
novaehollandiae

Peter
Duckworth
(1926)

18-Sep-1987 sight Point (434412,5383983) +/-
100m.

Tyto
novaehollandiae

R Green
(2126)

02-Mar-1978? sight Point (435112,5380081) +/-
1000m.

Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

- Unknown
(21598)

14-Nov-
1996?

sight Point (439112,5381983) +/-
100m.

Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

- Unknown
(21598)

14-Nov-
1996?

sight Point (431012,5383183) +/-
100m.

Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

- Unknown
(21598)

14-Nov-
1996?

sight Point (438112,5380883) +/-
100m.

Falco peregrinus - Unknown
(21598)

01-Sep-1976? sight Point (433598,5377838) +/-
2000m.

Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

- Unknown
(21598)

05-Feb-1980? sight Point (433598,5377838) +/-
2000m.

Accipiter
novaehollandiae

- Unknown
(21598)

11-Jan-1981? sight Point (437755,5377875) +/-
18500m.

Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

- Unknown
(21598)

31-Aug-1980? sight Point (437755,5377875) +/-
18500m.

Aquila audax
subsp. fleayi

- Unknown
(21598)

19-Nov-
1980?

sight Point (437755,5377875) +/-
18500m.

Accipiter
novaehollandiae

- Unknown
(21598)

13-Apr-1978? sight Point (433547,5383389) +/-
2000m.

Accipiter
novaehollandiae

- Unknown
(21598)

20-Jun-1978? sight Point (433547,5383389) +/-
2000m.

Tyto
novaehollandiae

Joe Hawkes
(20454)

25-Mar-2003 sight Point (436930,5383670) +/-
100m.
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Raptor nests and sightings within 5000 metres
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*** No weeds found within 500 metres. ***

Tas Management Act Weeds within 500 m
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Tas Management Act Weeds within 5000 m
E: 429671 E: 444213
N: 5391197 N: 5391197

E: 429671 E: 444213
N: 5364400 N: 5364400
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Tas Management Act Weeds within 5000 m
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Verified Records

 
Unverified Records

For more information about introduced weed species, please visit the following URL for contact details in your area.

http://www.dpipwe.tas.gov.au/inter.nsf/WebPages/TPRY-52J8Z3?open

Tas Management Act Weeds within 5000 m

Id Species Common
name

Observers Date Position (gda94) Location Obs
state

Wma Wons
density

Data
source

913688 Cirsium
arvense var.
arvense

californian
thistle

David Ziegeler
(7381)

Apr-1989 Point
(432112,5368483) +/-
500m.

Present Yes

165213 Senecio
jacobaea

ragwort A North (2500) 07-Jan-1997? Point
(431512,5374383) +/-
100m.

Present Yes

913907 Senecio
jacobaea

ragwort David Ziegeler
(7381)

Apr-1989 Point
(440812,5389883) +/-
500m.

Present Yes

1166840 Ulex europaeus gorse A. Barnes
(6109)

01-Jan-1600? Point
(441322,5388102) +/- -
1m.

Present Yes 7

1166828 Ulex europaeus gorse A. Barnes
(6109)

01-Jan-1600? Point
(440795,5387857) +/- -
1m.

Present Yes 7

1167278 Ulex europaeus gorse A. Barnes
(6109)

01-Jan-1600? Point
(439932,5386017) +/- -
1m.

Present Yes 7
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TASVEG communities within 1000 metres
E: 433672 E: 440212
N: 5387197 N: 5387197

E: 433672 E: 440212
N: 5368399 N: 5368399
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TASVEG communities within 1000 metres
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TASVEG communities within 1000 metres
Id Code Community Emergent species

101340478 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101344653 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347257 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101346354 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101341995 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346198 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101346328 RLS Leptospermum with rainforest scrub

101347209 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101343986 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101346327 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101344501 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346188 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101347242 GPH Highland Poa grassland

101347493 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101347231 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101345987 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101344493 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous

101345990 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101344506 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101347624 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347449 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346208 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous

101344355 DAM Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on mudstone

101346342 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346334 FPE Permanent easements

101346226 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101347259 GPH Highland Poa grassland

101346121 GPH Highland Poa grassland

101345311 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101346236 DDP Eucalyptus dalrympleana - Eucalyptus pauciflora forest and woodland

101345308 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346613 FPE Permanent easements

101344363 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101347200 SHU Inland Heathland (undifferentiated)

101346217 WDL Eucalyptus delegatensis forest over Leptospermum

101344581 SHU Inland Heathland (undifferentiated)

101346610 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101346353 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101347492 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101346621 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346619 DRO Eucalyptus rodwayi forest and woodland

101347235 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101347274 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347271 MSP Sphagnum peatland

101346339 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347208 DPD Eucalyptus pauciflora forest and woodland on dolerite

101344495 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346445 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101347607 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101346206 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346612 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101346237 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347223 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101347431 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101347432 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101344509 DAM Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on mudstone

101344587 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101345989 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101278506 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest
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TASVEG communities within 1000 metres
Id Code Community Emergent species

101341998 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101344356 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101345307 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347202 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346356 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101342786 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346071 ORO Rock (cryptogamic lithosere )

101346346 ORO Rock (cryptogamic lithosere )

101344314 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101344312 HSE Eastern alpine sedgeland

101347264 HHE Eastern alpine heathland

101346450 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101347261 HSE Eastern alpine sedgeland

101347430 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101347612 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101344360 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101342000 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous

101346228 DAM Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on mudstone

101346325 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101346352 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346335 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101346054 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101344361 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101346348 ORO Rock (cryptogamic lithosere )

101347247 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous

101346364 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346791 FPE Permanent easements

101347263 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101344559 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346120 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101346200 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101346194 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101346050 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101345993 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346212 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101346211 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346329 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101346330 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346235 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347105 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous

101347201 SHU Inland Heathland (undifferentiated)

101347205 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101346051 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101347238 GPH Highland Poa grassland

101347241 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347258 GPH Highland Poa grassland

101347484 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101347488 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347606 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101347603 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101344582 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346231 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346199 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101346072 ORO Rock (cryptogamic lithosere )

101346614 GPH Highland Poa grassland

101346783 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101347266 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101347232 MSP Sphagnum peatland

101347108 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest
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TASVEG communities within 1000 metres
Id Code Community Emergent species

101347423 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101347210 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347218 DPD Eucalyptus pauciflora forest and woodland on dolerite

101347109 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101566684 FPL Plantations for silviculture

101347113 FPE Permanent easements

101347199 SHU Inland Heathland (undifferentiated)

101347436 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101347642 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347107 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101347114 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346337 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101345988 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346055 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101346058 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101346332 OAQ Water, sea

101345309 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347102 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101344655 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101347213 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101346053 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101346220 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101346345 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346620 DPD Eucalyptus pauciflora forest and woodland on dolerite

101344311 HSE Eastern alpine sedgeland

101347272 HSE Eastern alpine sedgeland

101347273 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347645 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101344662 WDL Eucalyptus delegatensis forest over Leptospermum

101347414 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101278034 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347451 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous

101345986 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101343636 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101343987 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101344494 WSU Eucalyptus subcrenulata forest and woodland

101345991 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101341999 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347102 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101346052 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101346069 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101347255 FPE Permanent easements

101347599 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101344580 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101344586 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347203 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346201 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101343995 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101344492 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101341996 DAM Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on mudstone

101346205 SHU Inland Heathland (undifferentiated)

101346227 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101345314 OAQ Water, sea

101347204 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101346358 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101342785 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346616 MSP Sphagnum peatland

101347212 HSE Eastern alpine sedgeland

101346618 DRO Eucalyptus rodwayi forest and woodland
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TASVEG communities within 1000 metres
Id Code Community Emergent species

101347240 DPD Eucalyptus pauciflora forest and woodland on dolerite

101347256 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101346449 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347260 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346453 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347411 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101347490 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347494 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101344584 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101346197 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101343637 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101345994 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101346340 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346216 DAM Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on mudstone

101346234 FPE Permanent easements

101346326 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347101 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101344655 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101346615 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346355 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346611 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101346347 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101347215 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101347230 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347234 DRO Eucalyptus rodwayi forest and woodland

101347236 FPE Permanent easements

101347233 DPD Eucalyptus pauciflora forest and woodland on dolerite

101347239 GPH Highland Poa grassland

101347220 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347265 RLS Leptospermum with rainforest scrub

101344661 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101347424 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347246 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347110 NLE Leptospermum forest

101347413 FPE Permanent easements

101344558 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347601 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101347611 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101347434 SHU Inland Heathland (undifferentiated)

101347609 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346890 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101346181 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101278121 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346204 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346195 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101345992 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346343 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346344 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101346338 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101346336 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101346210 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101344310 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101347613 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101347270 HHE Eastern alpine heathland

101346207 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101345312 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347618 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347486 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101344585 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite
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TASVEG communities within 1000 metres
Id Code Community Emergent species

101346180 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101341997 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101346070 DCO Eucalyptus coccifera forest and woodland

101345714 OAQ Water, sea

101342787 RSH Highland low rainforest and scrub

101347214 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101347491 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347437 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101343994 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101344654 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous

101344309 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101345317 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347206 FPE Permanent easements

101347227 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101344357 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101344503 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101344358 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346064 RSH Highland low rainforest and scrub

101344313 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101344863 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347277 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101346451 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101347455 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347608 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101345980 OAQ Water, sea

101346203 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101345306 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101344656 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101346452 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101344354 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101347489 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347604 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101347600 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101344583 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347610 WDL Eucalyptus delegatensis forest over Leptospermum

101347617 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347245 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101344507 RFE Rainforest fernland

101345310 FPE Permanent easements

101346229 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101347229 OAQ Water, sea

101347211 HSE Eastern alpine sedgeland

101347248 HSE Eastern alpine sedgeland

101347217 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347216 WDU Eucalyptus delegatensis wet forest (undifferentiated)

101346792 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101347243 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101347276 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347262 GPH Highland Poa grassland

101347275 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101347487 SLW Leptospermum scrub

101347485 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347412 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347112 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101347111 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101347616 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347433 ORO Rock (cryptogamic lithosere )

101344588 SHS Subalpine heathland

101346209 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous
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For more information about TASVEG maps, please contact the Coordinator, Tasmanian Vegetation Monitoring and Mapping Program.

Telephone: (03) 6233 4501

Email: TASVEG@dpipwe.tas.gov.au

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

TASVEG communities within 1000 metres
Id Code Community Emergent species

101346218 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101346331 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous

101344652 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous

101347106 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101345316 FPE Permanent easements

101346357 FPE Permanent easements

101342788 RSH Highland low rainforest and scrub

101344359 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101344362 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346225 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101346617 MSP Sphagnum peatland

101346790 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous

101347237 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101347219 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101346784 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101347267 FUM Extra-urban miscellaneous

101344660 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101344560 SBR Broadleaf scrub

101344562 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347598 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347646 DDE Eucalyptus delegatensis dry forest and woodland

101347615 WDL Eucalyptus delegatensis forest over Leptospermum

101347435 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101270295 OAQ Water, sea

101346233 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101346333 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347597 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101344663 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101346214 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101347438 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101345315 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101344305 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101347602 FPE Permanent easements

101278503 WDL Eucalyptus delegatensis forest over Leptospermum

101278507 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101346341 DAM Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on mudstone

101346219 WDR Eucalyptus delegatensis over rainforest

101347207 DRO Eucalyptus rodwayi forest and woodland

101346359 FPE Permanent easements

101347425 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101347429 WDL Eucalyptus delegatensis forest over Leptospermum

101347112 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101344561 WDA Eucalyptus dalrympleana forest

101344505 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest

101346215 DAC Eucalyptus amygdalina coastal forest and woodland

101345313 FPE Permanent easements

101347268 DAD Eucalyptus amygdalina forest and woodland on dolerite

101566688 FPL Plantations for silviculture

101347278 HHE Eastern alpine heathland

101346122 WDB Eucalyptus delegatensis forest with broadleaf shrubs

101347605 NAD Acacia dealbata forest

101347614 WDL Eucalyptus delegatensis forest over Leptospermum

101279221 RMT Nothofagus - Atherosperma rainforest
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TASVEG communities within 1000 metres

Page 35 of 44

Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment DEV 1



Threatened communities within 1000 metres
E: 433672 E: 440212
N: 5387197 N: 5387197

E: 433672 E: 440212
N: 5368399 N: 5368399

Page 36 of 44

Department of Primary Industries, Parks, Water and Environment DEV 1



Threatened communities within 1000 metres
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For more information about threatened vegetation communities, please contact the Resource Management and Conservation Division.

Ph: (03) 6233 4501,

Fax: (03) 6233 3186

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

Threatened communities within 1000 metres
Code Title Status

GPH Highland Poa grassland R,E

GPH Highland Poa grassland R,E

MSP Sphagnum peatland R

GPH Highland Poa grassland R,E

GPH Highland Poa grassland R,E

GPH Highland Poa grassland R,E

MSP Sphagnum peatland R

RFE Rainforest fernland R

GPH Highland Poa grassland R,E

GPH Highland Poa grassland R,E

GPH Highland Poa grassland R,E

MSP Sphagnum peatland R

MSP Sphagnum peatland R
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Geoconservation sites within 1000 metres
E: 433672 E: 440212
N: 5387197 N: 5387197

E: 433672 E: 440212
N: 5368399 N: 5368399
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Geoconservation sites within 1000 metres
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Note: Restricted sites are not displayed.

 

For more information about the Geoconservation Database, please visit the DPIPWE web site (www.dpipwe.tas.gov.au) or contact

the DPIPWE Geoconservation Officer:

Telephone: (03) 6233 6455

Email: Rolan.Eberhard@dpipwe.tas.gov.au

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

Geoconservation sites within 1000 metres
Id Name Significance Geographical significance Status

2953 Central Highlands
Cainozoic Glacial Area

Notable example of type. Continent Listed

2684 Central Plateau Terrain Notable example of type. Global Listed

2693 Dublin Bog End
Moraine

Notable example of type. Sub-Region Listed

2680 Dublin Bog
Palynological Site

Palaeoenvironmental record and biogeomorphic process. Region Listed

2681 Fish River Alluvial Fan Notable example of type. Region Listed

2700 Mersey River Overflow
Channel Glacial
Deposits

Co-location of deposits of glacial events separated in time
provides opportunity to calibrate models of landscape
evolution and palaeoenvironmental conditions.

Continent Listed

2702 Mersey Valley Latero-
terminal Moraine

Notable example of type. Local Listed

2707 Upper Mersey - King
William Range Terrain

Notable example of type. Continent Listed
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Reserves within 1000 metres
E: 433672 E: 440212
N: 5387197 N: 5387197

E: 433672 E: 440212
N: 5368399 N: 5368399
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Reserves within 1000 metres
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For more information about the Tasmanian Reserve Estate, please contact the Land Conservation Branch DPIPWE.

Ph: (03) 6233 2744

Fax (03) 6223 8603

Address: GPO Box 44, Hobart, Tasmania, Australia, 7000

Reserves within 1000 metres
Name Classification Status

Informal Reserve on State Forest or Forestry Tas managed land Informal Reserve

Walls of Jerusalem National Park National Park Dedicated Formal Reserve

Informal Reserve on State Forest or Forestry Tas managed land Informal Reserve

Informal Reserve on State Forest or Forestry Tas managed land Informal Reserve

Mersey White Water Forest Reserve Forest Reserve Other Formal Reserve
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Conservation Enquiry Report

Location: 437571mE, 5381022mN

Generated Monday, 6th of August 2012 - 10:48:38

Please Note:

1. Conservation Enquiry Maps & Reports are to be used for forest planning purposes only and are not 
for publication.
2. While based on the best available information, this inventory may not be comprehensive.
3. The absence of recorded sites is not evidence that such sites do not exist in this area.
4. The significance of recorded sites should be interpreted by an appropriate expert.
5. Positional accuracy generally not better than 100 metres.
6. Geoconservation sensitivity scores are ranked from 1 to 10, 1 being the most sensitive to disturbance, 
10 being the least sensitive
7. Priority communities identified on Conservation Enquiry Maps are those communities identified in 
the RFA as a priority for protection on Public Land.
8. The location of PC Management Areas can be identified via MDC or PC Managemet map 
compositions.
9. This report does not query Aboriginal data.

Threatened Fauna - 25k Mapsheet

RECORD 
TYPE SPECIES NAME

25,000 
MAPSHEET 

NUMBER

25,000 
MAPSHEET 

NAME
LOCATION SPECIAL 

COMMENTS

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Masked Owl 4439 MOLE 
CREEK

Lowland dry sclerophyll forest with old 
growth components

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Quolls (Spotted-
tailed, Eastern) 4439 MOLE 

CREEK
All wetter forest types coastal heath 
and bush-pasture interfaces

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Cave Dwelling 
Invertebrates 4439 MOLE 

CREEK
CONFIDENTIAL - Contact FPB Senior 
Zoologist

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Eastern Barred 
Bandicoot 4439 MOLE 

CREEK

Grassy woodlands native grasslands 
mosaics of pasture and ground cover 
including shrubby weeds

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Wedge-tailed 
Eagle 4439 MOLE 

CREEK
Large tracts (more than 10 ha) of 
eucalypt or mixed forest

Known localities
Cave Harvestman 
(Hickmanoxyomma 
gibbergunyar)

4439 MOLE 
CREEK

CONFIDENTIAL - Contact FPB Senior 
Zoologist

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Giant Freshwater 
Crayfish 4439 MOLE 

CREEK

North-flowing streams rivers and other 
waterbodies including lakes and Arthur 
River system below about 400 m 
altitude
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Known localities Cave 
Pseudoscorpion 4439 MOLE 

CREEK
CONFIDENTIAL - Contact FPB Senior 
Zoologist

Known localities
Cave Beetle 
(Tasmanotrechus 
cockerilli)

4439 MOLE 
CREEK

CONFIDENTIAL - Contact FPB Senior 
Zoologist

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Grey Goshawk 4439 MOLE 
CREEK

Wet eucalypt forest with 
blackwood/myrtle understorey 
blackwood swamp E. brookeriana wet 
forest melaleuca and leptospermum 
forest.

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Tasmanian Devil 
(Sarcophilus 
harrisii)

4439 MOLE 
CREEK

Potential habitat includes dry to damp 
forest, woodlands and grassy 
woodlands, coastal scrub, and riparian 
areas. 

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Quolls (Spotted-
tailed, Eastern) 4239 LIENA All wetter forest types coastal heath 

and bush-pasture interfaces

Known localities
Cave Harvestman 
(Hickmanoxyomma 
gibbergunyar)

4239 LIENA CONFIDENTIAL - Contact FPB Senior 
Zoologist

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Grey Goshawk 4238 BORRADAILE

Wet eucalypt forest with 
blackwood/myrtle understorey 
blackwood swamp E. brookeriana wet 
forest melaleuca and leptospermum 
forest.

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Wedge-tailed 
Eagle 4238 BORRADAILE Large tracts (more than 10 ha) of 

eucalypt or mixed forest

Special 
comments Not coded 4238 BORRADAILE

Surveys have been 
conducted of 
Borradaile Plains 
and associated 
grasslands for the 
presence of 
ptunarra brown 
butterfly. The 
species would 
appear to be 
absent from these 
areas and as such 
no formal 
notification is 
required for these 
grasslands. Other 
grasslands on this 
mapsheet remain 
as potential habitat 
and may require a 
specialist survey.
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Special 
comments Not coded 4239 LIENA

Surveys have been 
conducted of Emu 
Plains and 
associated 
grasslands and 
Olivers Plains and 
associated 
grasslands for the 
presence of 
ptunarra brown 
butterfly. The 
species would 
appear to be absent 
from these areas 
and as such no 
formal notification is 
required for these 
grasslands. Other 
grasslands on this 
mapsheet remain 
as potential habitat 
and may require a 
specialist survey.

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Giant Freshwater 
Crayfish 4239 LIENA

North-flowing streams rivers and other 
waterbodies including lakes and Arthur 
River system below about 400 m 
altitude

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Ptunarra Brown 
Butterfly 4239 LIENA

Native grasslands or grassy woodlands 
with tussock grass (Poa) cover of more 
than 15%

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Tasmanian Devil 
(Sarcophilus 
harrisii)

4239 LIENA

Potential habitat includes dry to damp 
forest, woodlands and grassy 
woodlands, coastal scrub, and riparian 
areas. 

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Ptunarra Brown 
Butterfly 4238 BORRADAILE

Native grasslands or grassy woodlands 
with tussock grass (Poa) cover of more 
than 15%

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Quolls (Spotted-
tailed, Eastern) 4238 BORRADAILE All wetter forest types coastal heath 

and bush-pasture interfaces

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Cave Dwelling 
Invertebrates 4239 LIENA CONFIDENTIAL - Contact FPB Senior 

Zoologist

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Giant Freshwater 
Crayfish 4238 BORRADAILE

North-flowing streams rivers and other 
waterbodies including lakes and Arthur 
River system below about 400 m 
altitude

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Grey Goshawk 4239 LIENA

Wet eucalypt forest with 
blackwood/myrtle understorey 
blackwood swamp E. brookeriana wet 
forest melaleuca and leptospermum 
forest.

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Tasmanian Devil 
(Sarcophilus 
harrisii)

4238 BORRADAILE

Potential habitat includes dry to damp 
forest, woodlands and grassy 
woodlands, coastal scrub, and riparian 
areas. 
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Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Wedge-tailed 
Eagle 4239 LIENA Large tracts (more than 10 ha) of 

eucalypt or mixed forest

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Tasmanian Devil 
(Sarcophilus 
harrisii)

4437 PILLANS 
LAKE

Potential habitat includes dry to damp 
forest, woodlands and grassy 
woodlands, coastal scrub, and riparian 
areas.

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Wedge-tailed 
Eagle 4437 PILLANS 

LAKE
Large tracts (more than 10 ha) of 
eucalypt or mixed forest

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Quolls (Spotted-
tailed, Eastern) 4437 PILLANS 

LAKE
All wetter forest types coastal heath 
and bush-pasture interfaces

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Ptunarra Brown 
Butterfly 4437 PILLANS 

LAKE

Native grasslands or grassy woodlands 
with tussock grass (Poa) cover of more 
than 15%

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Grey Goshawk 4438 LAKE 
MACKENZIE

Wet eucalypt forest with 
blackwood/myrtle understorey 
blackwood swamp E. brookeriana wet 
forest melaleuca and leptospermum 
forest.

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Giant Freshwater 
Crayfish 4438 LAKE 

MACKENZIE

North-flowing streams rivers and other 
waterbodies including lakes and Arthur 
River system below about 400 m 
altitude

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Wedge-tailed 
Eagle 4438 LAKE 

MACKENZIE
Large tracts (more than 10 ha) of 
eucalypt or mixed forest

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Quolls (Spotted-
tailed, Eastern) 4438 LAKE 

MACKENZIE
All wetter forest types coastal heath 
and bush-pasture interfaces

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Ptunarra Brown 
Butterfly 4438 LAKE 

MACKENZIE

Native grasslands or grassy woodlands 
with tussock grass (Poa) cover of more 
than 15%

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Tasmanian Devil 
(Sarcophilus 
harrisii)

4438 LAKE 
MACKENZIE

Potential habitat includes dry to damp 
forest, woodlands and grassy 
woodlands, coastal scrub, and riparian 
areas. 

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Ptunarra Brown 
Butterfly 4236 CATHEDRAL

Native grasslands or grassy woodlands 
with tussock grass (Poa) cover of more 
than 15%

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Wedge-tailed 
Eagle 4236 CATHEDRAL Large tracts (more than 10 ha) of 

eucalypt or mixed forest

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Tasmanian Devil 
(Sarcophilus 
harrisii)

4236 CATHEDRAL

Potential habitat includes dry to damp 
forest, woodlands and grassy 
woodlands, coastal scrub, and riparian 
areas. 

Page 4Conservation Enquiry Report DEV 1



Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Quolls (Spotted-
tailed, Eastern) 4236 CATHEDRAL All wetter forest types coastal heath 

and bush-pasture interfaces

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Quolls (Spotted-
tailed, Eastern) 4237 ROWALLAN All wetter forest types coastal heath 

and bush-pasture interfaces

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Tasmanian Devil 
(Sarcophilus 
harrisii)

4237 ROWALLAN

Potential habitat includes dry to damp 
forest, woodlands and grassy 
woodlands, coastal scrub, and riparian 
areas. 

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Grey Goshawk 4237 ROWALLAN

Wet eucalypt forest with 
blackwood/myrtle understorey 
blackwood swamp E. brookeriana wet 
forest melaleuca and leptospermum 
forest.

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Wedge-tailed 
Eagle 4237 ROWALLAN Large tracts (more than 10 ha) of 

eucalypt or mixed forest

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Ptunarra Brown 
Butterfly 4237 ROWALLAN

Native grasslands or grassy woodlands 
with tussock grass (Poa) cover of more 
than 15%

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Giant Freshwater 
Crayfish 4237 ROWALLAN

North-flowing streams rivers and other 
waterbodies including lakes and Arthur 
River system below about 400 m 
altitude

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Masked Owl 4237 ROWALLAN Lowland dry sclerophyll forest with old 
growth components

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Tasmanian Devil 
(Sarcophilus 
harrisii)

4436 ADA

Potential habitat includes dry to damp 
forest, woodlands and grassy 
woodlands, coastal scrub, and riparian 
areas. 

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Ptunarra Brown 
Butterfly 4436 ADA

Native grasslands or grassy woodlands 
with tussock grass (Poa) cover of more 
than 15%

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Wedge-tailed 
Eagle 4436 ADA Large tracts (more than 10 ha) of 

eucalypt or mixed forest

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Quolls (Spotted-
tailed, Eastern) 4436 ADA All wetter forest types coastal heath 

and bush-pasture interfaces

PC Management Areas
PC MANAGEMENT AREA NUMBER NAME AREA (Hectares)

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Threatened Flora
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SPECIES 
CODE SPECIES NAME EASTING NORTHING ACCURACY

LISTING 
STATUS 
STATE

LISTING 
STATUS 

NATIONAL

99-00055 Planocarpa nitida(black 
cheeseberry) 446162 5391033 100 rare

89-01484 Viola cunninghamii(alpine violet) 447053 5387706 10 rare

89-01484 Viola cunninghamii(alpine violet) 445612 5387883 100 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440938 5373238 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440942 5373268 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440939 5373342 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440941 5373372 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440953 5373416 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440988 5373429 100 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440988 5373429 100 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440948 5373659 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440932 5373661 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440951 5373756 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440937 5373775 100 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440937 5373775 100 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440930 5373830 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440886 5373860 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440857 5373907 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440928 5373918 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440846 5373925 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440900 5373981 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440891 5374014 20 rare

70-21561 Parmeliopsis hyperopta() 440315 5370125 100 rare

89-01206 Ranunculus jugosus(twinned 
buttercup) 441112 5370683 600 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440712 5372583 100 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440705 5373082 20 rare
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89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 440925 5373208 20 rare

70-02992 Parmeliopsis ambigua() 441976 5370139 1000 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 442934 5373437 20 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 443062 5373372 20 rare

02-00110 Rhytidosporum 
inconspicuum(alpine appleberry) 444362 5371083 350 endangered

89-01947 Amphibromus neesii(southern 
swampgrass) 434039 5372120 10000 rare

89-01484 Viola cunninghamii(alpine violet) 438612 5369883 100 rare

2009-00001 Eucalyptus radiata subsp. 
radiata(forth river peppermint) 428312 5390183 500 rare

2009-00001 Eucalyptus radiata subsp. 
radiata(forth river peppermint) 428162 5390583 100 rare

95-00085 Rhodanthe 
anthemoides(chamomile sunray) 440112 5390183 10000 rare

95-00054
Leucochrysum albicans subsp. 
albicans var. tricolor(grassland 
paperdaisy)

440112 5390183 10000 endangered Endangered

89-01484 Viola cunninghamii(alpine violet) 443412 5387383 100 rare

2009-00001 Eucalyptus radiata subsp. 
radiata(forth river peppermint) 435112 5390683 100 rare

89-01532 Carex capillacea(yellowleaf sedge) 435112 5387183 2500 rare

99-00104 Pomaderris phylicifolia subsp. 
phylicifolia(narrowleaf dogwood) 436112 5389483 100 rare (unofficial)

99-00104 Pomaderris phylicifolia subsp. 
phylicifolia(narrowleaf dogwood) 436362 5389433 100 rare (unofficial)

2009-00001 Eucalyptus radiata subsp. 
radiata(forth river peppermint) 427962 5387036 100 rare

89-00463 Scleranthus brockiei(mountain 
knawel) 429812 5387583 100 rare

89-00463 Scleranthus brockiei(mountain 
knawel) 437037 5383933 100 rare

2009-00001 Eucalyptus radiata subsp. 
radiata(forth river peppermint) 436090 5384485 10 rare

2009-00001 Eucalyptus radiata subsp. 
radiata(forth river peppermint) 427712 5383283 2000 rare

89-00463 Scleranthus brockiei(mountain 
knawel) 431012 5380783 100 rare

89-00306 Senecio velleioides(forest 
groundsel) 430903 5383369 10 rare

89-01484 Viola cunninghamii(alpine violet) 431512 5387183 100 rare

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 431312 5387583 100 rare

91-00938 Pseudocephalozia paludicola() 430112 5380183 5000 Vulnerable

89-00724 Hovea montana(mountain 
purplepea) 429112 5376983 100 rare

89-01532 Carex capillacea(yellowleaf sedge) 429012 5377083 100 rare

89-00463 Scleranthus brockiei(mountain 
knawel) 429012 5377083 100 rare
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89-01532 Carex capillacea(yellowleaf sedge) 430112 5377183 10000 rare

95-00430 Agrostis australiensis(southern bent) 438512 5376683 100 rare

Threatened Fauna
SPECIES 

CODE SPECIES NAME EASTING NORTHING LOCATION PRINTING NOTE

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 442395 5385981 Fisher River Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: 

70-00217 spotted-tailed quoll 443212 5380183 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 447423 5386415
Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: no sign of 
DFTD

70-00217 spotted-tailed quoll 441312 5373383 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 430903 5372615 Lake Rowallan 2 km 
NE of Mount Pillinger

Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432197 5373339 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432197 5373339 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 430816 5373402 Lake Rowallan 2 km 
NE of Mount Pillinger

Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: 

B76-00241 wedge-tailed eagle 430816 5373402

Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: Large nest 
with good form with 
no signs of new 
material

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430238 5373568 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431604 5373643 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431604 5373643 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431604 5373643 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429853 5373846 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429853 5373846 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429853 5373846 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429853 5373846 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429853 5373846 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431296 5374008 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431296 5374008 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431296 5374008 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431296 5374008 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 
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70-00213 tasmanian devil 431296 5374008 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431296 5374008 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431296 5374008 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431296 5374008 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431296 5374008 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429736 5374083 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00217 spotted-tailed quoll 441612 5369883 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 441912 5370383 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432278 5375718 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432278 5375718 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432278 5375718 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432484 5374228 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432484 5374228 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432484 5374228 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432484 5374228 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432484 5374228 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432484 5374228 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432668 5375407 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432668 5375407 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432668 5375407 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432892 5370763 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00217 spotted-tailed quoll 434612 5370283 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00217 spotted-tailed quoll 436512 5375183 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428593 5373798 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428593 5373798 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428593 5373798 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 
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70-00213 tasmanian devil 428672 5375243 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 434775 5381810 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 439129 5381916 Deception Point 2 km 
W

Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: 

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 439112 5381983 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

B76-00654 masked owl 436930 5383670 Upper Mersey River Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00217 spotted-tailed quoll 439012 5383683 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

B76-00239 grey goshawk 434412 5383983 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00217 spotted-tailed quoll 434012 5384283 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 433229 5385111 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 433229 5385111 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 434107 5385891 Arm River Camp 
1.6km N

Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: 

B76-00241 wedge-tailed eagle 434107 5385891
Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: Poor form with 
bleached sticks

70-00217 spotted-tailed quoll 435412 5386183 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431924 5382698 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431924 5382698 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431924 5382698 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431924 5382698 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432139 5382991 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432139 5382991 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 431012 5383183 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 431011 5383192 Arm River 3 km S of 
Borradaile Plains

Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: 

70-00217 spotted-tailed quoll 432212 5385383 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432195 5390299 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429032 5378688 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429032 5378688 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429032 5378688 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 
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70-00213 tasmanian devil 429032 5378688 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429032 5378688 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429334 5378693 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429334 5378693 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429040 5379099 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429040 5379099 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429218 5379491 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429218 5379491 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429218 5379491 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430386 5379610 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430386 5379610 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430386 5379610 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430386 5379610 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430386 5379610 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430386 5379610 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430386 5379610 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430386 5379610 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430155 5380108 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430155 5380108 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430155 5380108 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430155 5380108 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 430513 5378484 Maggs Mountain Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432153 5378698 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432153 5378698 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432153 5378698 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432153 5378698 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 
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70-00213 tasmanian devil 432153 5378698 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432153 5378698 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432153 5378698 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432153 5378698 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432205 5378822 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432205 5378822 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430949 5378846 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430949 5378846 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430949 5378846 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431554 5379335 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431554 5379335 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431554 5379335 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431554 5379335 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429067 5377580 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429067 5377580 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429067 5377580 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429067 5377580 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429067 5377580 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429755 5378146 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429755 5378146 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429755 5378146 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429755 5378146 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429096 5378248 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429096 5378248 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429096 5378248 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429096 5378248 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

Page 12Conservation Enquiry Report DEV 1



70-00213 tasmanian devil 429006 5376800 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429006 5376800 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429006 5376800 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429279 5376966 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429279 5376966 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429279 5376966 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429279 5376966 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429279 5376966 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429279 5376966 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429279 5376966 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432580 5376494 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432580 5376494 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00217 spotted-tailed quoll 432580 5376494 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432580 5376494 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432580 5376494 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432580 5376494 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 435772 5377693 Fish River Road - 
Lake Rowallan

Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

B76-00241 wedge-tailed eagle 433513 5379919 Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: Remnant nest 

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 433513 5379919 Walters Lookout SW Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: not in use

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 433513 5379919 Walters Lookout SW Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: 

B76-00654 masked owl 435112 5380081 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 434373 5380322 Walters Lookout Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: large chick

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 434373 5380322 Walters Lookout Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: 

B76-00241 wedge-tailed eagle 434373 5380322

Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: Nest hard to 
see but appears to 
have good form. 
Indeterminate status

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 438112 5380883 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 
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B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 438139 5380928 Deception Point 3 km 
W

Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432580 5376494 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431762 5377114 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431762 5377114 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431762 5377114 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431762 5377114 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430948 5377648 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430948 5377648 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430948 5377648 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00217 spotted-tailed quoll 432012 5377683 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431476 5378020 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431476 5378020 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431476 5378020 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431476 5378020 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

B76-00242 wedge-tailed eagle 428725 5378189 Arm River Rd Obs Type: Nest 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428999 5377028 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428999 5377028 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428999 5377028 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428999 5377028 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428999 5377028 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429006 5376800 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429006 5376800 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429006 5376800 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428752 5375186 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428752 5375186 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428752 5375186 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 
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70-00213 tasmanian devil 428905 5376294 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428905 5376294 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428905 5376294 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428905 5376294 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428905 5376294 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428905 5376294 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428905 5376294 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428905 5376294 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428908 5375998 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428908 5375998 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428908 5375998 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 428908 5375998 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430975 5376413 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430975 5376413 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 430975 5376413 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431155 5375036 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431155 5375036 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431155 5375036 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431580 5376450 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431580 5376450 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431580 5376450 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431580 5376450 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431828 5374896 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431828 5374896 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 431828 5374896 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432070 5375015 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 
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70-00213 tasmanian devil 432070 5375015 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432070 5375015 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432070 5375015 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 432278 5375718 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429060 5374329 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429060 5374329 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429060 5374329 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429060 5374329 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429060 5374329 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429060 5374329 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429060 5374329 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429187 5374593 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429187 5374593 Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429188 5374593 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429188 5374593 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429188 5374593 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429736 5374083 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

70-00213 tasmanian devil 429736 5374083 Lake Rowallan Obs Type: Sighting 
Notes: 

Phytopthora Cinnamomi
ACCESSION NO. EASTING NORTHING

3887 437411 5381783

Geoconservation Points
GIS CODE NAME EASTING NORTHING FEATURE SIZE OVERALL VUNERABILITY

MER46 Lemonthyme Creek Glacials 429000 5391700 Medium/area 5

MER38 Dublin Bog Palynological Site 437000 5381500 Large/region 5

MER36 Zion Vale Bog 443500 5370600 Medium/area 2

MER39 Fish River Alluvial Fan 434600 5375100 Large/region 5

MER35 Walls of Jerusalem Last Glacial 
Ice Window 441500 5370300 Large/region 8

MER03 February Creek Glacial 
Stratigraphic Site 428400 5374400 Small/site 7

MER53 Dublin Bog End Moraine 437000 5381300 Large/region 5
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MER56 Pillinger Bog End Moraine 427700 5371200 Small/site 5

MER60 Mersey River Overflow Channel 
Glacial Deposits 434700 5379700 Medium/area 7

MER62 Mersey Valley Latero-terminal 
Moraine 436700 5380000 Large/region 7

MER54 Fish River Rhythmite Section 436800 5374600 small/site 7

MER47 Arm River Valley Tertiary Tillite 433400 5383900 Small/site 6

MER48 Borradaile Plains Basalt Mass 
Movement Feature 429600 5387400 Small/site 8

Historical Sites
SITE ID SITE NAME SITE TYPE EASTING NORTHING ACCURACY

8114.615 Clumner shed and tram trolley Primary Industry; Timber 
Getting 436238 5384145 GPS3 (+/- 10m)

8114.31 Patons Road Hut Unknown 428212 5389283 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.96 Tree Hut 2 Unknown 431312 5387883 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.30 Gisbornes Hut Unknown 428012 5387783 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.62 Borradaile Plain 2, Hut Unknown 431412 5387483 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.61 Borradaile Plain 1, Hut Unknown 431312 5387483 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.151 Hydro Hut 1, Balmoral Infrastructure; Services; 
Electricity 444812 5387783 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.152 Hydro Hut 2, Balmoral Infrastructure; Services; 
Electricity 444312 5383583 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.18 Borradaile Plain Channel and 
Bridge

Infrastructure; Services; Water 
supply/drainage 431512 5386183 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.83 Patons Road Infrastructure; Transport; Land 
routes 442102 5375683 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.57 Arm River Bridge Infrastructure; Transport; Land 
routes 430612 5382183 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.214 Mt Brown Mine and huts Primary Industry; Mining 441792 5376683 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.55 Arm River Sawmill Primary Industry; Timber 
Getting 430112 5378183 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.77 Maggs Hill Ripper Primary Industry; Timber 
Getting 429212 5376983 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.119 Ironstone Fence 1 Primary Industry; Agriculture 445212 5382183 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.45 Hut Site Primary Industry; Agriculture 442812 5371683 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.93 Stone Pens Primary Industry; Agriculture 438612 5372983 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.211 Howells Route Primary Industry; Agriculture 437012 5374083 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.44 Lake Rowallan, Possible Hut 
Site Primary Industry; Agriculture 434212 5371583 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.148 Balmoral Chimney Primary Industry; Agriculture 447512 5387783 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)
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8114.56 Arm River Bridge/Track Primary Industry; Agriculture 431212 5383783 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.76 Lemonthyme Gate Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 429212 5385883 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.75 Howes Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 429312 5377883 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.74 Harry Andrews Hut 2 Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 430512 5379983 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.58 Arthur Howes Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 430612 5382083 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.63 Boys Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 438012 5381683 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.99 Little Fisher Valley - Hut 1 Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 445312 5376283 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.100 Little Fisher Valley - Hut 2 Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 445512 5375583 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.126 Pre - Trappers Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 438012 5373483 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.89 Scott Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 430612 5374483 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.66 Dick Miles Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 438512 5383583 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.78 Maggs Tree Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 431812 5376883 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.84 Peg Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 430912 5381483 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.79 Max Howes Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 430612 5380783 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.90 Snake Creek Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 439512 5389983 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.95 Tree Hut 1 Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 429612 5385683 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.72 Harry Andrews Hut 1 Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 429212 5385283 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.92 Snarers Hut 2 Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 433312 5385183 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.132 Solitary Mans Hut Community Services; 
Recreation 440512 5374083 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.4 Trappers Hut Community Services; 
Recreation 438012 5373783 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.144 Temple Hut Community Services; 
Recreation 442412 5369883 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.18 Little Fisher Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 444712 5376983

Of unknown 
source and 
accuracy

Historical Line Features
FEATURE ID FEATURE TYPE DESCRIPTION

379 Old track Innes / Mole Creek track. See 

Karst - Catchment
KARST AREA NO. NAME KARST CATCHMENT CONFIRMED
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NW 48 Mole Creek A Y

Karst - Category
KARST AREA NO. NAME CATEGORY CONFIRMED KLITH

NW 48 Mole Creek A Y

Giant Trees - Protected
TREE ID SPECIES CODE EASTING NORTHING VOLUME HEIGHT POPULAR NAME

There are no records for this theme within this area.
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Conservation Enquiry Report

Location: 435266mE, 5368991mN

Generated Tuesday, 15th of May 2012 - 13:46:32

Please Note:

1. Conservation Enquiry Maps & Reports are to be used for forest planning purposes only and are not 
for publication.
2. While based on the best available information, this inventory may not be comprehensive.
3. The absence of recorded sites is not evidence that such sites do not exist in this area.
4. The significance of recorded sites should be interpreted by an appropriate expert.
5. Positional accuracy generally not better than 100 metres.
6. Geoconservation sensitivity scores are ranked from 1 to 10, 1 being the most sensitive to disturbance, 
10 being the least sensitive
7. Priority communities identified on Conservation Enquiry Maps are those communities identified in 
the RFA as a priority for protection on Public Land.
8. The location of PC Management Areas can be identified via MDC or PC Managemet map 
compositions.
9. This report does not query Aboriginal data.

Threatened Fauna - 25k Mapsheet

RECORD 
TYPE SPECIES NAME

25,000 
MAPSHEET 

NUMBER

25,000 
MAPSHEET 

NAME
LOCATION SPECIAL 

COMMENTS

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Ptunarra Brown 
Butterfly 4236 CATHEDRAL

Native grasslands or grassy woodlands 
with tussock grass (Poa) cover of more 
than 15%

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Wedge-tailed 
Eagle 4236 CATHEDRAL Large tracts (more than 10 ha) of 

eucalypt or mixed forest

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Tasmanian Devil 
(Sarcophilus 
harrisii)

4236 CATHEDRAL

Potential habitat includes dry to damp 
forest, woodlands and grassy 
woodlands, coastal scrub, and riparian 
areas. 

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Quolls (Spotted-
tailed, Eastern) 4236 CATHEDRAL All wetter forest types coastal heath 

and bush-pasture interfaces

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Quolls (Spotted-
tailed, Eastern) 4237 ROWALLAN All wetter forest types coastal heath 

and bush-pasture interfaces

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Tasmanian Devil 
(Sarcophilus 
harrisii)

4237 ROWALLAN

Potential habitat includes dry to damp 
forest, woodlands and grassy 
woodlands, coastal scrub, and riparian 
areas. 

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Grey Goshawk 4237 ROWALLAN

Wet eucalypt forest with 
blackwood/myrtle understorey 
blackwood swamp E. brookeriana wet 
forest melaleuca and leptospermum 
forest.
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Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Wedge-tailed 
Eagle 4237 ROWALLAN Large tracts (more than 10 ha) of 

eucalypt or mixed forest

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Ptunarra Brown 
Butterfly 4237 ROWALLAN

Native grasslands or grassy woodlands 
with tussock grass (Poa) cover of more 
than 15%

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Giant Freshwater 
Crayfish 4237 ROWALLAN

North-flowing streams rivers and other 
waterbodies including lakes and Arthur 
River system below about 400 m 
altitude

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Masked Owl 4237 ROWALLAN Lowland dry sclerophyll forest with old 
growth components

PC Management Areas
PC MANAGEMENT AREA NUMBER NAME AREA (Hectares)

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Threatened Flora

SPECIES 
CODE SPECIES NAME EASTING NORTHING ACCURACY

LISTING 
STATUS 
STATE

LISTING 
STATUS 

NATIONAL

02-00143 Arthropodium strictum(chocolate lily) 436612 5368983 100 rare

Threatened Fauna
SPECIES 

CODE SPECIES NAME EASTING NORTHING LOCATION PRINTING NOTE

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Phytopthora Cinnamomi
ACCESSION NO. EASTING NORTHING

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Geoconservation Points
GIS CODE NAME EASTING NORTHING FEATURE SIZE OVERALL VUNERABILITY

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Historical Sites
SITE ID SITE NAME SITE TYPE EASTING NORTHING ACCURACY

8114.44 Lake Rowallan, Possible Hut 
Site Primary Industry; Agriculture 434212 5371583 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

Historical Line Features
FEATURE ID FEATURE TYPE DESCRIPTION

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Karst - Catchment
KARST AREA NO. NAME KARST CATCHMENT CONFIRMED
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There are no records for this theme within this area.

Karst - Category
KARST AREA NO. NAME CATEGORY CONFIRMED KLITH

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Giant Trees - Protected
TREE ID SPECIES CODE EASTING NORTHING VOLUME HEIGHT POPULAR NAME

There are no records for this theme within this area.
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Conservation Enquiry Report

Location: 436507mE, 5375009mN

Generated Tuesday, 15th of May 2012 - 11:30:08

Please Note:

1. Conservation Enquiry Maps & Reports are to be used for forest planning purposes only and are not 
for publication.
2. While based on the best available information, this inventory may not be comprehensive.
3. The absence of recorded sites is not evidence that such sites do not exist in this area.
4. The significance of recorded sites should be interpreted by an appropriate expert.
5. Positional accuracy generally not better than 100 metres.
6. Geoconservation sensitivity scores are ranked from 1 to 10, 1 being the most sensitive to disturbance, 
10 being the least sensitive
7. Priority communities identified on Conservation Enquiry Maps are those communities identified in 
the RFA as a priority for protection on Public Land.
8. The location of PC Management Areas can be identified via MDC or PC Managemet map 
compositions.
9. This report does not query Aboriginal data.

Threatened Fauna - 25k Mapsheet

RECORD 
TYPE SPECIES NAME

25,000 
MAPSHEET 

NUMBER

25,000 
MAPSHEET 

NAME
LOCATION SPECIAL 

COMMENTS

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Quolls (Spotted-
tailed, Eastern) 4237 ROWALLAN All wetter forest types coastal heath 

and bush-pasture interfaces

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Tasmanian Devil 
(Sarcophilus 
harrisii)

4237 ROWALLAN

Potential habitat includes dry to damp 
forest, woodlands and grassy 
woodlands, coastal scrub, and riparian 
areas. 

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Grey Goshawk 4237 ROWALLAN

Wet eucalypt forest with 
blackwood/myrtle understorey 
blackwood swamp E. brookeriana wet 
forest melaleuca and leptospermum 
forest.

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Wedge-tailed 
Eagle 4237 ROWALLAN Large tracts (more than 10 ha) of 

eucalypt or mixed forest

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Ptunarra Brown 
Butterfly 4237 ROWALLAN

Native grasslands or grassy woodlands 
with tussock grass (Poa) cover of more 
than 15%

Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Giant Freshwater 
Crayfish 4237 ROWALLAN

North-flowing streams rivers and other 
waterbodies including lakes and Arthur 
River system below about 400 m 
altitude
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Habitat which 
may contain 
threatened 
species

Masked Owl 4237 ROWALLAN Lowland dry sclerophyll forest with old 
growth components

PC Management Areas
PC MANAGEMENT AREA NUMBER NAME AREA (Hectares)

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Threatened Flora

SPECIES 
CODE SPECIES NAME EASTING NORTHING ACCURACY

LISTING 
STATUS 
STATE

LISTING 
STATUS 

NATIONAL

95-00430 Agrostis australiensis(southern bent) 438512 5376683 100 rare

Threatened Fauna
SPECIES 

CODE SPECIES NAME EASTING NORTHING LOCATION PRINTING NOTE

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Phytopthora Cinnamomi
ACCESSION NO. EASTING NORTHING

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Geoconservation Points
GIS CODE NAME EASTING NORTHING FEATURE SIZE OVERALL VUNERABILITY

MER39 Fish River Alluvial Fan 434600 5375100 Large/region 5

MER54 Fish River Rhythmite Section 436800 5374600 small/site 7

Historical Sites
SITE ID SITE NAME SITE TYPE EASTING NORTHING ACCURACY

8114.211 Howells Route Primary Industry; Agriculture 437012 5374083 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.93 Stone Pens Primary Industry; Agriculture 438612 5372983 Sketch Mapping 6 
(+/- 100m)

8114.126 Pre - Trappers Hut Primary Industry; Terrestial 
hunting 438012 5373483 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

8114.4 Trappers Hut Community Services; 
Recreation 438012 5373783 Sketch Mapping 6 

(+/- 100m)

Historical Line Features
FEATURE ID FEATURE TYPE DESCRIPTION

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Karst - Catchment
KARST AREA NO. NAME KARST CATCHMENT CONFIRMED

There are no records for this theme within this area.

Karst - Category
KARST AREA NO. NAME CATEGORY CONFIRMED KLITH
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There are no records for this theme within this area.

Giant Trees - Protected
TREE ID SPECIES CODE EASTING NORTHING VOLUME HEIGHT POPULAR NAME

There are no records for this theme within this area.
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Conservation of Freshwater Ecosystem 
Values (CFEV) Database 

Corporate Interface Report 

https://cfev.dpiw.tas.gov.au 

Data in this report should be cited as: 

CFEV database, v1.0 (2005), Conservation of Freshwater Ecosystem Values Project, 

Water Resources Division, Department of Primary Industries and Water, Tasmania 

All maps in this report should be cited as: 

Base data by CFEV, © State of Tasmania. 

Rivers, estuaries and waterbodies - base data by the LIST, © State of Tasmania. 

For interpretive information visit: 

http://www.dpiw.tas.gov.au/cfev 

The CFEV Program is an initiative of the Water Resources Division, 

Department of Primary Industries and Water. 
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1 Legend 

Karst 
 

Wetlands 
 

River Sections 
 

Waterbodies 
 

Data confidence and CFEV 

The strength of the CFEV data lies with its comprehensive coverage of the state, which allows broad scale comparisons, 
generalised summaries, and the combination of complicated data sets into readily interpreted indices. 

It should be acknowledged that CFEV data uses a variety of data sources as input and that some of these are modelled and are 
not ground-truthed. As a result care should be taken when using specific variables at specific locations. 

Disclaimer 

This web resource has been developed by the State of Tasmania to provide public access to some State, Commonwealth and 
local government information, including text, maps and various forms of data and to information obtained from non-government 
sources. 

It also provides on-line access to some government services and transactions. All of the material published on this website is 
together referred to hereafter as “the information”. 

In those circumstances, no responsibility is accepted for the accuracy, completeness, or relevance to the user’s purpose, of the 
information and those using it for whatever purpose are advised to verify it with the relevant Commonwealth or State 
government department, local government body or other source and to obtain any appropriate professional advice. 

No warranty is given that the information is free of infection by computer viruses or other contamination, nor that access to the 
website or any part of it will not suffer from interruption from time to time, without notice. 

Any links to other websites that have been included on this website are provided for your convenience only. The Crown in its 
role as manager of this website does not accept any responsibility for the accuracy, availability, or appropriateness to the user’s 

purposes, of any information or services on any other website. The Crown, its officers, employees and agents do not accept 
liability however arising, including liability for negligence, for any loss resulting from the use of or reliance upon the information 
and/or reliance on its availability at any time. 

Any results with important management implications should be supported by on-ground surveys. 
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2 River Sections : 
278000,277999,278034,278029,278004,278001,277997,277987,277996

,277985,277866,276869,276422,272632,272616,272545,272546,27252

2,272285,272194,272170 

 

Centre point - E: 438784m N: 5377280m Scale (map width): 42656m 
GDA94 Zone 55 
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2.1 Biophysical Classes 

2.1.1 Crayfish Class 

Code Description % Units Count Total Units 

C6 All first order streams (for rivers) 

and areas greater than 400 m AHD; 

Crayfish absent or naturally in low 

abundance or low probability of 

occurrence (mainland Tasmania) 

50.11% 12 12685.56 m 

C2 Astacopsis tricornis present 

(excluding first order streams) 

49.89% 9 12629.74 m 

2.1.2 Hydrological Class 

Code Description % Units Count Total Units 

H1 Streams intermediate in magnitude 

and variability of annual, monthly 

and peak flows, with a skewed 

annual flow distribution. 

100.00% 21 25315.29 m 

2.1.3 Macroinvertebrate Class 

Code Description % Units Count Total Units 

BC8f Headwater first order streams, 

depauperate form of assemblage 

C8 and located in same areas. 

Indicator taxa (EPTC groups): 

50.11% 12 12685.56 m 

BC8 Assemblage of streams in the 

central north-east (Plomley”s 

Island), and in catchments 
bordering the Tyler line both north 

of the Central Plateau (upper Forth 

and Mersey catchments) and south 

of the Central Plateau (central 

Derwent catchment). River sections 

at altitudes <800 m AHD. Indicator 

taxa (EPTC groups): 

49.89% 9 12629.74 m 

2.1.4 Macrophyte Class 

Code Description % Units Count Total Units 

M1 Low probability of macrophyte 

assemblage occurrence, 

absent/very sparse 

65.83% 16 16665.46 m 

M5B Submerged plant dominated 

assemblage; Moderate probability 

of macrophyte assemblage 

occurrence, sparse/locally patchy. 

Dominants: 

34.17% 5 8649.84 m 

2.1.5 Fish Class 

Code Description % Units Count Total Units 

F49 Extensive assemblage in river 

sections and waterbodies covering 

most of the western part of the 

state (west of Tyler corridor), 

including the southern part of King 

Island and also within a few river 

sections inland in the east. 

45.00% 7 11392.77 m 

F0 Fish absent or low probability of 

occurrence and/or at very low 

densities (note: headwater streams 

55.00% 14 13922.53 m 
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Code Description % Units Count Total Units 

for rivers). Assemblage a reduced 

form of that found immediately 

downstream. 

2.1.6 Fluvial Geomorphic River Type 

Code Description % Units Count Total Units 

G5 Headwaters in high plateaus 

(quartzite, dolerite) with/without 

glaciation; Quartzite valleys and 

gorges common; Northern relict 

surfaces decrease in occurrence 

towards east; High relief karst in 

Mersey and Leven; Finely 

dissected n. surface and coastal 

sediments in lower catchments 

100.00% 21 25315.29 m 

2.1.7 Tree Class 

Code Description % Units Count Total Units 

T27 Western highland rainforests, 

subalpine eucalypt forests and 

coniferous forest dominated by 

Athrotaxis spp. Occurs from Mt 

Weld and the Snowy Range in the 

south, through Mt Field and the 

Cradle Mt-Lake St Clair National 

Park. 

15.90% 2 4024.50 m 

T10 Rainforests and E. delegatensis 

wet eucalypt forests of north-

western Tasmania. 

69.98% 16 17715.23 m 

T11 North-western ash forests mosaics 

with rainforest and wet sclerophyll 
understoreys 

14.12% 3 3575.56 m 

2.2 Conservation Management Priority 

2.2.1 Land Tenure Security 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

High This river section lies within a 

catchment that has predominantly 

high security of land tenure. There 

are formal, regulated restrictions in 

place to ensure that the land within 

this catchment is managed to 

conserve or protect the landscape 

from potential negative impacts. 

This includes areas within formal 

reserves such as National Parks, 

Conservation Areas, State 

Reserves etc. 

2 9.52% 16.79% 4250.96 m 

Medium This river section lies within a 

catchment that has predominantly 

medium security of land tenure. 

There are some restrictions in place 

to ensure that the land within this 

catchment is managed to conserve 

or protect the landscape from 

potential negative impacts. This 

includes informal reserves and 

State forests. 

19 90.48% 83.21% 21064.33 m 
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2.2.1.1 Land tenure security composition map 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

Mixed The river section lies within a 

catchment that has mixed security 

of land tenure. Management 

restrictions may vary across the 

landscape depending on the land 

tenure. 

19 90.48% 93.82% 23749.98 m 

Medium 100% of the river section catchment 

has low moderate tenure security. 

2 9.52% 6.18% 1565.31 m 

2.2.2 CMPI2 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

M Moderate Conservation 

Management Priority (CMP). The 

river section is part of a river cluster 

for which the improvement of 

current conservation management 

is a moderate priority. This CMP 

was derived by considering both its 

Integrated Conservation Value and 

land management security (by 

tenure). 

7 33.33% 29.63% 7502.15 m 

H High Conservation Management 

Priority (CMP). The river section is 

part of a river cluster for which the 

improvement of current 

conservation management is a high 

priority. This CMP was derived by 

considering both its Integrated 

Conservation Value and land 

management security (by tenure). 

5 23.81% 27.77% 7031.06 m 

L Lower to Lowest Conservation 

Management Priority (CMP). The 

river section is part of a river cluster 
for which the improvement of 

current conservation management 

is a lower priority. This CMP was 

derived by considering both its 

Integrated Conservation Value and 

land management security (by 

tenure). 

9 42.86% 42.59% 10782.08 m 

2.2.2.1 CMPI1 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

L Lower to Lowest Conservation 

Management Priority (CMP). The 

river section is part of a river cluster 

for which the improvement of 

current conservation management 

is a lower priority. This CMP was 

derived by considering both its 

Representative Conservation Value 

and land management security (by 

tenure). 

12 57.14% 52.25% 13227.80 m 

M Moderate Conservation 

Management Priority (CMP). The 

river section is part of a river cluster 

for which the improvement of 
current conservation management 

9 42.86% 47.75% 12087.50 m 

DEV 1



Page 7 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

is a moderate priority. This CMP 

was derived by considering both its 

Representative Conservation Value 

and land management security (by 

tenure). 

2.2.3 CMPP2 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

M Moderate Conservation 

Management Priority (CMP). The 

river section is part of a river cluster 

for which the conservation 

management is a moderate priority 

when development is proposed or 

occurs. This applies in the situation 

where further development occurs 

within the catchment which may 

contribute to a change in aquatic 

ecological condition or status. This 

CMP was derived by considering 

both its Integrated Conservation 
Value and land management 

security (by tenure). 

13 61.90% 52.36% 13254.35 m 

VH Very High Conservation 

Management Priority (CMP). The 

river section is part of a river cluster 

for which the conservation 

management is a very high priority 

when development is proposed or 

occurs. This applies in the situation 

where further development occurs 

within the catchment which may 

contribute to a change in aquatic 

ecological condition or status. This 

CMP was derived by considering 

both its Integrated Conservation 

Value and land management 

security (by tenure). 

4 19.05% 20.34% 5149.05 m 

H High Conservation Management 

Priority (CMP). The river section is 

part of a river cluster for which the 

conservation management is a high 

priority when development is 

proposed or occurs. This applies in 

the situation where further 

development occurs within the 

catchment which may contribute to 
a change in aquatic ecological 

condition or status. This CMP was 

derived by considering both its 

Integrated Conservation Value and 

land management security (by 

tenure). 

4 19.05% 27.30% 6911.90 m 

2.2.3.1 CMPP1 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

M Moderate Conservation 

Management Priority (CMP). The 

river section is part of a river cluster 

for which the conservation 

16 76.19% 66.62% 16866.23 m 
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Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

management is a moderate priority 

when development is proposed or 

occurs. This applies in the situation 

where further development occurs 

within the catchment which may 

contribute to a change in aquatic 

ecological condition or status. This 

CMP was derived by considering 

both its Representative 

Conservation Value and land 

management security (by tenure). 

H High Conservation Management 

Priority (CMP). The river section is 

part of a river cluster for which the 

conservation management is a high 

priority when development is 
proposed or occurs. This applies in 

the situation where further 

development occurs within the 

catchment which may contribute to 

a change in aquatic ecological 

condition or status. This CMP was 

derived by considering both its 

Representative Conservation Value 

and land management security (by 

tenure). 

5 23.81% 33.38% 8449.07 m 

2.3 Conservation Value 

2.3.1 ICV 

Code Description Count 

M Moderate Integrated Conservation Value (ICV). ICV 

integrates the Representative Conservation Value with 

known Special Values (eg. threatened and priority species 

and communities, and priority sites). 

8 

H High Integrated Conservation Value (ICV). ICV integrates the 

Representative Conservation Value with known Special 

Values (eg. threatened and priority species and communities, 

and priority sites). 

5 

L Lower to lowest Integrated Conservation Value (ICV). ICV 

integrates the Representative Conservation Value with 

known Special Values (eg. threatened and priority species 

and communities, and priority sites). 

8 

2.3.1.1 Special Values 

Name Scientific Name Status Type 

Platypus Ornithorynchus 

anatinus 

Non-outstanding Phylogenetically 

Distinct Fauna 

Species 

Highland Poa 

grassland 

 Non-outstanding Priority Flora 

Communities 

Eucalyptus rodwayi 

forest 

 Outstanding Threatened Flora 

Communities 

2.3.2 NR class 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

B2 B2 class of Representativeness 

and Naturalness. This river section 

is within the second group of sites 

4 19.05% 24.29% 6148.87 m 
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Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

selected for rivers and is in 

moderate condition. Selection is 

based on representativeness, rarity 

of classification units and 

naturalness score. 

B3 B3 class of Representativeness 

and Naturalness. This river section 

is within the second group of sites 

selected for rivers and is in poor 

condition. Selection is based on 

representativeness, rarity of 

classification units and naturalness 

score. 

2 9.52% 11.94% 3022.09 m 

C1 C1 class of Representativeness 

and Naturalness. This river section 

is within the last group of sites 

selected for rivers and is in 

excellent condition. Selection is 
based on representativeness, rarity 

of classification units and 

naturalness score. 

8 38.10% 30.05% 7606.48 m 

C2 C2 class of Representativeness 

and Naturalness. This river section 

is within the last group of sites 

selected for rivers and is in 

moderate condition. Selection is 

based on representativeness, rarity 

of classification units and 

naturalness score. 

3 14.29% 11.28% 2855.06 m 

B1 B1 class of Representativeness 

and Naturalness. This river section 

is within the second group of sites 

selected for rivers and is in near 

natural condition. Selection is 

based on representativeness, rarity 

of classification units and 

naturalness score. 

4 19.05% 22.45% 5682.80 m 

2.3.3 RCV 

Code Description Count 

C C class Representative Conservation Value (RCV). This river 

section is within the last group of sites selected for rivers. 

Selection is based on representativeness, rarity of 

classification units and naturalness. 

11 

B B class Representative Conservation Value (RCV). This river 

section is within the second group of sites selected for rivers. 

Selection is based on representativeness, rarity of 

classification units and naturalness. 

10 

2.3.3.1 Important biophysical class 

Code Description % Units Count Total Units 

T10 Rainforests and E. delegatensis 
wet eucalypt forests of north-

western Tasmania. 

62.76% 15 15886.64 m 

BC8f Headwater first order streams, 

depauperate form of assemblage 

C8 and located in same areas. 

Indicator taxa (EPTC groups): 

7.22% 1 1828.59 m 

T11 North-western ash forests mosaics 14.12% 3 3575.56 m 
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Code Description % Units Count Total Units 

with rainforest and wet sclerophyll 

understoreys 

G5 Headwaters in high plateaus 

(quartzite, dolerite) with/without 

glaciation; Quartzite valleys and 

gorges common; Northern relict 

surfaces decrease in occurrence 

towards east; High relief karst in 

Mersey and Leven; Finely 

dissected n. surface and coastal 

sediments in lower catchments 

15.90% 2 4024.50 m 

2.4 Location 

2.4.1 Easting 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

439437.83 m 434992.53 m 436972.78 m 21 

2.4.2 Mapsheet 

Description Count 

ROWALLAN 9 

BORRADAILE 11 

CATHEDRAL 1 

2.4.3 Northing 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

5385740.41 m 5369145.91 m 5378447.73 m 21 

2.5 Name 

Description Count 

Dublin Creek 4 

Little Fisher River 1 

Fisher River 1 

Stretcher Creek 1 

Juno Creek 1 

Fish River 1 

2.6 Naturalness 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

Low River section severely altered from 

natural condition. 

2 9.52% 11.94% 3022.09 m 

High River section in near-natural 

condition. 

12 57.14% 52.50% 13289.28 m 

Medium River section significantly altered 

from natural condition. 

7 33.33% 35.57% 9003.93 m 

2.6.1 Biological Condition Score 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

4 Near natural biological condition for 

the river section. 

12 57.14% 50.11% 12685.56 m 

3 Significantly impaired biological 

condition for the river section. 

8 38.10% 42.49% 10756.47 m 

1 Extremely impaired biological 

condition for the river section. 

1 4.76% 7.40% 1873.27 m 

2.6.1.1 Exotic Fish Condition 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

DEV 1



Page 11 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

0 Exotic fish present and abundant; 

proportion of biomass as native fish 

approx. 0. 

9 42.86% 49.89% 12629.74 m 

1 Exotic fish absent or very low 

probability of occurrence. 

12 57.14% 50.11% 12685.56 m 

2.6.1.2 Macroinvertebrate Condition 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

2 Reduced total density and severely 

altered assemblage composition of 

benthic macroinvertebrates for the 

river section. 

1 4.76% 7.40% 1873.27 m 

5 Natural total density levels and 

natural assemblage composition of 

benthic macroinvertebrates for the 

river section. 

20 95.24% 92.60% 23442.02 m 

2.6.1.2.1 River Abstraction Index 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

5 Small to no decreases in long-term 

mean annual volume of flow, and 

moderate decreases in summer 

baseflows in rural areas due to net 

abstraction (removal out of the 

channel) of water. 

20 95.24% 92.60% 23442.02 m 

8 Large to major decreases in long-

term mean annual flow volume, and 

extreme decreases in summer 

baseflows in rural areas due to net 

abstraction (removal out of the 

channel) of water. 

1 4.76% 7.40% 1873.27 m 

2.6.1.2.2 Flow Variability Index 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

4 The degree of change in flow 

regime variability as a result of 

human flow manipulation 

(associated with large storages) is 

zero or very low; no major dam or 

structure present). 

21 100.00% 100.00% 25315.29 m 

2.6.1.2.3 Macroinvertebrate Observed/Expected 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

1 AUSRIVAS O/E ranked index falls 

within the A impairment band, O/E 

rank range approx. 0.8 to 1.3, with 

mean of approx. 1.0; Equivalent to 

natural; No impact on presence or 

relative abundance of approx. 

dominant families. 

5 23.81% 33.06% 8369.11 m 

0.8 AUSRIVAS O/E ranked index falls 

within the AB impairment band 

region, O/E rank range approx. 0.6 

to 1.0, with mean of approx. 0.8; 

Close to natural or moderately 

impaired; Minimal to some impact 

on presence or relative abundance 

of approx. dominant families. 

16 76.19% 66.94% 16946.18 m 

2.6.1.3 Fish Condition 
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Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

-9 Native fish absent or low probability 

of occurrence 

14 66.67% 55.00% 13922.53 m 

0 Intense impact of large dams, 

changes in flow regime, or acid 

drainage on native fish populations 

6 28.57% 40.03% 10134.53 m 

1 No impact of large dams, changes 

in flow regime, or acid drainage on 

native fish populations 

1 4.76% 4.97% 1258.23 m 

2.6.1.4 Accumulated Native Riparian Vegetation 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

1.00 0.77 0.97 21 

2.6.1.4.1 Native Riparian Vegetation 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

3 Moderate to high proportional area 
of native vegetation occurring within 

the riparian zone (50m width strip 

each side of the river section) (20 - 

80% of total riparian buffer zone as 

native vegetation) 

1 4.76% 2.59% 654.51 m 

4 Very to extremely high proportional 

area of native vegetation occurring 

within the riparian zone (50m width 

strip each side of river section) 

(>80% of total riparian buffer zone 

as native vegetation) 

20 95.24% 97.41% 24660.79 m 

2.6.1.4.2 Willows 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

1 Dense willow infestations (Salix sp.) 

absent within the riparian zone, 

willows sparse or absent. 

21 100.00% 100.00% 25315.29 m 

2.6.1.5 Platypus Condition 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

0.5 Platypus population in moderate to 

poor condition; In known Mucor 

infestation area (in 2004); Riparian 
vegetation mostly or entirely native. 

21 100.00% 100.00% 25315.29 m 

2.6.2 Geomorphic Condition Score 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

3 High geomorphic condition score 

for the river section. 

17 80.95% 78.08% 19767.08 m 

2 Medium geomorphic condition 

score for the river section. 

4 19.05% 21.92% 5548.22 m 

2.6.2.1 Flow change 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

5 Minimal to no change to flow 

regime for the river section. 

20 95.24% 92.60% 23442.02 m 

3 Moderate change to flow regime for 

the river section. 

1 4.76% 7.40% 1873.27 m 

2.6.2.1.1 River Abstraction Index 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

5 Small to no decreases in long-term 

mean annual volume of flow, and 

moderate decreases in summer 

20 95.24% 92.60% 23442.02 m 

DEV 1
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Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

baseflows in rural areas due to net 

abstraction (removal out of the 

channel) of water. 

8 Large to major decreases in long-

term mean annual flow volume, and 

extreme decreases in summer 

baseflows in rural areas due to net 

abstraction (removal out of the 

channel) of water. 

1 4.76% 7.40% 1873.27 m 

2.6.2.1.2 Flow Variability Index 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

4 The degree of change in flow 

regime variability as a result of 

human flow manipulation 
(associated with large storages) is 

zero or very low; no major dam or 

structure present). 

21 100.00% 100.00% 25315.29 m 

2.6.2.1.3 Regulation Index 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

1 The amount of regulation of the 

natural flow regime due to 

cumulative effect of water storage 

upstream is low. Geomorphic and 

biological impacts weak or absent. 

21 100.00% 100.00% 25315.29 m 

2.6.2.2 Geomorphic responsiveness 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

0 Responsiveness of channel form to 

anthropogenic changes in flow 

and/or sediment regime is low (eg. 

a bedrock controlled system). 

21 100.00% 100.00% 25315.29 m 

2.6.2.3 Sediment capture 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

3 Low to very low proportion of fluvial 

sediment captured (stored) in dams 

upstream of river section. 

21 100.00% 100.00% 25315.29 m 

2.6.2.4 Sediment Input 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

1 Very large anthropogenic change to 

sediment input for the river section. 

2 9.52% 7.12% 1803.32 m 

3 Moderate anthropogenic change to 

sediment input for the river section. 

3 14.29% 14.23% 3601.37 m 

5 Minimal to no anthropogenic 

change to sediment input for the 

river section. 

5 23.81% 33.06% 8369.11 m 

4 Small anthropogenic change to 

sediment input for the river section. 

11 52.38% 45.59% 11541.49 m 

2.6.2.4.1 Catchment Disturbance 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

4 Low level of catchment disturbance 

affecting stream channel and 

sediments; some disturbance 

affecting stream channel and 

sediments with the catchment 

subject to selective clearance 

7 33.33% 32.08% 8121.68 m 
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Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

and/or rough grazing. 

3 Moderate level of catchment 

disturbance affecting stream 

channel and sediments; catchment 

partially cleared and/or used 

intensively, such as agriculture and 

forest clearance. 

6 28.57% 20.63% 5223.14 m 

5 Minimal level of catchment 

disturbance affecting stream 

channel and sediments; minimal or 

no clearance and/or disturbance. 

5 23.81% 33.06% 8369.11 m 

2 High level of catchment disturbance 

affecting stream channel and 

sediments; catchment heavily 

cleared and/or used intensively, 

such as agriculture and urban 

areas. 

3 14.29% 14.23% 3601.37 m 

2.6.2.4.2 Mining Sedimentation 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

1 Absence of major long-term and/or 

historical mining sedimentation 

deposits in channel. 

21 100.00% 100.00% 25315.29 m 

2.6.2.4.2.1 River Acid Drainage 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

0 Significant acid drainage absent 21 100.00% 100.00% 25315.29 m 

2.6.2.4.3 Urbanisation 

Code Description Count % Count % Units Total Units 

1 Local channel impacts from 

urbanisation absent or limited. 

Fluvial geomorphological impacts 

absent or not significant. 

19 90.48% 92.88% 23511.97 m 

0 Local channel impacts from 

urbanisation present, and 

significant. Fluvial 

geomorphological impacts 

significant. 

2 9.52% 7.12% 1803.32 m 

2.7 Topographic Variables 

2.7.1 Accumulated Mean Annual Runoff 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

73175.37 ML/year 220.82 ML/year 14639.24 ML/year 21 

2.7.2 Accumulated Mean Annual Runoff - pre-European 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

183853.21 ML/year 220.82 ML/year 21074.00 ML/year 21 

2.7.3 Accumulated Catchment Area 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

51815658.64 m² 167637.86 m² 10832240.66 m² 21 

2.7.4 Accumulated Length 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

31702.79 m 646.32 m 12003.76 m 21 

2.7.5 Local Catchment Area 
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Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

4593691.25 m² 167637.86 m² 1110210.76 m² 21 

2.7.6 Elevation Max 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

909.00 m AHD 491.00 m AHD 654.24 m AHD 21 

2.7.7 Elevation Min 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

592.00 m AHD 438.00 m AHD 515.71 m AHD 21 

2.7.8 Length 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

2766.26 m 521.12 m 1205.49 m 21 

2.7.9 Mean Annual Runoff 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

5615.04 ML/year 213.34 ML/year 1391.31 ML/year 21 

2.7.10 Strahler stream order 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

5.00 1.00 2.05 21 

2.7.11 Slope 

Maximum Minimum Mean Count 

0.301526 rise/run 0.010210 rise/run 0.113289 rise/run 21 
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G7 Generation - Power line plant species list 

Botanical nomenclature follows A Census of the Vascular Plants of Tasmania Baker and Duretto (2011); common 

nomenclature follows Wapstra et al. (2005). 

i = introduced/naturalised; e = endemic to Tasmania 

 

DICOTYLEDONAE 

 

 ARALIACEAE 

 Hydrocotyle sibthorpioides shining pennywort + 

 ASTERACEAE 

e Bedfordia linearis subsp. linearis slender blanketleaf + 

e Bedfordia salicina tasmanian blanketleaf + 

 Cassinia aculeata subsp. aculeata common dollybush + 

i  Cirsium arvense var. arvense creeping thistle + 

 Coronidium scorpioides curling everlasting + 

 Cotula alpina alpine buttons + 

 Euchiton collinus common cottonleaf + 

i  Hypochaeris glabra smooth catsear + 

i  Hypochaeris radicata rough catsear + 

 Lagenophora stipitata blue bottledaisy + 

 Olearia argophylla musk daisybush + 

 Olearia lirata forest daisybush + 

 Olearia myrsinoides silky daisybush + 

 Olearia phlogopappa dusty daisybush + 

 Olearia viscosa viscid daisybush + 

e Ozothamnus antennaria sticky everlastingbush  + 

 Senecio biserratus jagged fireweed + 

 Senecio linearifolius var. linearifolius common fireweed groundsel + 

 Senecio minimus shrubby fireweed + 

 ATHEROSPERMATACEAE 

 Atherosperma moschatum subsp. moschatum sassafras + 

 CUNONIACEAE 

 Bauera rubioides wiry bauera + 

 ERICACEAE 

 Acrothamnus montanus snow beardheath + 

 Acrotriche serrulata ants delight + 

e Cyathodes glauca purple cheeseberry + 

 Epacris gunnii coral heath + 

e Leptecophylla juniperina subsp. parvifolia mountain pinkberry + 

 Monotoca glauca goldey wood + 

 FABACEAE 

 Acacia dealbata subsp. dealbata silver wattle + 

 Acacia melanoxylon blackwood + 

 Daviesia latifolia hop bitterpea + 

 Pultenaea juniperina prickly beauty + 

 LAMIACEAE 

 Ajuga australis australian bugle + 

 Prostanthera lasianthos var. lasianthos christmas mintbush + 

 MYRTACEAE 

e Eucalyptus amygdalina black peppermint + 

 Eucalyptus dalrympleana subsp. dalrympleana mountain white gum + 

e Eucalyptus delegatensis subsp. tasmaniensis gumtopped stringybark + 
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 Eucalyptus obliqua stringybark + 

e Eucalyptus rodwayi  swamp peppermint + 

 Leptospermum lanigerum woolly teatree + 

 Melaleuca pallida yellow bottlebrush + 

e Melaleuca virens prickly bottlebrush + 

 NOTHOFAGACEAE 

 Nothofagus cunninghamii myrtle beech + 

 OLEACEAE 

 Notelaea ligustrina native olive + 

 PITTOSPORACEAE 

 Billardiera macrantha highland appleberry + 

 Pittosporum bicolor cheesewood + 

 PLANTAGINACEAE 

 Veronica calycina hairy speedwell + 

 PROTEACEAE 

 Banksia marginata silver banksia + 

 Hakea lissosperma mountain needlebush + 

e Lomatia tinctoria guitarplant + 

 Persoonia juniperina prickly geebung + 

e Telopea truncata tasmanian waratah + 

 RANUNCULACEAE 

 Clematis aristata mountain clematis + 

 Ranunculus lappaceus woodland buttercup + 

 RHAMNACEAE 

 Pomaderris apetala subsp. apetala common dogwood + 

 ROSACEAE 

 Acaena novae-zelandiae common buzzy + 

 RUBIACEAE 

 Coprosma hirtella coffeeberry + 

 Coprosma quadrifida native currant + 

 Galium australe tangled bedstraw + 

 RUTACEAE 

e Nematolepis squamea subsp. retusa blunt satinwood + 

 Zieria arborescens subsp. arborescens stinkwood + 

 STYLIDIACEAE 

 Stylidium graminifolium narrowleaf triggerplant + 

 THYMELAEACEAE 

 Pimelea drupacea cherry riceflower + 

 VIOLACEAE 

 Viola hederacea subsp. hederacea ivyleaf violet + 

 WINTERACEAE 

 Tasmannia lanceolata mountain pepper + 

 

GYMNOSPERMAE 

 

 PODOCARPACEAE 

e Phyllocladus aspleniifolius celerytop pine + 

 

MONOCOTYLEDONAE 

 

 CYPERACEAE 

t  Carex appressa var. virgata longleaf tall sedge + 

 Gahnia grandis cutting grass + 
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 Lepidosperma elatius tall swordsedge + 

 Lepidosperma laterale variable swordsedge + 

 Uncinia tenella delicate hooksedge + 

 HEMEROCALLIDACEAE 

 Dianella tasmanica forest flaxlily + 

 IRIDACEAE 

 Diplarrena moraea white flag-iris + 

 JUNCACEAE 

 Juncus bassianus forest rush + 

 Juncus pallidus pale rush + 

 LAXMANNIACEAE 

 Lomandra longifolia sagg + 

 LUZURIAGACEAE 

 Drymophila cyanocarpa turquoise berry + 

 ORCHIDACEAE 

 Pterostylis melagramma blackstripe greenhood + 

 POACEAE 

 Australopyrum pectinatum prickly wheatgrass + 

 Poa gunnii gunns snowgrass + 

 Poa labillardierei var. labillardierei silver tussockgrass + 

 

PTERIDOPHYTA 

 

 ASPLENIACEAE 

 Asplenium flabellifolium necklace fern + 

 BLECHNACEAE 

 Blechnum minus soft waterfern + 

 Blechnum nudum fishbone waterfern + 

 DENNSTAEDTIACEAE 

 Histiopteris incisa batswing fern + 

 Pteridium esculentum bracken + 

 DICKSONIACEAE 

 Dicksonia antarctica soft treefern + 

 DRYOPTERIDACEAE 

 Polystichum proliferum mother shieldfern + 

 Rumohra adiantiformis leathery shieldfern + 

 GRAMMITIDACEAE 

 Grammitis billardierei common fingerfern + 

 HYMENOPHYLLACEAE 

 Hymenophyllum flabellatum shiny filmyfern + 

 Hymenophyllum rarum narrow filmyfern + 

 POLYPODIACEAE 

 Microsorum pustulatum subsp. pustulatum kangaroo fern + 
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The coordinate falls within the following threatened species ranges

Common

name

Scientific Name range

class

Habitat Description Web

Map

tussock

skink

Pseudemoia

pagenstecheri

Potential

Range

Potential habitat for the Tussock Skink is grassland and grassy woodland (including rough pasture with paddock

trees), generally with a greater than 20% cover of native grass species, especially where medium to tall tussocks are

present.

Web

map

grey

goshawk

Accipiter

novaehollandiae

Core

Range

Potential habitat for the Grey Goshawk is native forest with mature elements below 600 m altitude, particularly along

watercourses. In terms of using mapping layers, potential habitat is considered to be all areas with at least 20%

mature eucalypt crown cover (PI-type mature density class 'a', 'b', or 'c'). Significant habitat is areas of wet forest and

rainforest with a closed mature canopy, low stem density, open understorey in close proximity to a freshwater body

(i.e. stream, river, lake, swamp, etc.). In the northwest of the State, significant habitat is mature blackwood,

Leptospermum or Melaleuca forest that are in close proximity to a freshwater body (e.g. stream, swamp, etc). For

mapping purposes, significant habitat in the northwest of the State is areas of the following TasVeg classes that are

within 100 m of a freshwater source: Acacia melanoxylon swamp forest (NAF), Acacia melanoxylon forest on rises

(NAR), Leptospermum scoparium-Acacia mucronata forest (NAL), Leptospermum forest (NLE), Leptospermum

lanigerum-Melaleuca squarrosa swamp forest (NLM), Melaleuca ericifolia swamp forest (NME) that have had little or

no known disturbance in the last 20 years. FPA's Fauna Technical Note 12 can also be used as a guide in the

identification of Grey Goshawk habitat.

Web

map

tasmanian

devil

Sarcophilus

harrisii

heavily

diseased

Potential habitat for the Tasmanian Devil is all terrestrial native habitats, forestry plantations and pasture. Devils

require shelter (e.g. dense vegetation, hollow logs, burrows or caves) and hunting habitat (open understorey mixed

with patches of dense vegetation) within their home range (4-27 km2). Potential maternal denning habitat is areas of

burrowable, well-drained soil or sheltered overhangs such as cliffs, rocky outcrops, knolls, caves and earth banks,

free from risk of inundation and with at least one entrance through which a devil could pass. Significant potential

maternal denning habitat is a patch of potential maternal denning habitat where three or more entrances (large

enough for a devil to pass through) may be found within 100 m of one another, and where no other potential maternal

denning habitat with three or more entrances may be found within a 1 km radius, being the approximate area of the

smallest recorded devil home range (Pemberton 1990). Heavily diseased areas have been identified within the

potential range from monitoring results. See Technical Note for more information.

Web

map

white-

bellied

sea-eagle

Haliaeetus

leucogaster

Potential

Range

Potential habitat for the White-Bellied Sea-eagle species comprises potential nesting habitat and potential foraging

habitat. Potential foraging habitat is any large waterbody (including sea coasts, estuaries, wide rivers, lakes,

impoundments and even large farm dams) supporting prey items (fish). Potential nesting habitat is tall eucalypt trees

in large tracts (usually more than 10 ha) of eucalypt or mixed forest within 5 km of the coast (nearest coast including

shores, bays, inlets and peninsulas), large rivers (Class 1), lakes or complexes of large farm dams. Scattered trees

along river banks or pasture land may also be used. Significant habitat for the White-bellied Sea-eagle is all potential

habitat (forest and non-forest) within 500 m or 1 km line-of-sight of known nest sites (where nest tree still present).

[see Part I of the BVD, and Fauna Technical Note 1 for more information]

Web

map

wedge-

tailed

eagle

Aquila audax

subsp. fleayi

Potential

Range

Potential habitat for the Wedge-tailed Eagle comprises potential nesting habitat and potential foraging habitat.

Potential foraging habitat is a wide variety of forest (including areas subject to native forest silviculture) and non-forest

habitats. Potential nesting habitat is tall eucalypt trees in large tracts (usually more than 10 ha) of eucalypt or mixed

forest. Nest trees are usually amongst the largest in a locality. They are generally in sheltered positions on leeward

slopes, between the lower and mid sections of a slope and with the top of the tree usually lower than the ground level

of the top of the ridge, although in some parts of the State topographic shelter is not always a significant factor (e.g.

parts of the northwest and Central Highlands). Significant habitat for the Wedge-tailed Eagle is all potential habitat

(forest and non-forest) within 500 m or 1 km line-of-sight of known nest sites (where the nest tree is still present).

[see Part I of the BVD, Fauna Technical Note 1 and nesting habitat model (e.g. State Forest Eagle Potential Nesting

layer) for more information]

Web

map

masked

owl

Tyto

novaehollandiae

Core

Range

Potential habitat for the Masked Owl is all areas with trees with large hollows ('15 cm entrance diameter). In terms of

using mapping layers, potential habitat is considered to be all areas with at least 20% mature eucalypt crown cover

(PI-type mature density class 'a', 'b', or 'c'). Significant habitat for the Masked Owl includes native forest areas with

trees with large hollows ('15 cm entrance diameter) that are mostly mature with no or little regrowth component. In

terms of using mapping layers, significant habitat is considered to be all areas with at least 20% mature eucalypt

crown cover (PI-type mature density class 'a', 'b', or 'c') that is classified as mature (Growth Stage class 'M').

Web

map

spotted-

tailed

quoll

Dasyurus

maculatus

Potential

Range

Potential habitat for the Spotted-tailed Quoll is coastal scrub, riparian areas, rainforest, wet forest, damp forest, dry

forest and blackwood swamp forest (mature and regrowth), particularly where structurally complex and steep rocky

areas are present, and includes remnant patches in cleared agricultural land.(see Technical Note for more

information)

Web

map

N.V.A. threatened fauna records within 5 km

Common Name Scientific Name Easting Northing Distance (m)Accuracy (m)Observation TypeObserved StateNVA Observation ID

masked owl Tyto novaehollandiae 435112 5380081 2820 1000 Sighting Present 359157

wedge-tailed eagle Aquila audax 434373 5380322 3279 10 Nest Present 1263454

wedge-tailed eagle Aquila audax subsp. fleayi 434373 5380322 3279 10 Nest Present 1257187

wedge-tailed eagle Aquila audax subsp. fleayi 434373 5380322 3279 10 Nest Present 1257186

wedge-tailed eagle Aquila audax subsp. fleayi 433513 5379919 3393 100 Nest Absent 1257188

wedge-tailed eagle Aquila audax subsp. fleayi 433513 5379919 3393 100 Nest Absent 1257189

wedge-tailed eagle Aquila audax 433513 5379919 3393 100 Nest Present 1263455

wedge-tailed eagle Aquila audax subsp. fleayi 438139 5380928 4354 100 Nest Present 1255679
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Fish River Rapids 

 

AQUATIC FLORA AND 

FAUNA ASSESSMENT 

 

Fish River, Hydro Power project 
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Aquatic Flora and Fauna Assessment September 30, 2013 
 

 pg. 1 Riverbed between Weir and Tail Race               Downstream of Station 

1. Introduction 

 Water from the Fish River will be captured by a weir and then passed through a 700mm dia 

pipeline to the hydro power station, 900m downstream.  This assessment of the impacts of the 

proposed development, focuses on the impacted footprint between the river weir and the 

hydro power station, drawing no TF-Fish1-Footprint 002 with co-ordinates in closed.  

2. Threatened species and species of high conservation significance 

A review of the listed aquatic invertebrate and fish species, from the NVA database showed no 

threatened, or high conservation significance vertebrate or invertebrate in the project impacted 

river footprint.  There is a possibility that the dragonfly (Archipetalia /Auriculata) occurs in the 

Fish River and its catchment area.  This species can often be observed at small waterfalls, 

cascades and damp forest floor close to the river.  The dragonfly is not a listed species (TSP act 

1995), but the species is considered to be of high conservation significance due to the limited 

studies carried out on it.  No dragonfly species were observed during inspection of the river.  

Due to the weir under flow, that secures the continuous environmental river flow, little change 

to habitat at the waterfalls or cascades are expected and no significant impact on the dragonfly 

is expected. 

3. Aquatic habitat survey 

The aquatic habitat survey confirms that the impacted area is located within a gorge geomorphic 

setting, with small inflows between the weir and power station.  This suggests that geomorphic 

processes influencing aquatic habitat were acting similar to a steep headwater stream scenario with 

little habitat potential.  The minimum flow (ERF) through the impacted area will be +-200 liters/sec, 

which is secured through the weir underflow and which is equal to the minimum flow of the river during 

the dry season.  The habitat assessment showed that habitat suitable for aquatic fauna were poor at all 

three samples sites along the river.  The low concentration of habitat was attributed to few substrate 

and micro habitant flows, as well as river formations consisting of bedrock and boulder banks.  

Overhead vegetation cover provides shading of the river channel and some leaf litter to the channel act 

as a food source for the biota, woody debris were not abundant on inspection.  No habitat types that 

are specific to the stretch between the weir and power station were found, similar habitat types were 

found downstream of the power station. The CFEV database evaluation indicates:- 

• No triggers on the assessment of the Fish river site or sub catchment area. 

• No significant freshwater eco system was found on inspection in the project footprint. 
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Aquatic Flora and Fauna Assessment September 30, 2013 
 

 pg. 2 

 

    

 

4. Water quality survey 

 

Water quality in the river was broadly constant with the ANZECC guidelines.  No default risk 

values were trigger.  The pH measured was 4.9 and the dissolved oxygen was 108% sat., which is 

at the upper end of the guidelines, the dissolved oxygen level is mainly due to the high 

turbulence of the river.  The CMPP threshold will not be impacted on by this project, as the 

hydro power station is a non-consumptive water operation, all water is returned 

uncontaminated and at the same temperature of the river. 

 

5. Aquatic environment    

 5.1 Weir in-stream works 

The river flow is seasonal, the rainy season produces flush flows of +2,5mᶾ/sec, and 

during the dry season the river flow reduces to +- 0,2mᶾ per sec.  The weir is only 1,2m 

high and once the area upstream of the weir is filled in with sediment, gravel and small 

rocks, the impact of sediment in the impacted area will return to normal during flood 

conditions and minimum low.  It is noted that the river have stop flow completely during 

recent dry season.  Changes in the riparian vegetations is expected due to the reduction 

of the wetted perimeter between the weir and the power station, however, given time 

to adjust vegetation will re-colonize and adopt itself, drawing no 016 in closed. 

 

6. River impact assessment 

The proposed development will cause changes in the river flow regime.  These changes will be of 

low significance on the impacted area between the weir and the power station exhaust. The 

impacted area assessed to be ecological sustainable. 

 

 

 

 

CONSULTANT 

J. BUTLER   BEnvScMarineBiol. 
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Mersey Forest Road, Lake Rowallen, Tasmania
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Total Sheet
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Owner Description

Approved By
Dr. Eric E Clack Fish Station 1

Vegetation To be Cleared

Pipeline 4385 m²

Access Track 440 m²

Power Station Yard 625 m²

Tail Race 40 m²

Total

5490 mĮ

Actual Foot Print Area

Pipeline 650 m²

Access Track 440 m²

Power Station Yard 625 m²

Tail Race 40 m²

Total

1755 mĮ
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Mersey Forest Road, Lake Rowallen, TasmaniaProject Address: Reference 1
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Dwg Nr.

Owner Description

No. 2 Added drwaing Nr 005 - Vegetation Clearing Plan and changed inlet/outlet Dwg 26/08/2013

Approved By
EECDsc.

Designed By Drawn By
Fish Station 1

NOTE:
1. All Steel work to AS4100 and all welds designed to AS1554
2. Solvent Epoxy Coating three coats of
3. 20MPa / 75 slump Concrete Pads
4. 25MPa / 50 Slump Concrete Slab
5.Concrete Sleepers to comply with AS 3600
6. All Bolts and fitting supplied by manufacturer  threaded
fasteners Galvanized in accordance with AS 1214

Foundation Detail

Note:
• The River bed and banks at the Hydro discharge point

consist of big solid rock in the river bed and banks
• Discharge of exhaust water from the Turbine will flow at

0.5 m³/sec which is less than the normal river flow speed
and will mitigate erosion risks.
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1. SUMMARY: 
 
This Bushfire Hazard Management Plan
construction of a new mini hydro electricity generation plant at Fish River, Mersey Forest 
Road, Liena. The development
the areas of bushfire prone vegetation
 
This report identifies the protective features
design and construction works t
solutions are as defined in Part E1 Bushfire 
Planning Scheme 2013. 
 
The development has been assessed as being 
Hazardous Uses, Bushfire Prone Areas Code, Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 201
provided earth fault protection is installed and a minimum 5 metre clearance is provided from 
overhead power cabling and any surrounding bushfire prone vegetation
the automated generation plant buildings and infrequent occupation for maintenance, 
insufficient risk is identified u
Development Standards in Bu
standards for bushfire protection.
 
The effectiveness of the measures and recommendations detailed in this repo
on their implementation and maintenance for the life of the development or until the site 
characteristics that this assessment has been measured from alter from those identified. No 
liability can be accepted for actions by lot owners, Counc
compromise the effectiveness of this report.
 
This report has been prepared by Nick Creese, principal of Lark & Creese surveyors. Nick is 
a registered surveyor in Tasmania and is accredited by the Tasmania Fire Service to 
bushfire hazard management plans.
 
Site survey was carried out on 
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Hazard Management Plan has been prepared to support the design and
mini hydro electricity generation plant at Fish River, Mersey Forest 
opment has been deemed to be bushfire prone due to its proximity to 

bushfire prone vegetation surrounding the site. 

protective features and controls that must be incorporated into the 
construction works to ensure compliance with the standards. Fire management 

Part E1 Bushfire Prone Areas Code, Meander Valley Interim 

has been assessed as being compliant with the provisions of
fire Prone Areas Code, Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 201

provided earth fault protection is installed and a minimum 5 metre clearance is provided from 
overhead power cabling and any surrounding bushfire prone vegetation. Due to the nature of 

automated generation plant buildings and infrequent occupation for maintenance, 
under E1.6.3, New Habitable Buildings on pre
ushfire Prone Areas Code to warrant specific construction 

standards for bushfire protection. 

The effectiveness of the measures and recommendations detailed in this repo
on their implementation and maintenance for the life of the development or until the site 
characteristics that this assessment has been measured from alter from those identified. No 
liability can be accepted for actions by lot owners, Council or governmental agencies which 
compromise the effectiveness of this report. 

This report has been prepared by Nick Creese, principal of Lark & Creese surveyors. Nick is 
a registered surveyor in Tasmania and is accredited by the Tasmania Fire Service to 
bushfire hazard management plans. 

n 26th November 2014. 
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the design and 
mini hydro electricity generation plant at Fish River, Mersey Forest 

has been deemed to be bushfire prone due to its proximity to 

be incorporated into the 
Fire management 

, Meander Valley Interim 

compliant with the provisions of Part E1.5.2, 
fire Prone Areas Code, Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013 

provided earth fault protection is installed and a minimum 5 metre clearance is provided from 
Due to the nature of 

automated generation plant buildings and infrequent occupation for maintenance, 
e-existing lots,  

to warrant specific construction 

The effectiveness of the measures and recommendations detailed in this report is dependent 
on their implementation and maintenance for the life of the development or until the site 
characteristics that this assessment has been measured from alter from those identified. No 

il or governmental agencies which 

This report has been prepared by Nick Creese, principal of Lark & Creese surveyors. Nick is 
a registered surveyor in Tasmania and is accredited by the Tasmania Fire Service to prepare 
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2. LOCATION: 
 
Property Address:   Fish River, Mersey Forest Road, Liena
 
Title Owner:  The CROWN
 
Title Reference:  Crown Land
 
Title Area:   - 
 
PID No.   2530822
 
Municipal Area:  Meander Valley

IMAGE
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Fish River, Mersey Forest Road, Liena 

The CROWN 

Crown Land 

2530822 

Meander Valley 
 

 
IMAGE 1: Site Location (Source The LIST) 
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3. SITE DESCRIPTION: 
 
The site is located off Mersey Forest Road, approximately 
dam, Liena and 40 km south west of Mole Creek
approximately 570 m AHD with grades falling to the west in the order of 1:6 (10°).
 
The site and the surrounding areas within the assessment area are
eucalypt forest. The Fish River borders the site to
and the access road (unnamed) to the Walls of Jerusalem walking track to the south. 
 
The overhead cable route from the power generation site to the main power supply grid 
traverses existing roads and easement are
and forest. 
 
Reticulated water supply is un
reliant on on-site water storage
 
Planning controls are administered by 
Interim Planning Scheme 2013

IMAGE 2: Aerial image of 
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The site is located off Mersey Forest Road, approximately 5 km south of the Lake Rowallan
40 km south west of Mole Creek. The development is at an elevation of 

approximately 570 m AHD with grades falling to the west in the order of 1:6 (10°).

and the surrounding areas within the assessment area are vegetated with native 
ver borders the site to the north, Mersey Forest Road to the west 

and the access road (unnamed) to the Walls of Jerusalem walking track to the south. 

The overhead cable route from the power generation site to the main power supply grid 
traverses existing roads and easement areas and is surrounded by native eucalypt woodland 

unavailable to the site with any future water supply requirements 
site water storage. 

Planning controls are administered by the Meander Valley Council under the 
2013. The site is zoned Rural Resource.  

IMAGE 2: Aerial image of power generation site and environs.
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5 km south of the Lake Rowallan 
evelopment is at an elevation of 

approximately 570 m AHD with grades falling to the west in the order of 1:6 (10°). 

vegetated with native 
the north, Mersey Forest Road to the west 

and the access road (unnamed) to the Walls of Jerusalem walking track to the south.  

The overhead cable route from the power generation site to the main power supply grid 
as and is surrounded by native eucalypt woodland 

water supply requirements 

under the Meander Valley 

site and environs. 
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4. PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT:
 
A new mini hydro electricity generation plant is proposed for the site with assoc
intake and outlet piping from Fish River, and overhead power cabling providing electricity 
feed to The Fisher Power Station approximately 13km to the north east.
 
The generation plant is to be constructed within a 25 metre by 25 metre fenced co
and is to include a modular steel power station house and ablution/office building, and gravel 
access and parking area. Intake and outlet pipelines are to be steel on concrete footings.
 
Overhead power cabling is to be suspended on locally sourced t
possible adjacent to the Mersey Forest Road and Dublin Road, joining the existing power line 
wayleave easement near the Little Fisher River. 
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PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT: 

A new mini hydro electricity generation plant is proposed for the site with assoc
intake and outlet piping from Fish River, and overhead power cabling providing electricity 
feed to The Fisher Power Station approximately 13km to the north east. 

The generation plant is to be constructed within a 25 metre by 25 metre fenced co
and is to include a modular steel power station house and ablution/office building, and gravel 
access and parking area. Intake and outlet pipelines are to be steel on concrete footings.

Overhead power cabling is to be suspended on locally sourced treated timber poles where 
possible adjacent to the Mersey Forest Road and Dublin Road, joining the existing power line 
wayleave easement near the Little Fisher River.  

 

IMAGE 3: Site Plan 
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A new mini hydro electricity generation plant is proposed for the site with associated water 
intake and outlet piping from Fish River, and overhead power cabling providing electricity 

The generation plant is to be constructed within a 25 metre by 25 metre fenced compound 
and is to include a modular steel power station house and ablution/office building, and gravel 
access and parking area. Intake and outlet pipelines are to be steel on concrete footings. 

reated timber poles where 
possible adjacent to the Mersey Forest Road and Dublin Road, joining the existing power line 
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IMAGE 4: Proposed Cable Route 
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IMAGE 5: 
 
 

IMAGE
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: Looking north towards power generation site

MAGE 6: Typical view along cable route. 
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power generation site 
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5. BUSHFIRE ASSESSMENT:

Bushfire Risk Assessment against provisions of relevant Planning Scheme:
 
Part E.1, Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013 requires a bushfire 
to be carried out on development as defined under that Part. E1.5.2 (Hazardous Use)
E2 identifies a Utility as a use subject to the provisions of this part, provided that use involves 
dangerous substances.  
 
A dangerous substance is defined as:
 
"a substance that has the potential to cause harm to persons, property, or the environment, 
because of one or more of the following; 
-  the chemical properties of the substance; 
-  the physical properties of the substance; 
-  the biological properties of the substance." (Part E1.3.1, 
Scheme 2013). 
 
In addition, the power generation plant has been classified by Council as a Class 8 structure 
(building for production of goods or produce) and is to be assessed un
Habitable Buildings on pre-existing lots).
 
The proponent of the development has advised that no fuels or hazardous material are to be 
stored on site during normal operations with no fuel powered generation plant, or chemicals 
required for its day to day operation. 
general maintenance on a monthly,
term of the maintenance (typically one day) and removed once maintenance has co
 
The main structures are constructed of steel frames, steel clad structures with 
flammable materials and are not deemed to be at risk from bushfire attack, nor are they 
deemed to be an ignition risk through a lack of ignition sources withi
 
The proponent has advised that the main generation facilities are to be fully automated, not 
requiring on-site personnel for day to day operation. Infrequent visits by maintenance 
personnel will be required monthly or 3 monthly for inspe
necessary, with annual major maintenance works. Site visits are generally expected to take 
less than one day, with occasional two day maintenance works. No overnight accommodation 
is provided on site with personnel 
 
The electricity transmission cable from the site to the Fisher Power Station will extend 
overhead along the edge of the Mersey Forest Road (approximately 3 km), the Dublin Road 
(approximately 8 km) and the exi
Power Station to Fisher Power Station (approximately 2 km). In the terms of Part E1.3.1, the 
cabling is deemed to be a hazardous substance and create
risk through ignition from cabling to surrounding bushfire prone vegetation.
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HFIRE ASSESSMENT: 
 

Bushfire Risk Assessment against provisions of relevant Planning Scheme:

Part E.1, Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013 requires a bushfire 
to be carried out on development as defined under that Part. E1.5.2 (Hazardous Use)
E2 identifies a Utility as a use subject to the provisions of this part, provided that use involves 

defined as: 

potential to cause harm to persons, property, or the environment, 
because of one or more of the following;  

the chemical properties of the substance;  
the physical properties of the substance;  

properties of the substance." (Part E1.3.1, Meander Valley Interim Planning 

In addition, the power generation plant has been classified by Council as a Class 8 structure 
(building for production of goods or produce) and is to be assessed under Part E1.6.3 (New 

existing lots). 

The proponent of the development has advised that no fuels or hazardous material are to be 
stored on site during normal operations with no fuel powered generation plant, or chemicals 

for its day to day operation. Any supplies or hazardous materials required for 
eneral maintenance on a monthly, quarterly or yearly basis will transported to the site for the 

term of the maintenance (typically one day) and removed once maintenance has co

The main structures are constructed of steel frames, steel clad structures with 
flammable materials and are not deemed to be at risk from bushfire attack, nor are they 

through a lack of ignition sources within the structures

The proponent has advised that the main generation facilities are to be fully automated, not 
site personnel for day to day operation. Infrequent visits by maintenance 

personnel will be required monthly or 3 monthly for inspection and maintenance as 
necessary, with annual major maintenance works. Site visits are generally expected to take 
less than one day, with occasional two day maintenance works. No overnight accommodation 

rovided on site with personnel housed in nearby commercial accommodation if necessary.

The electricity transmission cable from the site to the Fisher Power Station will extend 
overhead along the edge of the Mersey Forest Road (approximately 3 km), the Dublin Road 
(approximately 8 km) and the existing transmission line easement extending from Rowallan 
Power Station to Fisher Power Station (approximately 2 km). In the terms of Part E1.3.1, the 
cabling is deemed to be a hazardous substance and creates an increased potential for bushfire 

ignition from cabling to surrounding bushfire prone vegetation.
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Bushfire Risk Assessment against provisions of relevant Planning Scheme: 

Part E.1, Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013 requires a bushfire risk assessment 
to be carried out on development as defined under that Part. E1.5.2 (Hazardous Use). Table 
E2 identifies a Utility as a use subject to the provisions of this part, provided that use involves 

potential to cause harm to persons, property, or the environment, 

Meander Valley Interim Planning 

In addition, the power generation plant has been classified by Council as a Class 8 structure 
der Part E1.6.3 (New 

The proponent of the development has advised that no fuels or hazardous material are to be 
stored on site during normal operations with no fuel powered generation plant, or chemicals 

Any supplies or hazardous materials required for 
quarterly or yearly basis will transported to the site for the 

term of the maintenance (typically one day) and removed once maintenance has completed. 

The main structures are constructed of steel frames, steel clad structures with minimal 
flammable materials and are not deemed to be at risk from bushfire attack, nor are they 

n the structures. 

The proponent has advised that the main generation facilities are to be fully automated, not 
site personnel for day to day operation. Infrequent visits by maintenance 

ction and maintenance as 
necessary, with annual major maintenance works. Site visits are generally expected to take 
less than one day, with occasional two day maintenance works. No overnight accommodation 

nearby commercial accommodation if necessary. 

The electricity transmission cable from the site to the Fisher Power Station will extend 
overhead along the edge of the Mersey Forest Road (approximately 3 km), the Dublin Road 

sting transmission line easement extending from Rowallan 
Power Station to Fisher Power Station (approximately 2 km). In the terms of Part E1.3.1, the 

an increased potential for bushfire 
ignition from cabling to surrounding bushfire prone vegetation. 
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In order to mitigate this risk, the proponent will carry out vegetation clearing for a distance of 
5 metres each side of the proposed cable route. Due to the location of the cable adjacent t
roads and the existing transmission line easement, it is anticipated that this will only be 
required to one side of the cable route.
earth fault protection system which will de
experienced through severing by fallen trees, branches or other means, degradation of cable 
insulation through wear and tear, 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

IMAGE 7: Typical vegetation surrounding power ge
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

IMAGE 8: Typical vegetation along cable route (Woodland/Forest)
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In order to mitigate this risk, the proponent will carry out vegetation clearing for a distance of 
5 metres each side of the proposed cable route. Due to the location of the cable adjacent t
roads and the existing transmission line easement, it is anticipated that this will only be 
required to one side of the cable route. In addition, the cabling system is to be fitted with an 
earth fault protection system which will de-energise the cabling should a short circuit be 

severing by fallen trees, branches or other means, degradation of cable 
insulation through wear and tear, lightning strike or malicious acts. 

IMAGE 7: Typical vegetation surrounding power generation site (Forest)

IMAGE 8: Typical vegetation along cable route (Woodland/Forest)
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In order to mitigate this risk, the proponent will carry out vegetation clearing for a distance of 
5 metres each side of the proposed cable route. Due to the location of the cable adjacent to 
roads and the existing transmission line easement, it is anticipated that this will only be 

In addition, the cabling system is to be fitted with an 
should a short circuit be 

severing by fallen trees, branches or other means, degradation of cable 

neration site (Forest) 

IMAGE 8: Typical vegetation along cable route (Woodland/Forest) 
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6. COMPLIANCE: 
 
Part E1, Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013
 
Compliance assessment is made against the provisions of 
Planning Scheme 2013 Bushfire
 
- E1.5.2.1, Standards for Hazardous Use:
 
 Performance Criteria P1 
 
 The location of the utility site has been chosen due to its proximity to water supply for 
 hydro electrical power generation, road access for construction and maintenance, and 
 to existing power generation facilities. 
 
 Acceptable Solution A2 
 
 Due to the minimal bushfire risk associated with the generation plant and associated 
 structures, and the imple
 metre clearance from cabling to surrounding bushfire prone vegetation, the exposure 
 of the bushfire prone vegetation to the potential bushfire risk associated with the 
 cabling, and the ignition 
 
- E1.6.3.1, Provision of Hazar
 
 Acceptable Solution A1 
 

 Due to the nature of the power generation plant and 
personnel, insufficient 
provision of hazard management
 

- E1.6.3.2, Private Access 
 
 Acceptable Solution A1 
 

 Due to the nature of the power generation plant and 
personnel, insufficient 
measures for private ac
 

- E1.6.3.2, Provision of water 
 
 Acceptable Solution A1 
 

 Due to the nature of the power generation plant and 
personnel, insufficient 
water supply measures
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Part E1, Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013 

ssessment is made against the provisions of Table E, Meander Valley In
Bushfire-Prone Areas Code in the following manner:

Standards for Hazardous Use: 

Performance Criteria P1 -  

The location of the utility site has been chosen due to its proximity to water supply for 
al power generation, road access for construction and maintenance, and 

to existing power generation facilities.  

Acceptable Solution A2 -  

Due to the minimal bushfire risk associated with the generation plant and associated 
structures, and the implementation of earth fault protection systems, and minimum 5 
metre clearance from cabling to surrounding bushfire prone vegetation, the exposure 
of the bushfire prone vegetation to the potential bushfire risk associated with the 
cabling, and the ignition potential from the cabling is minimised. 

rd Management Areas 

Acceptable Solution A1 -  

Due to the nature of the power generation plant and infrequent site 
 increased risk from bushfire is identified to warrant

management areas. 

Acceptable Solution A1 -  

Due to the nature of the power generation plant and infrequent site 
 increased risk from bushfire is identified to warrant
ccess. 

 supply for fire fighting purposes 

Acceptable Solution A1 -  

Due to the nature of the power generation plant and infrequent site 
 increased risk from bushfire is identified to warrant
s. 
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Table E, Meander Valley Interim 
Prone Areas Code in the following manner: 

The location of the utility site has been chosen due to its proximity to water supply for 
al power generation, road access for construction and maintenance, and 

Due to the minimal bushfire risk associated with the generation plant and associated 
mentation of earth fault protection systems, and minimum 5 

metre clearance from cabling to surrounding bushfire prone vegetation, the exposure 
of the bushfire prone vegetation to the potential bushfire risk associated with the 

 visits by 
warrant the 

 visits by 
warrant specific 

 visits by 
warrant specific 
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7. CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS:
 
This Bushfire Risk Assessment 
new mini hydro electricity generating plant
report has reviewed the bushfire risks associated with the site, 
management strategies that must be carried out to ensure the development on the site is at 
reduced risk from bushfire attack
implemented, any potential bushfire risk to the site is 
 
The implementation of earth fault protection on overhead cabling, and the clearance of 
vegetation for a minimum 5 metres of the cabling will minimise the bushfire risk associated 
with the overhead power supp
nature of the power generation
identified to warrant specific bushfire protection measures.
 
Although not mandatory, any increase in 
protection from bushfire and this should be considered by the owner, designer and/or builder 
prior to construction commencing.
 
This report does not recommend or 
adjoining the site for the purpose of 
local authority. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

N M Creese 
Accredited Bushfire Management Practition
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ONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS: 

e Risk Assessment has been prepared to support design and construction of a 
mini hydro electricity generating plant at Fish River, Mersey Forest Road, Liena

report has reviewed the bushfire risks associated with the site, and determined the fire 
anagement strategies that must be carried out to ensure the development on the site is at 

attack. Provided the elements detailed in this report 
any potential bushfire risk to the site is reduced. 

ion of earth fault protection on overhead cabling, and the clearance of 
vegetation for a minimum 5 metres of the cabling will minimise the bushfire risk associated 

ply cabling from the generation plant. Due to t
n plant, insufficient increased risk from bushf

rant specific bushfire protection measures. 

ny increase in construction standards will afford imp
protection from bushfire and this should be considered by the owner, designer and/or builder 
prior to construction commencing. 

recommend or endorse the removal of any vegetation within, or 
adjoining the site for the purpose of bushfire protection without the explicit approval of the 

Management Practitioner BFP-118 
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design and construction of a 
at Fish River, Mersey Forest Road, Liena. The 

and determined the fire 
anagement strategies that must be carried out to ensure the development on the site is at 

detailed in this report are 

ion of earth fault protection on overhead cabling, and the clearance of 
vegetation for a minimum 5 metres of the cabling will minimise the bushfire risk associated 

the automated 
fire attack is 

construction standards will afford improved 
protection from bushfire and this should be considered by the owner, designer and/or builder 

vegetation within, or 
bushfire protection without the explicit approval of the 
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8. REFERENCES: 
 

 Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013
 

 The LIST - Department of Primary Industry Parks Water & Environment
 
 Google Earth 
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Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013. 

Department of Primary Industry Parks Water & Environment
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Department of Primary Industry Parks Water & Environment. 
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Approved Form of a Bushfire Hazard Management Plan 

 
Chief Officer’s requirements for a Bushfire Hazard Management Plan for compliance or exemption 

Version: 1 Issue Date: 7 February 2014 

Purpose To provide an approved form for a Bushfire Hazard Management Plan in 
accordance with: 
 
Section 60A of the Fire Service Act 1979 - 
 
bushfire hazard management plan means a plan showing means of protection 
from bushfires in a form approved in writing by the Chief Officer. 
 
Section 3 Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 
 
bushfire hazard management plan means a plan showing means of 
protection from bushfires in a form approved in writing by the Chief Officer; 
 
Chief Officer means the person appointed as Chief Officer under section 10 of 
the Fire Service Act 1979; 
 

Declaration  A Bushfire Hazard Management Plan (BHMP) is in a form approved by the 

Chief Officer if: 

1. The BHMP is consistent with a Bushfire Report that has been prepared 

taking into consideration such of the matters identified in Schedule 1 as 

are applicable to the purpose of the BHMP; and 

 
2. The BHMP contains a map, plan or schedule identifying the specific 

measures required to provide a tolerable level of risk from bushfire for 

the purpose or activity described in the BHMP having regard to the 

considerations in Schedule 2; and 

 

3. The BHMP is consistent with all applicable Bushfire Hazard 
Management Advisory Notes issued by the Chief Officer. 

  

 
Mike Brown  AFSM 

Chief Officer 
Tasmania Fire Service 
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Schedule 1 - Bushfire Report 

A Bushfire Report is an investigation and assessment of bushfire risk to establish the level of bushfire 

threat, vulnerability, options for mitigation measures, and the residual risk if such measures are applied on 

the land for the purpose or activity described in the assessment.   

A Bushfire Report must include: 

a) A description of the characteristics of the land and of adjacent land;  

b) A description of the use or development that may be threatened by a bushfire on the site or on 

adjacent land; and 

c) Whether the use or development on the site is likely to cause or contribute to the occurrence or 

intensification of bushfire on the site or on adjacent land; and 

d) Whether the use or development on the site, and any associated use or development, can achieve 

and maintain a tolerable level of residual  risk for the occupants and assets on the site and on 

adjacent land having regard for – 

i. The nature, intensity and duration of the use; 

ii. The type, form and duration of any development; 

iii. A Bushfire Attack Level assessment to define the exposure to a use or development; and 

iv. The nature of any bushfire hazard mitigation measures required on the site and/or on adjacent 

land. 
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Schedule 2 - Bushfire Hazard Management Plan  

A BHMP is a document containing a map, plan or specification and must:- 
 
a) Identify the site to which the BHMP applies by address, Property Identifier (PID), and reference to a 

Certificate of Title under the Land Titles Act 1980; 

b) Identify the certifying Bushfire Hazard Practitioner, Accreditation Number, and Scope of 
Accreditation. 

c) Identify the proposed activity to which the BHMP applies by reference to any plans, specifications or 
other documents that are applicable for the purpose of describing the proposed use or development; 

d) Indicate the bushfire hazard management and protection measures required to be implemented by 
the Bushfire Report;  

e) If intended to be applied for the purpose of satisfying a regulatory requirement, identify the 
regulation by its statutory citation and indicate the applicable provisions for which the BHMP applies; 
and   

f) Have, as a schedule, the Bushfire Report that details specific bushfire hazard management and 
bushfire mitigation measures required to achieve a tolerable level of residual risk for the proposed 
activity and any building or development on the site, including: 

i) Measures to achieve compliance with any mandatory land use planning requirement in a 
planning process required under the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 (Attachment 
1);  

ii) Measures to achieve compliance with any mandatory outcome for a building or work 
undertaken in accordance with the Building Act 2000 and the Building Regulations 2004 
(Form 55). 
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Attachment 1:  Certificate of Compliance to the Bushfire-prone Area Code under Planning 

Directive No 5 

  

Code E1 – Bushfire-prone Areas Code 
 
Certificate under s51(2)(d) Land Use Planning and Approvals 

Act 1993 
 

Office Use 
 
Date Received  
 
Permit Application No 
 
PID 

  

 
 

1. Land to which certificate applies1  

Name of planning scheme or instrument:…………………………………………………………..(The Scheme) 

 
Use or Development Site  
 
Street Address 
 
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 

Certificate of Title / PID 
 
 
 
 
 

Land that is not the Use or Development Site relied upon for bushfire hazard 
management or protection 
 
Street Address 
 
……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 
 
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 

Certificate of Title / PID 
 

 

2. Proposed Use or Development (provide a description in the space 
below)  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 Vulnerable Use 

 Hazardous Use  

 Subdivision 

 New Habitable Building on a lot on a plan of subdivision approved in accordance with Bushfire-prone Areas Code.  

 New habitable on a lot on a pre-existing plan of subdivision ) 

 Extension to an existing habitable building 

 Habitable Building for a Vulnerable Use 

  

                                                           
1 If the certificate relates to bushfire management or protection measures that rely on land that is not in the same lot as the site for the use or development described, 
the details of all of the applicable land must be provided. 
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3. Documents relied upon2  
 

 Document or certificate description: 
 Description of Use or Development

3
 (Proposal or Land Use Permit Application) 

 

Documents, Plans and/or Specifications 
 
Title: 
 
Author: 
 
Date:                                                                                        
 
 

 Bushfire Report
4
   

 

Title: 
 
Author: 
 
Date:                                                                                        
 
 

 Bushfire Hazard Management Plan
5
 

Title: 
 
Author: 
 
Date:                                                                                        
 

 Other documents 

Title: 
 
Author: 
 
Date:                                                                                        
 

                                                           
2
 List each document that is provided or relied upon to describe the use or development, or to assess and manage risk from bushfire, including its title, author, date, and 

version.  
 
3
 Identify the use or development to which the certificate applies by reference to the documents, plans, and specifications to be provided with the permit application to 

describe the form and location of the proposed use or development.  For habitable buildings, a reference to a nominated plan indicating location within the site and the 
form of development is required.   
 
4
 If there is more than one Bushfire Report, each document must be identified by reference to its title, author, date and version. 

 
5 If there is more than one Bushfire Hazard Management Plan, each document must be identified by reference to its title, author, date and version 
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4. Nature of Certificate6  
 

 Applicable Standard Assessment 
Criteria 

Compliance Test: 
Certificate of 
Insufficient Increase 
in Risk 

Compliance Test: 
Certified Bushfire Hazard 
Management Plan 

Reference to applicable 
Bushfire Risk Assessment or 
Bushfire Hazard Management 
Plan

7
 

      

 E1.4 – Use or development exempt from this code  

 E1.4.  
(identify which exemption applies) 

 No specific measures 
required because the use 
or development is 
consistent with the 
objective for each of the 
applicable standards 
identified in this 
Certificate 

 Not Applicable   

        

 E1.5.1 - Vulnerable Use  

 E1.5.1.1 – location on bushfire-prone land 
 

A2 Not Applicable  Tolerable level of risk and provision 
for evacuation  

  

        

 E1.5.2 - Hazardous Use  

 E1.5.2.1 – location on bushfire-prone land A2  Not Applicable  Tolerable level of risk from 
exposure to dangerous substances, 
ignition potential, and contribution 
to intensify fire 

  

         

 E1.6.1 - Subdivision  

 E1.6.1.1 - Hazard Management 
Area    

A1  No specific measure for 
hazard management 

 Provision for hazard management 
areas in accordance with BAL 19 
Table 2.4.4 AS3959 

  

 E1.6.1.2 - Public Access    A1 No specific public access 
measure for fire fighting 

 Layout of roads and access is 
consistent with objective 

  

 E1.6.1.3 - Water Supply    A1 
Reticulated 
water 

No specific water supply 
for fight fighting  

 Not Applicable   

                                                           
6 The certificate must indicate by placing a  in the corresponding  for each applicable standard and the corresponding compliance test within each standard that is relied upon to demonstrate compliance to Code E1  

 
7 Identify the Bushfire Risk Assessment report or Bushfire Hazard Management Plan that is relied upon to satisfy the compliance test 

DEV 1

Boss
Typewriter
x

Boss
Typewriter



  7 

supply 

  A2 
Non-
reticulated 
water 
supply 

No specific water supply 
measure for fight fighting 

 Water supply is consistent with 
objective 

  

         

 E1.6.2 - Habitable Building on lot on a plan of subdivision approved in accordance with Code  

 E1.6.2.1 - Hazard Management Area    A1 
 

No specific measure for 
hazard management 

 Provision for hazard management 
areas in accordance with BAL 19 
Table 2.4.4 AS3959 and managed 
consistent with objective 

  

 E1.6.2.2 – Private Access    A1  No specific private access 
for fire fighting 

 Private access is consistent with 
objective 
 

  

  A2 Not Applicable  Private access to  static water 
supply is consistent with objective 

  

 E1.6.2.3 - Water Supply    A1 No specific water supply 
measure for fight fighting 

 Water supply is consistent with 
objective 

  

        

 E1.6.3 - Habitable Building (pre-existing lot)  

 E1.6.3.1 - Hazard Management Area    A1 No specific measure for 
hazard management 

 Provision for hazard management is 
consistent with objective; or 
 

 
 

 

Provision for hazard management 
areas in accordance with BAL 29 
Table 2.4.4 AS3959 and managed 
consistent with objective 

 
 

 

 E1.6.3.2 - Private Access    A1 No specific private access 
measure for fire fighting 

 Private access is consistent with 
objective 
 

  

  A2 Not applicable  Private access to  static water 
supply is consistent with objective 

  

 E1.6.3.3 - Water Supply    A1 No specific water supply 
measure for fight fighting 

 Water supply is consistent with 
objective 
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 E1.6.4 - Extension to Habitable Building  

 E1.6.4.1 – hazard management A1  No specific hazard 
management measure 

 Provision for hazard management 
is consistent with objective; or 
 

 
 

 

Provision for hazard management 
areas in accordance with BAL 12.5 
Table 2.4.4 AS3959 and managed 
consistent with objective 

 
 

 

        

 E1.6.5 – Habitable Building for Vulnerable Use     

 E1.6.5.1 – hazard management A1 No specific measure for 
hazard management 

 Bushfire hazard management 
consistent with objective; or 
 
Provision for hazard management 
areas in accordance with BAL 12.5 
Table 2.4.4 AS3959 and managed 
consistent with objective 

  

 

DEV 1



  9 

 

5. Bushfire Hazard Practitioner – Accredited Person  
 

Name  
Phone 

No:  
 

Address: 
 
 

Fax No:  

 

    
Email 
address:  

 
 

Fire Service Act 1979 
Accreditation No: BFP- 

                  
Scope:  

 
 

6. Certification  
 
 
I,                                                                                                 certify that in accordance with the authority given 
under the  Part 4A of the Fire Service Act 1979 – 
 

 
The use or development described in this certificate is exempt from application of Code E1 – 
Bushfire-Prone Areas in accordance with Clause E1.4(a) because there is an insufficient 
increase in risk to warrant specific measures for bushfire hazard management and/or 
bushfire protection in order to be consistent with the objective for all of the applicable 
standards identified in Section 4 of this Certificate 

 

  
 

 
or 
 

 

 
There is an insufficient increase in risk to warrant specific measures for bushfire hazard 
management and/or bushfire protection in order for the use or development described to be 
consistent with the objective for each of the applicable standards identified in Section 4 of 
this Certificate. 

 

 
 

 
and/or 
 

 

 
The Bushfire Hazard Management Plan/s identified in Section 4 of this certificate is/are in 
accordance with the Chief Officer’s requirements and can deliver an outcome for the use or 
development described that is consistent with the objective and the relevant compliance test 
for each of the applicable standards identified in Section 4 of this Certificate  

 

 
 

 
 
Signed 
 
 
 
Date 
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DEV 2 MULTI-UNIT DWELLINGS (27 UNITS) – 10 JARDINE 

CRESCENT AND 26 LAS VEGAS DRIVE, PROSPECT 

VALE 
 

1) Introduction        

 

This report considers application PA\14\0049 for the construction of 27 multi-unit 

dwellings over two titles. 24 units will be located on CT166322/1 at 10 Jardine 

Crescent and 3 units will be located on CT:35288/86 at 26 Las Vegas Drive.  

 

2) Background        

 

Applicant 

 

Vos Nominees Pty Ltd 

 

Planning Controls   

 

The subject land is controlled by the Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 

2013 (referred to this report as the ‘Scheme’). 

 

Use & Development 

 

The application proposes the development of multiple dwellings. 3 units will be 

located at 26 Las Vegas Road. 24 units will be located at 10 Jardine Crescent.  

 

Access to the Las Vegas Drive title will be taken from the existing access, while 

the two existing accesses on Jardine Crescent will be relocated and widened. 

 

Units 1-6 and 22-27 (see Figure 1 below) will comprise 2 story dwellings 

containing 2 bedrooms. Units 7-12 are single story units, with three bedrooms. 

Units 13-21 will be single story units with 2 bedrooms. While Units 15-17 at 26 

Las Vegas Drive will be detached dwellings, the units on 10 Jardine Crescent are 

arranged in conjoined pairs, sharing a central wall.   

 

The existing dwelling and outbuildings on the site have been approved for 

demolition under a previous Planning Permit (PA\14\0049) and the majority  have 

been removed in accordance with this permit.  
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Figure 1: Proposed site plan.  

 

Site & Surrounds 

 

The subject titles are located within the urban area of Prospect Vale, immediately 

west of the Prospect Vale Market Place. The land to the north, east and west is 

used for residential purposes and contains a mix of single and multiple dwellings. 

The land to the east is zoned General Business. The land is within walking 

distance of a major service centre (Prospect Vale Market Place) and recreational 

facilities (Las Vegas Park Reserve and Prospect Vale Park).  

 

The subject land includes two titles. 26 Las Vegas Drive was formerly used for a 

residential purpose; however the dwelling has recently been demolished. Access 

to this title is from Las Vegas Drive. The land has an area of 1002m2 and is 

relatively flat. 

 

10 Jardine Crescent has similarly been used for residential purposes with the 

dwelling, vegetation and a number of outbuildings recently removed from the 

site. The site currently has two accesses onto Jardine Crescent.  The land has an 

area of 8014m2 and the topography is relatively flat. 
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The demolition of the existing buildings on the site has commenced in 

accordance with the Planning Permit (PA/14/0049). This permit also includes the 

development of 23 townhouses on the site.  

 

 
Photo 1: Aerial photo, showing the subject titles and surrounding land. 

Note: a number of buildings have been demolished (Source: The LIST).  

   

(CT:35288/86 
 

(CT:166322/1) 
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Photo 2: 26 Las Vegas Drive, Prospect Vale, looking north.  

 

Photo 3: 26 Las Vegas Drive, Prospect Vale, looking north. 
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Statutory Timeframes  

 

Valid application:  10 April 2015 

Request for further information: 30 April 2015 

Information received: 15 May 2015 

Advertised: 23 May 2015 

Closing date for representations: 9 June 2015 

Extension of time granted: 21 May 2015 

Extension of time expires: 15 July 2015 

Decision Due: 14 July 2015 

  

3) Strategic/Annual Plan Conformance 

 

Council has a target under the Annual Plan to assess applications for 

discretionary uses within statutory timeframes.     

 

4) Policy Implications      

 

Not Applicable 

 

5) Statutory Requirements      

 

Council must process and determine the application in accordance with the Land 

Use Planning Approval Act 1993 (LUPAA) and its Planning Scheme. The 

application is made in accordance with Section 57 of LUPAA. 

 

6) Risk Management       

 

Risk is managed by the inclusion of appropriate conditions on the planning 

permit. 

 

7) Consultation with State Government and other Authorities 

 

The application was referred to TasWater. A Submission to Planning Authority 

Notice (TWDA 2015/00546-MVC) was received on 15 May 2015 (attached).  

 

8) Community Consultation      

 

The application was advertised for the 14-day period required under legislation. 

One representation was received (attached). The representations are discussed in 

the assessment below.   

    

9) Financial Impact  
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Not Applicable. 

 

10) Alternative Options      

 

Council can either approve the development, with or without conditions, or 

refuse the application. 

 

11) Officers Comments      

 

Zone 

 

The subject property is zoned General Residential (see Figure 1 below). The 

surrounding land is zoned General Residential and General Business as shown in 

Figure 2. 

 

  
Figure 2: Zoning of subject title and surrounding land. 

 

Use Class 

 

In accordance with Table 8.2 the proposed Use Class is: 

 Residential  

 

General 
Residential 

Zone 

General 
Business 

Zone 

(CT:166322/1) 
 

(CT:35288/86) 
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In the General Residential Zone, Residential Use (for a multiple dwellings) is 

specified in Section 10.2 – General Residential Zone Use Table as being Permitted. 

The Permitted status is dependent on the use and development meeting all of 

the applicable Acceptable Solutions in the scheme. In this instance the multiple 

dwellings rely on Performance Criteria and as such, the application is subject to a 

discretionary permit process.  

 

Applicable Standards   

 

This assessment considers all applicable planning scheme standards.  

 

In accordance with the statutory function of the State Template for Planning 

Schemes (Planning Directive 1), where use or development meets the Acceptable 

Solutions it complies with the planning scheme, however it may be conditioned if 

considered necessary to better meet the objective of the applicable standard.  

   

Where use and development relies on performance criteria, discretion is used for 

that particular standard. To determine whether discretion should be exercised to 

grant approval, the proposal must be considered against the objectives of the 

applicable standard and the requirements of Section 8.10.  

 

A brief assessment against all applicable Acceptable Solutions of the General 

Residential Zone and applicable Codes is provided below. This is followed by a 

more detailed discussion of any applicable Performance Criteria and the 

objectives relevant to the particular discretion.    

 

Assessment  

 

The following table is an assessment against the applicable standards of the 

Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013.  

 

Zone  

 

10 - General Residential Zone 

Scheme Standard Comment Assessment 

10.3.1 Amenity 

A1 If for permitted or no 

permit required uses. 

Residential is a 

‘Permitted’ Use. 

Complies 

A2 Commercial vehicles for 

discretionary uses must 

only operate between 

Not applicable Not 

Applicable 
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7.00am and 7.00pm 

Monday to Friday and 

8.00am to 6.00pm 

Saturday and Sunday. 

10.4.2 Setbacks and building envelope for all dwellings  

A1 Unless within a building 

area, a dwelling, 

excluding protrusions 

(such as eves, steps, 

porches and awnings) 

that extend not more 

than 0.6m into the 

frontage setback, must 

have a setback from a 

frontage that is: 

(a) 4.5m from the 

primary frontage; or  

(b) 3m from a non-

primary frontage; or  

(c) not less than 

dwellings on 

adjoining titles; or 

(d) in accordance with 

Table 10.4.2. 

26 Las Vegas Drive is 

considered to be an 

infill lot, with dwellings 

located on the 

adjoining lots to the 

north and south. The 

setback of Unit 1, 

2.73m is less than the 

dwellings on the 

adjoining lots.   

Unit 17 fronting Las 

Vegas Drive is located 

on an infill lot and the 

proposed setback, 

8.08m, is greater than 

that of the dwellings 

on the adjoining lots.   

As such, development 

on both lots relies on 

the Performance 

Criteria 

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria.  

A2 A garage or carport must 

have a setback from a 

primary frontage of at 

least: 

(a) 5.5m,or alternatively 

1m behind the façade 

of the dwelling; or 

(b) the same as façade if 

dwelling has floor 

area above the 

garage; or 

(c) 1.0m if the slope is 

greater than 1:5. 

No garage or carport is 

located within 5.5m of 

the frontage.  

Complies 

A3 A dwelling, excluding As the development is Relies on 
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outbuildings with a 

building height of not 

more than 2.4m and 

protrusions (such as 

eaves, steps, porches, and 

awnings) that extend not 

more than 0.6m 

horizontally beyond the 

building envelope, must: 

(a) be contained within a 

building envelope 

determined by: 

(i) a distance equal to 

the frontage setback 

or, for an internal 

lot, a distance of 

4.5m from the rear 

boundary of a lot 

with an adjoining 

frontage; and 

(ii) projecting a line at 

an angle of 45 

degrees from the 

horizontal at a 

height of 3m above 

natural ground level 

at the side 

boundaries and a 

distance of 4m from 

the rear boundary to 

a building height of 

not more than 8.5m 

above natural 

ground level; and 

(b)  only have a setback 

within 1.5m of a side 

boundary if the 

dwelling: 

(i)  does not extend 

beyond an existing 

building built on or 

a triangular lot, it is 

not considered to have 

a rear boundary.  

The proposed 

dwellings are all 

contained within the 

building envelope in 

relation to the side 

boundaries.   

However, the 

proposed 

development does not 

comply with the 

Acceptable Solution 

A1, having a frontage 

setback less than 4.5m 

from the frontage and 

less than the setback 

of the dwellings on the 

adjoining lot.  

Units 18, 19, 20 and 21 

are also located less 

than 1.5m from the 

north boundary and 

have a combined total 

wall length greater 

than 9m. 

Unit 15 is also setback 

less than 4m from the 

rear boundary of 26 

Las Vegas Drive.  

Performance 

Criteria 
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within 0.2m of the 

boundary of the 

adjoining lot; or 

(ii) does not exceed a 

total length of 9m 

or one third the 

length of the side 

boundary 

(whichever is the 

lesser). 

10.4.3 Site coverage and private open space for all dwellings 

A1 Dwellings must have: 

(a) a site coverage of not 

more than 50% 

(excluding eaves up 

to 0.6m); and 

(b) 60m2 for multiple 

dwellings.  

(c) a site area of which at 

least 25% of the site 

area is free from 

impervious surfaces. 

Site coverage of 26 Las 

Vegas Drive is 35% 

Site coverage of 10 

Jardine Crescent is 

33.88% 

The logical location of 

strata boundaries 

provides each of the 

units with more than 

60m2 of private open 

space, including access 

ways and the front and 

rear yards.  

37% of the total site 

(both titles) will be free 

of impervious surfaces.  

35% of 26 Las Vegas 

Drive will be free of 

impervious surfaces.  

36.5% of 10 Jardine 

Crescent will be free of 

impervious surfaces.   

 

Complies 
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A2 A dwelling must have an 

area of private open 

space that: 

(a) is in one location and 

is at least: 

(i) 24m2; 

(ii) 12m2 for multiple 

dwellings above 

ground floor level;  

and 

(b) has a minimum 

horizontal dimension 

of: 

(i) 4m; or 

(ii) 2m for multiple 

dwellings above 

ground floor level; 

and  

(c)  is directly accessible 

from, and adjacent to, 

a habitable room 

(other than a 

bedroom); and 

(d) is not located to the 

south, south-east or 

south-west of the 

dwelling, unless the 

area receives at least 

3 hours of sunlight to 

50% of the area 

between 9.00am and 

3.00pm on the 21st 

June; and 

(e) is located between the 

dwelling and the 

frontage only if the 

frontage is orientated 

between 30 degrees 

west of north and 30 

Each of the proposed 

dwellings has access to 

a 24m2 area of private 

open space with a 

minimum dimension of 

4m. 

The majority of the 

proposed private open 

space areas are located 

to the north of the 

dwellings. Private open 

space for units 13 and 

14 are located to the 

east and west of the 

respective dwellings, 

however both have a 

northern aspect and 

will receive 3 hours of 

direct solar access on 

the 21 June 2015.   

Units 1-6 and 22-27 

are two storey units, 

each with a ground 

floor living area. Direct 

access is provided 

from the ground floor 

living area to the 

nominated private 

open space.     

Units 7-12 and 15-21 

are all single storey 

dwellings with direct 

access to the private 

open space from the 

open plan 

living/dining/lounge 

areas.  

 The subject site is 

relatively flat and all 

private open space 

areas will have a slope 

Complies 
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degrees east of north; 

and 

(f)  has a gradient not 

steeper than 1 in 10; 

and 

(g) is not used for vehicle 

access or parking. 

less than 1 in 10.  

The dwellings do not 

rely on private open 

space areas for 

parking.  

10.4.4 Sunlight and overshadowing for all dwellings 

A1 A dwelling must have at 

least one habitable room 

(other than a bedroom) in 

which there is a window 

that faces between 30 

degrees west of north 

and 30 degrees east of 

north (see Diagram 

10.4.4A). 

Units 1-8 and 15-17 do 

not have any habitable 

windows orientated 

between 30 degrees 

west of north and 30 

degrees east of north.  

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 

A2 A multiple dwelling that is 

to the north of a window 

of a habitable room 

(other than a bedroom) 

of another dwelling on 

the same site, which 

window faces between 30 

degrees west of north 

and 30 degrees east of 

north (see Diagram 

10.4.4A), must be in 

accordance with (a) or (b), 

unless excluded by (c): 

(a) The multiple dwelling 

is contained within a line 

projecting (see Diagram 

10.4.4B): 

(i) at a distance of 3 m 

from the window; and 

All dwellings located to 

the north of a 

habitable room 

window orientated 

between 30 degrees 

west of north and 30 

degrees east of north 

are contained within 

the building envelope 

described in Diagram 

10.4.4B. 

While Units 15 and 16 

do not provide the 

separation required by 

10.4.4B, it is noted that 

the habitable room 

windows are outside of 

the prescribed 

orientation and the 

standard cannot be 

Complies  
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(ii) vertically to a height of 

3m above natural ground 

level and then at an angle 

of 45 degrees from the 

horizontal. 

(b) The multiple dwelling 

does not cause the 

habitable room to receive 

less than 3 hours of 

sunlight between 9.00 am 

and 3.00 pm on 21st 

June. 

(c) That part, of a multiple 

dwelling, consisting of: 

(i) an outbuilding with a 

building height no more 

than 2.4 m; or 

(ii) protrusions (such as 

eaves, 

steps, and awnings) that 

extend no more than 0.6 

m horizontally from the 

multiple dwelling. 

applied.    

 

  

A3 A multiple dwelling, that 

is to the north of the 

private open space, of 

another dwelling on the 

same site, required in 

accordance with A2 or P2 

of subclause 10.4.3,must 

be in accordance with (a) 

or (b), unless excluded by 

(c): 

(a) The multiple dwelling 

is contained within a line 

projecting (see Diagram 

10.4.4C): 

(i) at a distance of 3 m 

from the northern edge 

of the  private open 

Each of the proposed 

dwellings has a private 

open space area 

located to the north of 

the dwelling.  

Some of the proposed 

dwellings are to the 

north of the private 

open space area 

associated with 

another dwelling on 

the same site. 

However, the dwellings 

are all located within 

the building envelope 

portrayed in Diagram 

10.4.4C 

Complies  
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space; and 

(ii) vertically to a height of 

3 m above natural ground 

level and then at an angle 

of 45 degrees from the 

horizontal. 

(b) The multiple dwelling 

does not cause 50% of 

the private open space to 

receive less than 3 hours 

of sunlight between 9.00 

am and 3.00 pm on 21st 

June. 

(c) That part, of a multiple 

dwelling, consisting of: 

(i) an outbuilding with a 

building height no more 

than 2.4 m; or 

(ii) protrusions (such as 

eaves, steps, and 

awnings) that extend no 

more than 0.6m 

horizontally from the 

multiple dwelling. 

10.4.5 Width of openings for garages and carports for all dwellings 

A1 A garage or carport 

within 12m of a primary 

frontage (whether the 

garage or carport is free-

standing or part of the 

dwelling) must have a 

total width of openings 

facing the primary 

frontage of not more 

than 6m or half the width 

of the frontage 

(whichever is the lesser). 

While the garages of 

Unit 1 and Unit 27 are 

located within 12m of 

the frontage, they are 

proposed to have 

openings of 5m and do 

not face the primary 

frontage.  

Complies 

10.4.6 Privacy for all dwellings 

A1 A balcony, deck, roof 

terrace, parking space, or 

The application does 

not include any 

Not 

Applicable  
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carport (whether 

freestanding or part of 

the dwelling), that has a 

finished surface or floor 

level more than 1m above 

natural ground level must 

have a permanently fixed 

screen to a height of at 

least 1.7m above the 

finished surface or floor 

level, with a uniform 

transparency of no more 

than 25%,along the sides 

facing a: 

(a) side boundary, unless 

the balcony, deck, 

roof terrace, parking 

space, or carport has 

a setback of at 

least3m from the side 

boundary; and 

(b) rear boundary, unless 

the balcony, deck, 

roof terrace, parking 

space, or carport has 

a setback of at 

least4m from the rear 

boundary; and 

(c) dwelling on the same 

site. 

balconies, roof decks, 

parking spaces or 

terraces with finished 

floor level more than 

1m above natural 

ground level.   

A2 A window or glazed door, 

to a habitable room, of a 

dwelling, that has a floor 

level more than 1 m 

above the natural ground 

level, must be in 

accordance with (a), 

unless it is in accordance 

with (b): 

(a) The window or glazed 

door: 

Units 1-6 and 22-27 

include a second story, 

with a finished floor 

level more than 1m 

above the natural 

ground level.   

All habitable room 

windows with finished 

floor surfaces more 

than 1m above natural 

ground level are 

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 
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(i)  is to have a setback 

of at least 3 m from 

a side boundary; and 

(ii)  is to have a setback 

of at least 4m from a 

rear boundary; and 

(iii) 6m from multiple 

dwelling windows;  

(iv) 6m from the private 

open space of a 

dwelling on the 

same site.  

located more than 3m 

from the side 

boundaries and 

comply with A2, (a)(i).  

The windows of the 

proposed dwellings are 

not located within 6m 

of the private open 

space of a dwelling on 

the same sight.  

A3 A shared driveway or  

parking space (excluding 

a parking space allocated 

to that dwelling)must be 

separated from a window, 

or glazed door, to a 

habitable room of a 

multiple dwelling by a 

horizontal distance of at 

least: 

(a) 2.5m; or 

(b) 1m if: 

(i) it is separated by a 

screen of at least 1.7m in 

height; or 

(ii) the window, or glazed 

door, to a habitable room 

has a sill height of at least 

1.7m above the shared 

driveway or parking 

space, or has fixed 

obscure glazing 

extending to a height of 

at least 1.7 m above the 

floor level. 

Unit 27 has a ground 

floor bedroom window 

located less than 2.5m 

from the shared access 

and a first floor 

window located less 

than 1m from the 

shared access.  

Units 13, 17, 18, 19 20 

and 21 all have ground 

floor windows located 

less than 2.5m from 

the shared access.   

 

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria  

10.4.7 Frontage fences for all dwellings 
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A1 A fence within 4.5 metres 

of the frontage must have 

a height of 1.2m or 30% 

transparency above 1.2m 

to a maximum height of 

1.8 metres. 

The application 

includes a frontage 

fence, with a maximum 

height of 1.8m. 

Although solid below 

1m, above this height 

the fence is composed 

of 70mm timber slats 

with 50mm gaps (more 

than 30% 

transparency).  

Complies  

10.4.8 Waste storage for multiple dwellings 

A1 A multiple dwelling must 

have a storage area, for 

waste and recycling bins, 

that is an area of at least 

1.5m2 per dwelling and is 

within one of the 

following locations: 

(a) in an area for the 

exclusive use of each 

dwelling, excluding the 

area in front of the 

dwelling; or 

(b) in a communal 

storage area with an 

impervious surface that: 

(i) has a setback of at 

least 4.5m from a 

frontage; and 

(ii) is at least 5.5m from 

any dwelling; and 

(iii) is screened from the 

frontage and any 

dwelling by a wall to a 

height of at least 1.2m 

above the finished 

surface level of the 

storage area. 

The plans show bins at 

Units 7, 14, 15 and 17 

stored between the 

dwellings and the 

common areas of the 

development.  

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 

10.4.9 Storage for multiple dwellings 
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A1 Each dwelling must have 

access to at least 6 cubic 

metres of secure storage 

space. 

Each dwelling includes 

an attached garage. 

The proposed garages 

are 6m in length. As 

parking spaces are 

required to be 5.4m in 

length, 0.6m of the 

garage (excluding 

doorways) can be used 

for storage (generally 

more for people with 

smaller cars).  

This allows for 5.76 

cubic metres of 

storage in the double 

garages and 4.75 cubic 

metres of storage in 

single garages.   

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria  

10.4.10 Common Property for multiple dwellings 

A1 Development for multiple 

dwellings must clearly 

delineate public, 

communal and private 

areas such as: 

a) driveways; and 

c) site services, bin areas 

and any waste collection 

points. 

The development 

clearly delineates 

private areas from 

communal areas 

through the use of 

fencing, strategic 

plantings and the 

internal road network.    

Complies  

10.4.12 Site Services for multiple dwellings 

A1 Provision for mailboxes 

must be made at the 

frontage. 

Mail boxes are 

provided at the 

frontage on Jardine 

Crescent.  

Complies  

 

E4 Road and Railway Assets Code 

Scheme Standard Comment Assessment 

E4.6.1 Use and road or rail infrastructure 

A1 Sensitive use on or The subject property is not Not 
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within 50m of a 

category 1 or 2 

road…a railway or 

future road or 

railway… 

within 50m of a category 1 

or 2 road, railway or future 

road or railway. 

Applicable 

A2 For roads with a 

speed limit of 

60km/h or less the 

use must not 

generate more than 

a total of 40 vehicle 

entry and exit 

movements per day. 

The proposed use will 

generate more than 40 

vehicle movements per day 

onto Jardine Crescent.   

The two bedroom units 

fronting Las Vegas Drive will 

generate 4-5 vehicle 

movements per day (NSW 

Roads and Traffic Authority, 

Guide to traffic Generating 

Development, 2002) 

resulting in approximately 

15 vehicle movements onto 

Las Vegas Drive.   

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 

A3 For roads with a 

speed limit of more 

than 60km/h the use 

must not increase… 

traffic movements 

…by more than 10%. 

Speed limit is less than 

60km/h.  

Not 

Applicable 

E4.71 Development on and adjacent to Existing and Future Arterial Roads 

and 

Railways 

A1 The following must 

be at least 50m from 

a railway, a future 

road or railway, and 

a category 1 or 2…  

The subject property is not 

within 50m of a railway, a 

future road or railway, and a 

category 1 or 2. 

Not 

Applicable 

E4.7.2 Management of Road Accesses and Junctions 

A1 

 

 

 

For roads with a 

speed limit of 

60km/h 

or less the 

development must 

include only one 

The application proposes 

two accesses onto Jardine 

Crescent.  

 

 

 

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria.  
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access providing 

both entry and exit, 

or two accesses 

providing 

separate entry and 

exit. 

 

 

 

 

A2 

 

 

 

 

For roads with a 

speed limit of more 

than 60km/h the 

development must 

not include a new 

access or junction. 

Speed limit is less than 

60km/h. 

Not 

Applicable  

E4.7.3 Management of Rail Level Crossings 

A1 Where land has 

access across a 

railway. 

The proposal does not 

include access across a 

railway.  

Not 

Applicable.  

E4.7.4 Sight Distance at Accesses, Junctions and Level Crossings 

A1 Sight distances at 

a) an access or 

junction must comply 

with the Safe 

Intersection Sight 

Distance shown in 

Table E4.7.4; and 

b) rail level crossings 

must comply with 

AS1742.7 Manual of 

uniform traffic 

control devices - 

Railway crossings, 

Standards 

Association of 

Australia; or 

c) If the access is a 

temporary access, the 

written consent of 

the relevant authority 

has been obtained. 

A traffic impact assessment 

prepared by a suitable 

qualified person (Midson 

Traffic P/L) was submitted 

with the application. The 

traffic impact assessment 

demonstrates that the 

available sight distances are 

suitable for the design 

speed of the road in 

accordance with E4.7.4.   

Complies 
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E6 Car Parking and Sustainable Transport Code 

Scheme Standard Comment Assessment 

E6.6.1 Car Parking Numbers 

A1 The number of car 

parking spaces must not 

be less than the 

requirements of: 

a) Table E6.1; or 

b) a precinct parking 

plan 

In accordance with 

Table E6.1, dwellings 

with two or more 

bedrooms each require 

two parking spaces. A 

dedicated visitor 

parking space is also 

required for every four 

dwellings.  

Units 1-12 and 22-27 

are all provided with 4 

parking spaces, 

sufficient to 

accommodate the 

parking requirements 

of residents and 

visitors.  

Units 13, 14 and 18-21 

are all provided with 

two dedicated parking 

spaces, however they 

have only been 

provided with one 

dedicated visitor 

parking space.  

Units 15 and 16 are 

provided with two 

parking spaces. While 

Unit 17 is shown as 

having two, the 

tandem space does 

not have sufficient 

length to be used as a 

parking bay. The three 

units fronting Las 

Vegas Drive also lack 

visitor parking spaces.      

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria  
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E6.7.1 Construction of Car Parking Spaces and Access Strips 

A1 All car parking, access 

strips, manoeuvring and 

circulation spaces must 

be: 

a) formed to an 

adequate level and 

drained; and  

b) except for a single 

dwelling, provided 

with an impervious all 

weather seal; and  

c) except for a single 

dwelling, line marked 

or provided with other 

clear physical means 

to delineate car 

spaces.  

Parking and 

manoeuvring space 

throughout the 

development is formed 

with a bitumen seal 

and concrete curbing. 

All hardstand areas will 

be drained to the 

reticulated stormwater 

system, via a detention 

system.  

All parking spaces are 

shown as being 

delineated (see 

Conditions Arising 

from Acceptable 

Solutions).    

 

Complies 

E6.7.2 Design and layout of Car Parking 

A1.1 

 

 

 

 

Where providing for 4 or 

more spaces, parking 

areas (other than for 

parking located in 

garages and carports for 

dwellings in the General 

Residential Zone) must be 

located behind the 

building line;  

All proposed parking 

spaces are located 

behind the building 

line.  

 

Complies  

A1.2 Within the general 

residential zone, provision 

for turning must not be 

located within the front 

setback for residential 

buildings or multiple 

dwellings. 

Provisions for turning 

are located behind the 

building line.   

Complies 

A2.1 Car parking and 

manoeuvring space must: 

a) have a gradient of 

10% or less; and 

The land is relatively 

flat and the gradient of 

roads and access ways 

will not exceed 10%.  

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 
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b) where providing for 

more than 4 cars, 

provide for vehicles to 

enter and exit the site 

in a forward direction; 

and 

 

 

c) have a width of 

vehicular access no 

less than prescribed in 

Table E6.2, and not 

more than 10% 

greater than 

prescribed in Table 

E6.2; and 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

d) have a combined 

width of access and 

manoeuvring space 

adjacent to parking 

spaces not less than 

as prescribed in Table 

E6.3 where any of the 

following apply: 

i)  there are three or 

more car parking 

spaces; and 

ii) where parking is 

more than 30m 

All vehicles can 

manoeuvre on site, 

enter and exit the site 

in a forward direction. 

The long access ways 

off Jardine Crescent 

are both provided with 

turning bays.  

  

The width of the 

proposed accesses 

onto Jardine Crescent 

complies with the 

Acceptable Solution. 

As the two accesses 

service more than 21 

vehicles, the proposed 

5.5m wide driveways 

comply with Table E6.2.  

However, with a width 

of 5.5m, the access 

onto Las Vegas Drive 

exceeds the 

requirements of E6.2 

by more than 10%. 

With 6 proposed 

parking spaces served, 

the prescribed access 

width is 4.5m.  

Parking on the site is 

generally 90 degrees 

to the access ways and 

all spaces have a width 

of at least 2.8m. As 

such the proposed 

5.8m wide driveway is 

sufficient to allow 

vehicles to manoeuvre 

in accordance with 

Table E6.3. Except for 

Unit 17, where there is 

insufficient space for a 
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driving distance 

from the road; or 

iii) where the sole 

vehicle access is to a 

category 1, 2, 3 or 4 

road; and 

The layout of car spaces 

and access ways must be 

designed in accordance 

with Australian Standards 

AS 2890.1 - 2004 Parking 

Facilities, Part 1: Off Road 

Car Parking. 

full length vehicle to 

manoeuvre when 

parking in tandem with 

the garage.    

 

 

The layout of the car 

parking is generally 

consistent with AS 

28.90.1-2004. However, 

there is insufficient 

manoeuvring space to 

the south of Unit 18 to 

allow vehicles to turn 

conveniently and 

efficiently.  

E6.7.3 Car Parking Access, Safety and Security 

A1 Car parking areas with 

greater than 20 parking 

spaces must be: 

a) secured and lit so that 

unauthorised persons 

cannot enter or; 

b) visible from buildings 

on or adjacent to the site 

during the times when 

parking occurs. 

All parking is visible 

from dwellings on the 

site.  

Complies  

E6.7.4 Parking for Persons with a Disability 

A1 All spaces designated for 

use by persons with a 

disability must be located 

closest to the main entry 

point to the building. 

No dedicated spaces.  Not 

Applicable  

A2 One of every 20 parking 

spaces or part thereof 

must be constructed and 

designated for use by 

persons with disabilities 

in accordance with 

Australian Standards 

There is no 

requirement in AS 

2890.6 or the Building 

Code of Australia for 

disability parking for 

private dwellings.   

Not 

Applicable  
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AS/NZ 2890.6 2009. 

E6.8.1 Pedestrian Walkways 

A1 Pedestrian Walkways 

required where more 

than 11 parking spaces 

are served.  

The access ways off 

Jardine Crescent both 

serve more than 11 

parking spaces, 

however, a separate 

pedestrian access is 

not proposed.  

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 

 

E16  Urban Salinity Code 

Scheme Standard Comment Assessment 

E16.6.1   Stormwater 

A1.1 

 

A1.2 

All stormwater runoff 

from hardened surfaces is 

to be collected and 

discharged to a 

reticulated stormwater 

system. 

If stormwater is collected 

and stored in a detention 

basin, the basin is to be 

lined with impermeable 

material. 

Stormwater is collected 

and discharged to the 

reticulated stormwater 

system. An on-site 

detention system is 

proposed to cope with 

the additional volume 

of water and will be 

lined with an 

impermeable material. 

Complies 

E16.6.2  Excavation  

A1.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A1.2 

Excavation (except for 

utilities) greater than 0.5 

metres in depth must: 

a) be drained to a 

reticulated stormwater 

system using appropriate 

saline resistant materials; 

or 

b) a groundwater level 

test conducted by a 

suitably qualified person 

establishes that the water 

table is not intercepted. 

The application 

proposes the 

installation of onsite 

detention tanks in 

order to manage 

stormwater 

concentrated by the 

development. All 

excavations below 

500mm are proposed 

to have subsoil 

drainage connected to 

the reticulated 

stormwater system. 

Complies 
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Excavation for installation 

of utilities that is greater 

than 700mm must be 

drained to a reticulated 

stormwater system. 

  

 

Performance Criteria  

 

General Residential Zone 

10.4.2 Setbacks and building envelope for all dwelling 

Objective 

To control the siting and scale of dwellings to: 

(a) provide reasonably consistent separation between dwellings on 

adjacent sites and a dwelling and its frontage; and 

(b) assist in the attenuation of traffic noise or any other detrimental 

impacts from roads with high traffic volumes; and 

(c) provide consistency in the apparent scale, bulk, massing and 

proportion of dwellings; and 

(d) provide separation between dwellings on adjacent sites to provide 

reasonable opportunity for daylight and sunlight to enter habitable 

rooms and private open space. 

Performance Criteria P1 

A dwelling must: 

(a) have a setback from a frontage that is compatible with the existing 

dwellings in the street, taking into account any topographical constraints; 

and 

(b) if abutting a road identified in Table 10.4.2, include additional design 

elements that assist in attenuating traffic noise or any other detrimental 

impacts associated with proximity to the road. 

Comment: 

The front setback of the dwellings at 26 Las Vegas Drive is greater than 

that of the dwellings on the adjoining lots. However, the proposed setback 

of 8.08m is considered to be acceptable. Development will generally 

remain screened from vehicles and pedestrians on Las Vegas Drive by the 

adjoining dwellings until the viewer is directly adjacent to the title. An 

increased setback will not have a significant impact on the streetscape. 

The setback is considered to add variation and interest to the streetscape 
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without appearing intrusive or compromising the established character. 

The setback is also consistent with other dwellings in the area, with 30 and 

32 Las Vegas Drive also being setback more than 8m from Las Vegas 

Drive. 

The proposed frontage setback for 26 Las Vegas Drive is compatible with 

the existing dwellings in the street. The adjoining title to the north, 8 

Jardine Crescent, has an established setback of 3m, while the dwelling to 

the south, 18 Las Vegas Drive is setback 3m from the frontage. Although 

Unit 1 is located closer to the frontage (2.72m), the reduced setback is 

considered to be a minor deviation from the established setback and is 

considered to be acceptable.  

While Unit 1 is much taller than the adjoining developments, it is 

orientated side on to the road to minimise the surface area fronting the 

street. The walls fronting the street are also clad in a variety of surface 

finishes adding a degree of visual interest to the wall. The proposed 

frontage fence will also provide an additional visual layer and assist to 

break up the visual bulk.  

With buildings on the adjoining lots being setback 3m, the proposed 

2.76m setback is a marginal variation from the Acceptable Solution. The 

impact of the proposed setback will not be significantly greater than that 

of a compliant development.  

The subject section of Jardine Crescent is a relatively new road. With the 

existing buildings removed, the subject title presents a significant stretch 

of vacant frontage (112m). Due to the age of the street and the lack of 

development along this section, there is not considered to be a clear 

established character or pattern to the streetscape. Due to the curve of the 

road, once developed the variation in the building line, from the 

established part of Jardine Crescent and the new, will not be readily 

distinguishable.    

Jardine Crescent is a local residential road and is not considered to require 

attenuation for traffic noise.   

The development is consistent with the Objective and provides adequate 

separation between the dwellings and the frontage.    

Performance Criteria P3 

The siting and scale of a dwelling must: 

(a) not cause unreasonable loss of amenity by: 

(i) reduction in sunlight to a habitable room (other than a bedroom) of a 

dwelling on an  adjoining lot; or 

(ii) overshadowing the private open space of a dwelling on an adjoining lot; 
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or 

(iii) overshadowing of an adjoining vacant lot; or 

(iv) visual impacts caused by the apparent scale, bulk or proportions of the 

dwelling when viewed from an adjoining lot; and 

(b) provide separation between dwellings on adjoining lots that is 

compatible with that prevailing in the surrounding area. 

Comment: 

The setback of development at 10 Jardine Crescent is less than that of 

development on the adjoining lots. However, a reduced frontage setback 

will not cause an unreasonable loss of amenity for adjoining dwellings. 

With development located 3m from the frontage on the adjoining titles, a 

setback of 2.7m is a minor deviation from the scheme standard and 

impacts will be negligible. The private open space of 18 Las Vegas Drive is 

located to the north-west of the dwelling and will not be impacted by the 

proximity of the development to the frontage. Any additional shadows 

cast by Unit 1 as a result of its proximity to the frontage will fall on a 

carport and parking area. 

The front setback of the dwellings at 26 Las Vegas Drive is greater than 

that of the dwellings on the adjoining lots. However, it is not anticipated 

that the increased setback will impact the amenity of the adjoining 

dwellings.  

The property at 26 Las Vegas Drive shares its north-east (rear) boundary 

with 10 Jardine Crescent. Unit 15 is located less than 4m from the rear 

boundary. While less than the Acceptable Solution the impacts of the 

development are not considered to be unreasonable. As the land is flat 

and the dwellings on both sides of the boundary are single story, the 

existing 1.8m boundary fence is sufficient to provide reasonable privacy 

and to mitigate the visual bulk of the dwellings. The dwelling to the north 

is also single story and privacy and solar access will not be compromised 

due to the proximity between the dwellings. The proposed separation is 

consistent with that provided between the units on the same title and 

between the units at 10 Jardine Crescent.   

 Units 18-21 are located within 1.5m of the north side boundary. 

Combined, the four walls exceed 9m along the northern boundary. As 

these dwellings are located to the south of the boundary, all shadows will 

be cast onto the subject title and will not impact neighbouring dwellings 

to the north. The total wall length is also considered to have a reasonable 

visual impact. With a maximum wall height of 2.5m,  that part of the 

dwellings within 1.5m will be significantly screened by the existing 1.8m 

boundary fence. As the development does not consist of a single 
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continuous wall , but rather four walls with gaps between, the 

development will not create unreasonable visual bulk along the northern 

boundary.  

 

The development is consistent with the Objective and provides reasonable 

consistency between dwellings and allowing opportunities for solar access.  

  

10.4.4 Sunlight and overshadowing for all dwellings 

Objective 

To provide: 

(a) the opportunity for sunlight to enter habitable rooms (other than 

bedrooms) of dwellings; and 

(b) separation between dwellings on the same site to provide reasonable 

opportunity for daylight and sunlight to enter habitable rooms and private 

open space. 

Performance Criteria P1 

A dwelling must be sited and designed so as to allow sunlight to enter at 

least one habitable room (other than a bedroom). 

Comment: 

While the habitable room windows of Units 1-8 and 15-17 are outside of 

the parameters of the Acceptable Solution, the proposed dwellings will all 

receive some sunlight. Units 15-17 have habitable room windows 

orientated to the north-west and north-east and will receive direct solar 

access through different windows throughout the day. Units 1-8 have 

habitable rooms orientated to the northeast and will receive direct solar 

access during the morning hours.  

The proposed development is consistent with the Objective and all of the 

proposed dwellings have reasonable opportunity for daylight to enter 

habitable rooms.   

 

10.4.6 Privacy for all dwellings 

Objective: 

To provide reasonable opportunity for privacy for dwellings. 

Performance Criteria P2 

A window or glazed door, to a habitable room of dwelling, that has a floor 

level more than 1 m above the natural ground level, must be screened, or 

otherwise located or designed, to minimise direct views to: 
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(a) window or glazed door, to a habitable room of another dwelling; and 

(b) the private open space of another dwelling; and 

(c) an adjoining vacant residential lot. 

Comment: 

The proposed development Complies with the Acceptable Solutions for 

privacy in relation to the adjoining titles, however, the first floor living 

areas of Units 1-6 and 21-27 have windows within 6m of the private open 

space areas of their conjoined pair.  

While less than the Acceptable Solution, the location of the windows is 

considered to comply with the Performance Criteria. For each pair of units, 

the habitable room windows are orientated at right angles to the 

adjoining private open space area. Views are considered to be direct up to 

an angle of 45 degrees from the orientation of the window.  Figure 3 

below shows the maximum extent of overlooking of the private open 

space of adjoining units.  

 

 
Figure 3: Private open space of 2 storey units, showing the extent of 

overlooking in red and areas outside of direct views in blue.  

The proposed windows have been designed to minimise direct views to 

the private open spaces of the adjoining dwellings and the extent of 

overlooking above is not considered unreasonable. Direct views will be 
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into the corners of the private open space areas with an acceptable area 

of private open space remaining out of direct view. Due to the angle of 

incidence, a 1.8m privacy fence separating the private open space areas 

will assist to reduce the degree of overlooking to less than that shown in 

Figure 3.  

The development is consistent with the Objective and dwellings are 

provided with reasonable privacy.  

 

Performance Criteria P3  

A shared driveway or parking space (excluding a parking space allocated to 

that dwelling), must be screened, or otherwise located or designed, to 

minimise detrimental impacts of vehicle noise or vehicle light intrusion to a 

habitable room of a multiple dwelling. 

Comment: 

Units 13, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 and 27 all have first floor bedroom windows 

located within 2.5m of the shared access.   

Three possible façade designs have been proposed for Unit 13. The façade 

design depicted in A3-009, however, provides a setback of 2.5m from the 

access and will make the unit compliant with the Acceptable Solution.  

The proposed design for Unit 17 features a bedroom window with a sill 

height of 1.5m above the natural ground level, approximately 0.5m from 

the shared access. Due to the proposed length of the tandem parking 

space associated with Unit 17, it is considered appropriate that the access 

be relocated 1m to the south-east to accommodate manoeuvring. The 

relocation of the access will provide a setback from the window of 1.5m, 

which is considered to be a minor deviation from the scheme standard, 

which provides for a 1m setback for windows with a sill height of 1.7m. 

The proposed setback of 1.5m is considered to provide sufficient 

separation to allow for the lower sill height. The impacts caused by 

passing vehicles will be negligible in comparison to the Acceptable 

Solutions and are considered to be acceptable. 

There are three possible façade designs for Units 18-21, with two different 

window configurations. Two configurations feature highlight windows with 

a sill height of 1.5m, setback approximately 2m and at right angles to the 

frontage. The third design features a highlight window with a sill height of 

1.5m and a setback of 1.5m from the access. This is consistent with the 

setback for Unit 17, discussed above. For those facades with windows at 

right angles to the road, the impacts will be less, with only a small portion 

of the window being within 2.5m of the access.  
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While the ground floor bedroom window of Unit 27 is located within 2.5m 

of the shared access, it is noted that there are four possible façade designs 

for this unit. While three designs have full length windows facing the 

access, one of the designs includes a highlight window located in this 

area. Provided that Unit 27 utilises this design, detrimental impacts from 

noise and light intrusion can be effectively mitigated. 

Recommended Conditions:  

 The window configuration for the north facing wall of Unit 13 is 

to be in accordance with the approved Drawing A3-009.   

 The window configuration for the south facing wall of Unit 27 is 

to be in accordance with the approved Drawing A3-002; or the 

ground floor, south facing bedroom window is to be relocated to 

the east facing wall, a minimum distance of 2.5m from the 

shared access.  

 

 Amended plans are to be submitted to the satisfaction of 

Council’s Town Planner. Drawing Numbers A1 – 001, A1- 002 

and A1-003 are to be amended with the following: 

 

a) The driveway to the south-east of Unit 17 is to be moved 1m 

to the south-east to provide separation of 1.5m between the 

carriageway and the south-east wall of the dwelling. 

 

10.4.8 Waste storage for multiple dwellings 

Objective: 

To provide for the storage of waste and recycling bins for multiple dwellings. 

Performance Criteria P1 

A multiple dwelling development must provide storage, for waste and 

recycling bins, that is: 

(a) capable of storing the number of bins required for the site; and 

(b) screened from the frontage and dwellings; and 

(c) if the storage area is a communal storage area, separated from dwellings 

on the site to minimise impacts caused by odours and noise. 

Comment: 

There is sufficient space in the fenced private open space in the rear of 

each dwelling to be used for the storage of bins and recycling. Due to the 

proximity to the kitchen residents are far more likely to place bins in the 
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rear yards than at the front of the dwellings. No further conditions are 

considered necessary.  

The development is consistent with the Objective and provides a 

concealed area for the placement of bins.  

10.4.9 Storage for multiple dwellings 

Objective: 

To provide for the storage of waste and recycling bins for multiple dwellings. 

Performance Criteria P1 

Each multiple dwelling must provide storage suitable to the reasonable 

needs of residents. 

Comment: 

Each of the proposed units includes an enclosed garage with additional 

space to be used for secure storage, with a minimum capacity of 5.76 

cubic metres of storage in the double garages and 4.75 cubic metres of 

storage in single garages. The space provided is consistent with that 

provided by a small garden shed or storage locker.  

There is sufficient space in the private open space areas at the rear of each 

dwelling to provide an additional garden shed at the resident’s discretion.   

The development is consistent with the Objective and provides a secure 

storage area suitable for the reasonable needs of residents.  

 

E4 Road and Railway Assets Code 

E4.6.1 Use and road or rail infrastructure 

Objective: 

To ensure that the safety and efficiency of road and rail infrastructure is not 

reduced by the creation of new accesses and junctions or increased use of 

existing accesses and junctions. 

Performance Criteria P2 

For roads with a speed limit of 60km/h or less, the level of use, number, 

location, layout and design of accesses and junctions must maintain an 

acceptable level of safety for all road users, including pedestrians and 

cyclists. 

Comment: 

A Traffic Impact Assessment prepared by a suitably qualified Traffic 

Engineer was submitted with the application and demonstrates that the 

volume of traffic using the proposed accesses is acceptable within the 
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context of the existing road network and considering the design speed of 

the road.  

The report concludes that traffic generated by the development will be 

relatively low considering the capacity of the surrounding road network. 

The proposed accesses meet the required safe site distances in 

consideration of the design speed of the road and will not pose a risk to 

the safety and efficiency of the road network.  

The proposal is considered to be consistent with the objective and will not 

have a significant impact on traffic efficiency, capacity or road safety.  

 

E4.7.2 Management of Road Accesses and Junctions 

Objective: 

To ensure that the safety and efficiency of roads is not reduced by the 

creation of new accesses and junctions or increased use of existing accesses 

and junctions. 

Performance Criteria P1 

For roads with a speed limit of 60km/h or less, the number, location, layout 

and design of accesses and junctions must maintain an acceptable level of 

safety for all road users, including pedestrians and cyclists. 

Comment: 

The Traffic Impact Assessment submitted with the application indicates 

that the proposed accesses on Jardine Crescent meet required safe sight 

distances and will not compromise the safety and efficiency of the road 

network.  

The development is considered to be consistent with the Objective.  

 

E6 Car Parking and Sustainable Transport Code 

E6.6.1 Car Parking Numbers 

Objective: 

To ensure that an appropriate level of car parking is provided to service use. 

Performance Criteria P1 

The number of car parking spaces provided must have regard to: 

a) the provisions of any relevant location specific car parking plan; and 

b) the availability of public car parking spaces within reasonable walking 

distance; and 
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c) any reduction in demand due to sharing of spaces by multiple uses either 

because of variations in peak demand or by efficiencies gained by 

consolidation; and 

d) the availability and frequency of public transport within reasonable 

walking 

distance of the site; and 

e) site constraints such as existing buildings, slope, drainage, vegetation and 

landscaping; and 

f) the availability, accessibility and safety of on-road parking, having regard 

to the nature of the roads, traffic management and other uses in the vicinity;  

and 

g) an empirical assessment of the car parking demand; and 

h) the effect on streetscape, amenity and vehicle, pedestrian and cycle safety 

and convenience; and 

i) the recommendations of a traffic impact assessment prepared for the 

proposal; and 

j) any heritage values of the site; and 

k) for residential buildings and multiple dwellings, whether parking is 

adequate to meet the needs of the residents having regard to: 

i) the size of the dwelling and the number of bedrooms; and 

ii) the pattern of parking in the locality; and 

iii) any existing structure on the land. 

Comment: 

The proposed development is considered to provide sufficient parking for 

the reasonable needs of the residents, however, there is considered to be 

a lack of parking dedicated for visitors.  

Units 1-8 are all provided with 4 parking spaces per unit, this is considered 

sufficient to meet the needs of the occupants and provides an additional 2 

parking spaces per unit to accommodate visitors. Additional visitor 

parking is not warranted for these units.  

Units 13, 14, 18-21 provide 2 parking spaces for the occupants; however, 

between the 6 units there is only 1 dedicated visitor parking space. The 

Acceptable Solution required 1 dedicated visitor parking space per 4 units 

or part thereof. As there is adequate space on the site, it is considered 

appropriate that the caravan parking space dedicated to Unit 14 be 

converted to an additional visitor parking space.  
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Units 15-17, accessed off Las Vegas Drive, are not provided with a 

dedicated visitor parking space and Unit 17 is only provided with a single 

parking space with adequate dimensions and manoeuvring space. It is 

considered that there is sufficient capacity for street parking on Las Vegas 

Drive to make up for the lack of a dedicated visitor parking space for these 

three units, however, alterations should be made to accommodate a 

second parking space for Unit 17. It is recommended that a parking space 

dedicated to Unit 17 be provided to the immediate south-west of the 

garage of this unit. With the parking space set back 6m from the frontage, 

the visual impact of the parking space will not be unreasonable.  

Recommended Conditions:  

 Amended plans are to be submitted to the satisfaction of 

Council’s Town Planner. Drawing Numbers A1 – 001, A1- 002 and 

A1-003 are to be amended with the following: 

a) The caravan parking space to the west of Unit 14 is to be 

dedicated for visitor parking. 

b) An additional parking space is to be provided to the 

immediate south-west of, and dedicated to, Unit 17.  

 

 Prior to the commencement of use: 

a) Visitor parking spaces are to be line marked or otherwise 

delineated and clearly identified as “visitor parking” to the 

satisfaction of Council’s Town Planner.  

b) Turning bays are to be clearly marked as “no parking” to the 

satisfaction of Council’s Town Planner.  

E6.7.2 Design and layout of Car Parking 

Objective: 

To ensure that car parking and manoeuvring space are designed and laid 

out to an appropriate standard. 

Performance Criteria P2  

Car parking and manoeuvring space must: 

a) be convenient, safe and efficient to use having regard to matters such as 

slope, dimensions, layout and the expected number and type of vehicles; 

and 

b) provide adequate space to turn within the site unless reversing from the 

site would not adversely affect the safety and convenience of users and 

passing traffic. 

Comment: 

The proposed development does not provide sufficient manoeuvrability 
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adjacent to the tandem parking space associated with Unit 17. However, 

as noted above, this space does not meet the required dimensions for a 

parking space and a full size parking space is to be provided adjacent to 

the garage. The width of the access is sufficient to provide a turning area 

for a parking space in this location.   

There is also insufficient manoeuvring space for the vehicles parked at 

Unit 18 to manoeuvre efficiently and conveniently, with vehicles requiring 

4 vehicle movements to reorientate 90 degrees due to the proximity to 

the fence.  By expanding the turning bay to the south of Unit 18 all the 

way to the south-west boundary fence, it is possible to align vehicles with 

the access in two movements. This is consistent with manoeuvrability from 

the other parking spaces on the site and will also provide additional space 

for the manoeuvring of larger vehicles at the end of the cul-de-sac.     

The width of the proposed access off Las Vegas Drive exceeds the width 

prescribed in Table E6.2 by more than 10%. Although greater than the 

Acceptable solution, a 5.5m wide cross over and driveway will allow for 

extra vehicle manoeuvrability and capacity for vehicles to pass in the 

access. Council’s Infrastructure Officers have not identified any safety 

issues resulting from the proposed access width.    

Recommended Conditions:  

 Amended plans are to be submitted to the satisfaction of 

Council’s Town Planner. Drawing Numbers A1 – 001, A1- 002 and 

A1-003 are to be amended with the following: 

a) The width of the turning bay to the south of Unit 18 is to be 

extended to the South-west boundary fence. 

 

E6.8.1 Pedestrian Walkways 

Objective: 

To ensure pedestrian safety is considered in development. 

Performance Criteria P1 

Safe pedestrian access must be provided within car park and between the 

entrances to buildings and the road. 

Comment: 

The proposed development does not provide a pedestrian walkway 

between the dwellings and the access. While both cul-de-sacs off Jardine 

Crescent provide parking for more than 11 vehicles, the design of the 

driveway and the residential use is considered to create a low speed 

environment where the access may be shared by pedestrians and vehicles.   

The driveway is also proposed to have a width of 5.8m providing ample 
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opportunity for vehicles to skirt around pedestrians and vice-versa. As the 

driveways are relatively straight, both have a direct line of sight from one 

end of the cul-de-sac to the other.  Slight changes in the alignment of the 

longer cul-de-sac will also assist to slow down vehicles.  With a large 

common area within the centre of the lot, an alternative, informal 

pedestrian route to Jardine Crescent is also available.   

Vehicle turnover associated with residential uses is relatively low 

compared to other uses requiring a similar number of parking spaces and 

although it has a high capacity, it is unlikely that all parking spaces will be 

simultaneously occupied.  

While the automated access gates on Jardine Crescent have the potential 

to cause some conflict between pedestrians and motorists, separate, more 

convenient, pedestrian gates have been provided adjacent to each access.  

With appropriate signage it is considered that it is acceptable for 

pedestrians to share the driveway with vehicles. Speed limit signs are 

proposed to be located at the entrances to the cul-de-sacs of Jardine 

Crescent. However, given the proximity of the development to a major 

service centre (Prospect Vale Market Place) and the range of dwellings 

provided within the development, a lot of residents are likely to walk on a 

regular basis and some of these residents are likely to be elderly.  It is 

considered necessary that the speed limit signs be augmented with a 

“watch out for pedestrians” sign.  

The development can be conditioned to be consistent with the Objective 

and reasonably considers pedestrian safety.  

Recommended Conditions:  

 Prior to the commencement of use:  
 

a) The proposed accesses of Jardine Crescent are to be sign 

posted with a “10km/h” speed limit sign and a sign indicating 

shared pavement for pedestrians and vehicles to the 

satisfaction of Council’s Town Planner.   

 
 

 

Representations 

 

One representation was received during the advertising period (see attached 

documents).  

 

A summary of the representation is: 

 

1. Potential for overshadowing of dwellings at 8 Jardine Crescent.  
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2. Second story units compromise the privacy of dwellings at 8 Jardine Crescent.  

3. Development will have a negative impact on the financial value of units at 8 

Jardine Crescent.  

 

Comment:  

 

1. Overshadowing  

 

The proposed development will not overshadow the private open space or 

habitable rooms of the dwellings at 8 Jardine Crescent. 8 Jardine Crescent is 

located to the north of the subject property, while shadows cast by the 

development will fall to the south.  

 

2. Privacy  

 

The proposed development complies with the Acceptable Solutions for privacy in 

relation to the adjoining titles (see assessment above).  

 

3. Financial Impact 

 

The impact of the development on property values cannot be considered in 

making a decision in accordance with the Meander Valley Interim Planning 

Scheme 2013.   

 

Conclusion 

 

In conclusion, it is considered that the application for multiple dwellings can be 

effectively managed by conditions and should be approved.  

 

AUTHOR: Justin Simons 

  TOWN PLANNER 

 

12) Recommendation       

 

That the application for Use and Development for Multiple Dwellings (27 

Units), for land located at 10 Jardine Crescent (CT166322/1) & 26 Las Vegas 

Drive (CT:35288/86), by Vos Nominees Pty Ltd, requiring the following 

discretions:  

 

10.4.2 – Building Envelope 

10.4.4 – Window Orientation  

10.4.6 – Privacy  

10.4.8 – Waste Storage  
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10.4.9 – Storage  

E4.6.1 – Vehicle Movements 

E4.7.2 – Second Access 

E6.7.2 – Design and Layout of Car Parking 

E6.8.1 – Pedestrian Walkway  

 

be APPROVED, generally in accordance with the endorsed plans and subject 

to the following conditions:  

 

1. The use and development must be carried out as shown and described in 

the endorsed Plans: 

 

 S.Group  - Drawing Numbers 000508:  A1-001, A1-002, A1-003, 

A2-001, A2-002, A2-003, A2-004, A2-005, A2-006, A2-007, A3-

001, A3-002, A3-003, A3-004, A3-005, A3-006, A3-007, A3-008, 

A3-009, A3-010, A3-011, A3-012, A3-013, A3-014, A3-015, A3-

016, A3-017, A3-018, A4-001.  

 

to the satisfaction of the Council. Any other proposed development 

and/or use will require a separate application and assessment by 

Council. 

 

2. Amended plans are to be submitted to the satisfaction of Council’s Town 

Planner. Drawing Numbers A1 – 001, A1- 002 and A1-003 are to be 

amended with the following: 

a) The width of the turning bay to the south of Unit 18 is to be 

extended to the South-west boundary fence. 

b) The driveway to the south-east of Unit 17 is to be moved 1m to the 

south-east to provide separation of 1.5m between the carriageway 

and the south-east wall of the dwelling. 

c) The caravan parking space to the west of Unit 14 is to be dedicated 

for visitor parking. 

d) An additional parking space is to be provided to the immediate 

south-west of, and dedicated to, Unit 17.  

 

3. The window configuration for the north facing wall of Unit 13 is to be in 

accordance with the approved Drawing A3-009.   

 

4. The window configuration for the south facing wall of Unit 27 is to be in 

accordance with the approved Drawing A3-002  
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5. The proposed accesses of Jardine Crescent are to be sign posted with a 

“10km/h” speed limit sign and a sign indicating shared pavement for 

pedestrians and vehicles to the satisfaction of Council’s Town Planner.   

 

6. Prior to the commencement of works: 

a) Amended plans are to be submitted in accordance with Condition 2 

and to the satisfaction of Council’s Town Planner.  

b) Engineering designs and modelling for onsite storm water detention 

are to be submitted to the satisfaction of Council’s Director of 

Infrastructure Services. Onsite detention must limit outflows, such 

that there is no net increase from when the site was developed with 

a single dwelling. The design must also show that overland flows for 

a 1:100 ARI event will not adversely affect building envelopes.   

 

7. Prior to the commencement of use: 

a) Visitor parking spaces are to be line marked or otherwise delineated 

and clearly identified as “visitor parking” to the satisfaction of 

Council’s Town Planner.  

b) Turning bays are to be clearly marked as “no parking” to the 

satisfaction of Council’s Town Planner. 

c) Traffic management signage is to be installed in accordance with 

Condition 5. 

d) The proposed driveway crossovers are to be constructed in 

accordance with LGAT Standard Drawing TSD-R09-V1 (with a 

maximum width of 5.5m) and to the satisfaction of Council’s 

Infrastructure Officer. 

e) The existing crossovers currently servicing 10 Jardine Crescent 

(CT166322/1) are to removed and the nature strip, kerb and 

footpath reinstated to the satisfaction of Council’s Director of 

Infrastructure Services. 

 

8. Prior to the construction of any hardstand development, including 

access ways and dwellings, the onsite detention system is to be installed 

in accordance with the approved engineering designs and to the 

satisfaction of Council’s Director of Infrastructure Services.  

 

9. The development must be in accordance with the Submission to 

Planning Authority Notice issued by TasWater (TWDA 2015/00546-MVC 

attached). 

 

Notes 

 



Meander Valley Council Meeting Agenda – 14 July 2015  Page 101 

 

1. This permit does not imply that any other approval required under any 

other by-law or legislation has been granted. At least the following 

additional approvals may be required before construction commences: 

a) Building permit  

b) Plumbing permit 

 

All enquiries should be directed to Council’s Permit Authority on 6393 

5322.  

 

2. This permit takes effect after:  

a) The 14 day appeal period expires; or  

b) Any appeal to the Resource Management and Planning Appeal Tribunal 

is abandoned or determined; or.   

c) Any other required approvals under this or any other Act are granted. 

 

3. A planning appeal may be instituted by lodging a notice of appeal with the 

Registrar of the Resource Management and Planning Appeal Tribunal. A 

planning appeal may be instituted within 14 days of the date the Corporation 

serves notice of the decision on the applicant. For more information see the 

Resource Management and Planning Appeal Tribunal website 

www.rmpat.tas.gov.au  

 

4. If an applicant is the only person with a right of appeal pursuant to section 61 

of the Land Use Planning and Approvals Act 1993 and wishes to commence 

the use or development for which the permit has been granted within that 14 

day period, the Council must be so notified in writing.  A copy of Council’s 

Notice to Waive Right of Appeal is attached. 

 

5. This permit is valid for two (2) years only from the date of approval and will 

thereafter lapse if the development is not substantially commenced.  A once 

only extension may be granted if a request is received at least 6 weeks prior 

to the expiration date. 

 

 

DECISION:  

http://www.rmpat.tas.gov.au/
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ADJACENT DUPLUX

NOTE: ELEVATION TYPES CAN BE SUBSTITED WITH 4 X 
DIFFERENT FACADE OPTIONS REFER ELEVATIONS FOR 
DETAILED DRAWINGS
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TYPE A FACADE

CLADDING TYPES

EL: EASYLAP, JAMES HARDIE
TEXTURED PAINT FINISH(GRANOSITE OR 
SIMILAR) TEXTURE FINISH TO 

MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS AND APPLIED TO 
COVER FIXINGS, JOINT PAINTED TO MATCH

AX: JAMES HARDIE AXON, 
PAINTED FINISH

SC: JAMES HARDIE, SHADOWCLAD
NATURAL STAINED FINISH

FB: SELECTED FACE BRICK

ALL CLADDINGS INSTALLED TO MANUFACTURERS 
SPECIFICATIONS

ALL COLOURS TO FUTURE SELECTION, 
COMPLIMENTARY AND RESPONSIVE TO 
SURROUNDINGS

BATTER TO COMPLY WITH NCC

GROUND LEVELS SHOWN LEVEL FOR CLARITY, MAX 
500MM FALL OVER DWELLING TO BE TYPICALLY 
LEVELED, ALL ELEVATION HEIGHTS WITHIN 500MM 
ENSURE FINISH SURFACE FALLS AWAY FROM 
STRUCTURE. 

REFER SITE PLAN FOR TYPICAL SCREENING LOCATIONS
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CLADDING TYPES

EL: EASYLAP, JAMES HARDIE
TEXTURED PAINT FINISH(GRANOSITE OR 
SIMILAR) TEXTURE FINISH TO 

MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS AND APPLIED TO 
COVER FIXINGS, JOINT PAINTED TO MATCH

AX: JAMES HARDIE AXON, 
PAINTED FINISH

SC: JAMES HARDIE, SHADOWCLAD
NATURAL STAINED FINISH

FB: SELECTED FACE BRICK

ALL CLADDINGS INSTALLED TO MANUFACTURERS 
SPECIFICATIONS

ALL COLOURS TO FUTURE SELECTION, 
COMPLIMENTARY AND RESPONSIVE TO 
SURROUNDINGS

BATTER TO COMPLY WITH NCC

GROUND LEVELS SHOWN LEVEL FOR CLARITY, MAX 
500MM FALL OVER DWELLING TO BE TYPICALLY 
LEVELED, ALL ELEVATION HEIGHTS WITHIN 500MM 
ENSURE FINISH SURFACE FALLS AWAY FROM 
STRUCTURE. 

REFER SITE PLAN FOR TYPICAL SCREENING LOCATIONS

AX
AX

SCSC

EL
EL

EL

EL
EL

ELEL

EL

S. Group  © Copyright 2015 22 Cameron Street Launceston, Tasmania      
PO Box 1271 Launceston TAS 7250 Australia   : 03 63 111 403  : info@sgroup.com.au  : www.sgroup.com.au   

PROJECT

CLIENT

DWG

ISSUE DATE REVISION

PROJECT #

DWG #

REVISION

DATE #

SCALE @ A3

DRAWN

CHKDSarchitecture
development

strategic design

do not scale off plans
all dimensions in millimetres

confirm all dimensions on site
all work to relevant NCC and AS

 

Development Application20/3/15A

TH22,23,24,25,26,27

New home's
Vos

000508

A3-002
13/05/15

1:100
SG
SH A

 

DEV 2



70
80

66
70

59
85

29
05

planning directive diagram
based on setback of 2576mm as per th24
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TYPE C FACADE

CLADDING TYPES

EL: EASYLAP, JAMES HARDIE
TEXTURED PAINT FINISH(GRANOSITE OR 
SIMILAR) TEXTURE FINISH TO 

MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS AND APPLIED TO 
COVER FIXINGS, JOINT PAINTED TO MATCH

AX: JAMES HARDIE AXON, 
PAINTED FINISH

SC: JAMES HARDIE, SHADOWCLAD
NATURAL STAINED FINISH

FB: SELECTED FACE BRICK

ALL CLADDINGS INSTALLED TO MANUFACTURERS 
SPECIFICATIONS

ALL COLOURS TO FUTURE SELECTION, 
COMPLIMENTARY AND RESPONSIVE TO 
SURROUNDINGS

BATTER TO COMPLY WITH NCC

GROUND LEVELS SHOWN LEVEL FOR CLARITY, MAX 
500MM FALL OVER DWELLING TO BE TYPICALLY 
LEVELED, ALL ELEVATION HEIGHTS WITHIN 500MM 
ENSURE FINISH SURFACE FALLS AWAY FROM 
STRUCTURE. 
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CLADDING TYPES

EL: EASYLAP, JAMES HARDIE
TEXTURED PAINT FINISH(GRANOSITE OR 
SIMILAR) TEXTURE FINISH TO 

MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS AND APPLIED TO 
COVER FIXINGS, JOINT PAINTED TO MATCH

AX: JAMES HARDIE AXON, 
PAINTED FINISH

SC: JAMES HARDIE, SHADOWCLAD
NATURAL STAINED FINISH

FB: SELECTED FACE BRICK

ALL CLADDINGS INSTALLED TO MANUFACTURERS 
SPECIFICATIONS

ALL COLOURS TO FUTURE SELECTION, 
COMPLIMENTARY AND RESPONSIVE TO 
SURROUNDINGS

BATTER TO COMPLY WITH NCC

GROUND LEVELS SHOWN LEVEL FOR CLARITY, MAX 
500MM FALL OVER DWELLING TO BE TYPICALLY 
LEVELED, ALL ELEVATION HEIGHTS WITHIN 500MM 
ENSURE FINISH SURFACE FALLS AWAY FROM 
STRUCTURE. 

REFER SITE PLAN FOR TYPICAL SCREENING LOCATIONS
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CLADDING TYPES

EL: EASYLAP, JAMES HARDIE
TEXTURED PAINT FINISH(GRANOSITE OR 
SIMILAR) TEXTURE FINISH TO 

MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS AND APPLIED TO 
COVER FIXINGS, JOINT PAINTED TO MATCH

AX: JAMES HARDIE AXON, 
PAINTED FINISH

SC: JAMES HARDIE, SHADOWCLAD
NATURAL STAINED FINISH

FB: SELECTED FACE BRICK

ALL CLADDINGS INSTALLED TO MANUFACTURERS 
SPECIFICATIONS

ALL COLOURS TO FUTURE SELECTION, 
COMPLIMENTARY AND RESPONSIVE TO 
SURROUNDINGS

BATTER TO COMPLY WITH NCC

GROUND LEVELS SHOWN LEVEL FOR CLARITY, MAX 
500MM FALL OVER DWELLING TO BE TYPICALLY 
LEVELED, ALL ELEVATION HEIGHTS WITHIN 500MM 
ENSURE FINISH SURFACE FALLS AWAY FROM 
STRUCTURE. 

REFER SITE PLAN FOR TYPICAL SCREENING LOCATIONS
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TYPE F FACADE

CLADDING TYPES

EL: EASYLAP, JAMES HARDIE
TEXTURED PAINT FINISH(GRANOSITE OR 
SIMILAR) TEXTURE FINISH TO 

MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS AND APPLIED TO 
COVER FIXINGS, JOINT PAINTED TO MATCH

AX: JAMES HARDIE AXON, 
PAINTED FINISH

SC: JAMES HARDIE, SHADOWCLAD
NATURAL STAINED FINISH

FB: SELECTED FACE BRICK

ALL CLADDINGS INSTALLED TO MANUFACTURERS 
SPECIFICATIONS

ALL COLOURS TO FUTURE SELECTION, 
COMPLIMENTARY AND RESPONSIVE TO 
SURROUNDINGS

BATTER TO COMPLY WITH NCC

GROUND LEVELS SHOWN LEVEL FOR CLARITY, MAX 
500MM FALL OVER DWELLING TO BE TYPICALLY 
LEVELED, ALL ELEVATION HEIGHTS WITHIN 500MM 
ENSURE FINISH SURFACE FALLS AWAY FROM 
STRUCTURE. 

REFER SITE PLAN FOR TYPICAL SCREENING LOCATIONS
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TYPE G FACADE

CLADDING TYPES

EL: EASYLAP, JAMES HARDIE
TEXTURED PAINT FINISH(GRANOSITE OR 
SIMILAR) TEXTURE FINISH TO 

MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS AND APPLIED TO 
COVER FIXINGS, JOINT PAINTED TO MATCH

AX: JAMES HARDIE AXON, 
PAINTED FINISH

SC: JAMES HARDIE, SHADOWCLAD
NATURAL STAINED FINISH

FB: SELECTED FACE BRICK

ST: JAMES HARDIE STRIA

ALL CLADDINGS INSTALLED TO MANUFACTURERS 
SPECIFICATIONS

ALL COLOURS TO FUTURE SELECTION, 
COMPLIMENTARY AND RESPONSIVE TO 
SURROUNDINGS

BATTER TO COMPLY WITH NCC

GROUND LEVELS SHOWN LEVEL FOR CLARITY, MAX 
500MM FALL OVER DWELLING TO BE TYPICALLY 
LEVELED, ALL ELEVATION HEIGHTS WITHIN 500MM 
ENSURE FINISH SURFACE FALLS AWAY FROM 
STRUCTURE. 

REFER SITE PLAN FOR TYPICAL SCREENING LOCATIONS
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CLADDING TYPES

EL: EASYLAP, JAMES HARDIE
TEXTURED PAINT FINISH(GRANOSITE OR 
SIMILAR) TEXTURE FINISH TO 

MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS AND APPLIED TO 
COVER FIXINGS, JOINT PAINTED TO MATCH

AX: JAMES HARDIE AXON, 
PAINTED FINISH

SC: JAMES HARDIE, SHADOWCLAD
NATURAL STAINED FINISH

FB: SELECTED FACE BRICK

ALL CLADDINGS INSTALLED TO MANUFACTURERS 
SPECIFICATIONS

ALL COLOURS TO FUTURE SELECTION, 
COMPLIMENTARY AND RESPONSIVE TO 
SURROUNDINGS

BATTER TO COMPLY WITH NCC

GROUND LEVELS SHOWN LEVEL FOR CLARITY, MAX 
500MM FALL OVER DWELLING TO BE TYPICALLY 
LEVELED, ALL ELEVATION HEIGHTS WITHIN 500MM 
ENSURE FINISH SURFACE FALLS AWAY FROM 
STRUCTURE. 

REFER SITE PLAN FOR TYPICAL SCREENING LOCATIONS
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CLADDING TYPES

EL: EASYLAP, JAMES HARDIE
TEXTURED PAINT FINISH(GRANOSITE OR 
SIMILAR) TEXTURE FINISH TO 

MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS AND APPLIED TO 
COVER FIXINGS, JOINT PAINTED TO MATCH

AX: JAMES HARDIE AXON, 
PAINTED FINISH

SC: JAMES HARDIE, SHADOWCLAD
NATURAL STAINED FINISH

FB: SELECTED FACE BRICK

ALL CLADDINGS INSTALLED TO MANUFACTURERS 
SPECIFICATIONS

ALL COLOURS TO FUTURE SELECTION, 
COMPLIMENTARY AND RESPONSIVE TO 
SURROUNDINGS

BATTER TO COMPLY WITH NCC

GROUND LEVELS SHOWN LEVEL FOR CLARITY, MAX 
500MM FALL OVER DWELLING TO BE TYPICALLY 
LEVELED, ALL ELEVATION HEIGHTS WITHIN 500MM 
ENSURE FINISH SURFACE FALLS AWAY FROM 
STRUCTURE. 

REFER SITE PLAN FOR TYPICAL SCREENING LOCATIONS
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CLADDING TYPES

EL: EASYLAP, JAMES HARDIE
TEXTURED PAINT FINISH(GRANOSITE OR 
SIMILAR) TEXTURE FINISH TO 

MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS AND APPLIED TO 
COVER FIXINGS, JOINT PAINTED TO MATCH

AX: JAMES HARDIE AXON, 
PAINTED FINISH

SC: JAMES HARDIE, SHADOWCLAD
NATURAL STAINED FINISH

FB: SELECTED FACE BRICK

ALL CLADDINGS INSTALLED TO MANUFACTURERS 
SPECIFICATIONS

ALL COLOURS TO FUTURE SELECTION, 
COMPLIMENTARY AND RESPONSIVE TO 
SURROUNDINGS

BATTER TO COMPLY WITH NCC

GROUND LEVELS SHOWN LEVEL FOR CLARITY, MAX 
500MM FALL OVER DWELLING TO BE TYPICALLY 
LEVELED, ALL ELEVATION HEIGHTS WITHIN 500MM 
ENSURE FINISH SURFACE FALLS AWAY FROM 
STRUCTURE. 

REFER SITE PLAN FOR TYPICAL SCREENING LOCATIONS
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NOTE: ELEVATION TYPES CAN BE SUBSTITED WITH 3 X 
DIFFERENT FACADE OPTIONS REFER ELEVATIONS FOR 
DETAILED DRAWINGS
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EL: EASYLAP, JAMES HARDIE
TEXTURED PAINT FINISH(GRANOSITE OR 
SIMILAR) TEXTURE FINISH TO 

MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS AND APPLIED TO 
COVER FIXINGS, JOINT PAINTED TO MATCH

AX: JAMES HARDIE AXON, 
PAINTED FINISH

SC: JAMES HARDIE, SHADOWCLAD
NATURAL STAINED FINISH

FB: SELECTED FACE BRICK

ALL CLADDINGS INSTALLED TO MANUFACTURERS 
SPECIFICATIONS

ALL COLOURS TO FUTURE SELECTION, 
COMPLIMENTARY AND RESPONSIVE TO 
SURROUNDINGS

BATTER TO COMPLY WITH NCC

GROUND LEVELS SHOWN LEVEL FOR CLARITY, MAX 
500MM FALL OVER DWELLING TO BE TYPICALLY 
LEVELED, ALL ELEVATION HEIGHTS WITHIN 500MM 
ENSURE FINISH SURFACE FALLS AWAY FROM 
STRUCTURE. 

REFER SITE PLAN FOR TYPICAL SCREENING LOCATIONS
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EL: EASYLAP, JAMES HARDIE
TEXTURED PAINT FINISH(GRANOSITE OR 
SIMILAR) TEXTURE FINISH TO 

MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS AND APPLIED TO 
COVER FIXINGS, JOINT PAINTED TO MATCH

AX: JAMES HARDIE AXON, 
PAINTED FINISH

SC: JAMES HARDIE, SHADOWCLAD
NATURAL STAINED FINISH

FB: SELECTED FACE BRICK

ALL CLADDINGS INSTALLED TO MANUFACTURERS 
SPECIFICATIONS

ALL COLOURS TO FUTURE SELECTION, 
COMPLIMENTARY AND RESPONSIVE TO 
SURROUNDINGS

BATTER TO COMPLY WITH NCC
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Phone: 13 6992 
Fax: 1300 862 066 

Web: www.taswater.com.au TasWater 

Submission to Planning Authority Notice 
 

Page 1 of 3 

Template 04 –Submission to Planning Authority Notice  Version 1.0 - June 2013 

Council 
Planning Permit 

No. 
PA\15\0166 

Council notice 
date 

15/04/2015 

 

TasWater details 
 

TasWater 
Reference No. 

TWDA 2015/00546-MVC Date of response 13-5-2015 
 

TasWater 
Contact 

Colin Skinner Phone No. 6345 6334 
 

Response issued to 
 

Council name MEANDER VALLEY COUNCIL 
 

Contact details planning@mvc.tas.gov.au 
 

Development details 
 

Address 26 LAS VEGAS DRIVE, PROSPECT VALE Property ID (PID) 7446208 
 

Description of 
development 

Multiple Dwellings (27 units) 
 

Schedule of drawings/documents 
 

Prepared by Drawing/document No. Revision No. Date of Issue 

S GROUP 000508 - A 20/3/2015 

    

    

    
 

Conditions 

SUBMISSION TO PLANNING AUTHORITY NOTICE OF PLANNING APPLICATION REFERRAL 

Pursuant to the Water and Sewerage Industry Act 2008 (TAS) Section 56P(1) TasWater imposes the 
following conditions on the permit for this application: 

CONNECTIONS, METERING & BACKFLOW 

ADVICE 

TasWater offers a number of water meter configurations for multi-residential developments depending 
upon whether they form part of a strata scheme or not. The developer is encouraged to contact TasWater 
regarding these metering options.  

CONDITIONS 

1. A suitably sized water supply with metered connections / sewerage system and connection to each 
dwelling unit / lot of the development must be designed and constructed to TasWater’s satisfaction 
and be in accordance with, TasWater’s metering policies any other conditions in this permit. 

2. Any removal/supply and installation of water meters and/or the removal of redundant and/or 
installation of new and modified property service connections must be carried out by TasWater at the 
developer’s cost. 

3. Plans submitted with an application for a TasWater Certificate(s) for Certifiable Work (Building) 
and/or (Plumbing)  must show the following: 

• all existing, redundant and/or proposed water (including meter details) and sewer property 
service connections  

• a general site layout plan  
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HEADWORKS CHARGES 

ADVICE 
If the Certificate for Certifiable Works is applied for in the period 1 April 2014 to 31 March 2016, 
the headworks amount(s) will be waived in line with the prevailing State Government Policy. 
 
Please visit www.development.tas.gov.au for further information. 

CONDITIONS 

4. Prior to TasWater issuing a Certificate for Certifiable Work (Building) and/or (Plumbing), the 
applicant or landowner as the case may be, must pay a headworks charge of $22,174.46 to 
TasWater for water infrastructure for 15.40 additional Equivalent Tenements, indexed as approved 
by the Economic Regulator from the date of this Submission to Planning Authority Notice until the 
date it is paid to TasWater. 

5. Prior to TasWater issuing a Certificate for Certifiable Work (Building) and/or (Plumbing), the 
applicant or landowner as the case may be, must pay a headworks charge of $22,651.47 to 
TasWater for sewerage infrastructure for 19.750 additional Equivalent Tenements, indexed as 
approved by the Economic Regulator from the date of this Submission to Planning Authority Notice 
until the date it is paid to TasWater. 

In the event that Council approves a staging plan, prior to TasWater issuing a Certificate for 
Certifiable Works (Building) and/or (Plumbing) for each stage, the applicant or landowner as the 
case may be, must pay headworks charges commensurate with the  number of Equivalent 
Tenements in each stage, as approved by Council. 

 

DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT FEES 

6. The applicant or landowner as the case may be, must pay a development assessment fee to 
TasWater for this proposal of $746.80 for Development Application – Non Subdivision (Major) as 
approved by the Economic Regulator and the fee will be indexed, as approved by the Economic 
Regulator, from the date of the Submission to Planning Authority Notice for the Development until 
the date it is paid to TasWater, and payment is required within 30 days from the date of the invoice. 

 

 

Advice 

For information on TasWater development standards, please visit 
http://www.taswater.com.au/Development/Development-Standards 

For information regarding headworks, further assessment fees and other miscellaneous fees, please visit 
http://www.taswater.com.au/Development/Fees---Charges 

Changes to the water connection size and/or increased sewer discharges may result in changes to the 

fixed service charges for the property. Please visit http://www.taswater.com.au/Your-Account/Water-and-

Sewerage-Charges for more information. 

For detailed information on how headworks have been calculated for this development please contact the 

TasWater contact as listed above. 

For application forms please visit http://www.taswater.com.au/Development/Forms 

The developer is responsible for arranging to locate existing TasWater infrastructure and clearly showing 
it on any drawings.  Existing TasWater infrastructure may be located by TasWater (call 136 992) on site 
at the developer’s cost, alternatively a surveyor and/or a private contractor may be engaged at the 

DEV 2
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developers cost to locate the infrastructure. 

 

Declaration 

The drawings/documents and conditions stated above constitute TasWater’s Submission to Planning 
Authority Notice. 

If you need any clarification in relation to this document, please contact TasWater. Please quote the TasWater reference 
number. Phone: 13 6992, Email: development@taswater.com.au 

Authorised by 

 
Jason Taylor 

Development Assessment Manager 
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From:                                 Chung, Keith
Sent:                                  26 May 2015 13:26:25 +1000
To:                                      Planning @ Meander Valley Council
Subject:                             Comments Regarding the Application for Planning Approval at 10 
Jardine Crescent Prospect Vale

To Whom It May Concern
 
I am writing to express some concerns regarding the impact of the proposed development at 10 Jardine 
Crescent Prospect Vale Tasmania on the properties located at 8 Jardine Crescent Prospect Vale Tasmania.
 
The three main concerns I have are:
 
a.  The proposed two level townhouses located near the boundary with 8 Jardine Crescent Prospect Vale are 
likely to create a 'shadow' and block some of the afternoon western sun accessing the villa units located at 8 
Jardine Crescent Prospect Vale.  As most of the units at 8 Jardine Crescent Prospect Vale are occupied by 
elderly retirees, the absence of the afternoon sun particularly in the winter months may cause serious 
inconvenience to these residents re their health and the ability of these residents to effectively maintain 
existing gardens, lawns, fruit trees and vegetable plots..
 
b.  The upper levels of the proposed two level townhouses located near the boundary with 8 Jardine 
Crescent Prospect Vale will be higher than the standard height of the existing boundary fence between the 
townhouses located at 10 Jardine Crescent and the villa units located 8 Jardine Crescent Prospect Vale.  
This will allow the residents of the upper levels of the townhouses to view into the bedrooms, kitchens and 
courtyards of the villa units located at 8 Jardine Crescent Prospect Vale.  This would then be seen as an 
'invasion of privacy' to the residents in the villa units at 8 Jardine Crescent Prospect Vale.
 
c.  The combination of points (a) and (b) listed above could potentially have a negative impact on the 
financial value of the villa units located at 8 Jardine Crescent Prospect Vale.
 
I hope the parties involved in the decision whether to grant approval to the proposed planning designed for 
10 Jardine Crescent Prospect Vale will take these thoughts into consideration.
 
regards
 
Keith Chung
Residence Owner
8 Jardine Crescent
Prospect Vale 7250
**********************************************************************
This message is intended for the addressee named and may contain
privileged information or confidential information or both. If you
are not the intended recipient please delete it and notify the sender.
**********************************************************************

Version: 1, Version Date: 27/05/2015
Document Set ID: 799623
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DEV 3 SUBDIVISION (5 LOTS) – 1 LIVERPOOL STREET, 

DELORAINE 
 

1) Introduction        

 

This report considers application PA\15\0190 for a Subdivision (5 lots) on land 

located at 1 Liverpool Street, Deloraine (PID 6256250, CT 169545/1).  

 

2) Background        

 

Applicant 

 

Cohen & Associates P/L  

 

Planning Controls   

 

The subject land is controlled by the Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 

2013 (referred to this report as the ‘Scheme’). 

 

Use & Development 

 

The proposal is to subdivide the land into 5 allotments in 2 stages (see Figure 1 

below). Stage 1 is for Lot 1 and the balance; with Stage 2 for Lots 3-5. Lot 1 is an 

internal lot containing the house and outbuildings, fronting onto Liverpool Street. 

Lots 2-5 are vacant land. Lot 2 fronts onto Liverpool Street, while Lots 4 and 5 

front onto East Barrack Street. Lot 3 has road frontages to both Liverpool Street 

and East Barrack Street.  
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Figure 1: proposed subdivision 

 

Site & Surrounds 

 

The subject property is 2.5ha in size and located to the south of the Deloraine 

Township. A house and a number of outbuildings are located to the south-west 

corner of the property. The land slopes downwards towards Liverpool Street and 

East Barrack Street. There is a small dam/spring located at the north-east corner 

of the property.  

 

The immediately surrounding land to the west and south are vacant. Properties 

opposite on Liverpool Street contain either a house or are vacant land. These lot 

sizes vary from 5614m2 (86 East Church Street) to 1047m2 (95 East Barrack Street). 

While properties across East Barrack Street are larger lifestyle lots, ranging in size 

from 8094m2 (104 East Barrack) to 2ha (106 East Barrack Street CT 145366/2).  

 

There are two existing accesses off Liverpool Street (see Photos 5 & 6). Both East 

Barrack Street and Liverpool Street are sealed, Council maintained roads.  

 

The subject land is highlighted in the aerial photo below.     
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Photo 1: Aerial photo showing the subject property (Source: The LIST). 

 

 

 
 

Photos 2-4: showing the subject title viewed from East Church Street. 

 

  
Photos 5 & 6: existing accesses to the land.  

  

Subject Site 

 

Liverpool Street 

East Barrack Street 



Meander Valley Council Meeting Agenda – 14 July 2015  Page 105 

 

Statutory Timeframes  

 

Application validated: 18 May 2015 

Request for further information: 4 June 2015 

Information received: 26 June 2015 

Advertised: 6 June 2015 

Closing date for 

representations: 

23 June 2015 

Extension of time granted: Not applicable 

Extension of time expires: Not applicable 

Decision due: 19 July 2015 

 

3) Strategic/Annual Plan Conformance 

 

Council has a target under the Annual Plan to assess applications for 

discretionary uses within statutory timeframes.     

 

4) Policy Implications      

 

Not Applicable 

 

5) Statutory Requirements      

 

Council must process and determine the application in accordance with the Land 

Use Planning Approval Act 1993 (LUPAA) and its Planning Scheme. The 

application is made in accordance with Section 57. 

 

6) Risk Management       

 

Risk is managed by the inclusion of appropriate conditions on the planning 

permit. 

 

7) Consultation with State Government and other Authorities 

 

The application was referred to TasWater. A Submission to Planning Authority 

Notice (TWDA 2015/00834-MVC) was received on the 26 June 2015 (attached 

document). 

 

8) Community Consultation      

 

The application was advertised for the statutory 14-day period. Three (3) 

representations were received (attached documents). The representations are 

discussed in the assessment below.   
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9) Financial Impact 

 

Not Applicable 

 

10) Alternative Options      

 

Council can either approve, with or without conditions, or refuse the application. 

 

11) Officers Comments      

 

Zone 

 

The subject property and immediately surrounding land are located in the Low 

Density Residential Zone.  

 

 
Figure 2: Zoning of subject title and surrounding land. 

 

Use Class 

 

In accordance with Table 8.2 the proposed Use Class is: 

a) Residential – Single Dwelling  

 

Residential (Single Dwelling) is specified in Section 12.2 – Low Density Residential 

Zone Use Table as being No Permit Required. However, the development does 

not comply with all the Acceptable Solutions of the General Residential Zone and 

relies on Performance Criteria. As such, it is subject to a Discretionary permit 

process.     

 

Subject Site 
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Applicable Standards   

 

This assessment considers all applicable planning scheme standards.  

 

In accordance with the statutory function of the State Template for Planning 

Schemes (Planning Directive 1), where use or development meets the Acceptable 

Solutions it complies with the planning scheme, however it may be conditioned if 

considered necessary to better meet the objective of the applicable standard.  

   

Where an application relies on Performance Criteria, discretion is used for that 

particular standard. To determine whether discretion should be exercised to grant 

approval, the proposal must be considered against the objectives of the 

applicable standard and the requirements of Section 8.10.  

 

A brief assessment against all applicable Acceptable Solutions of the Low Density  

Residential Zone and Codes is provided below. This is followed by a more 

detailed discussion of any applicable Performance Criteria and the objectives 

relevant to the particular discretion.    

   

Compliance Assessment  

 

The following tables comprise an assessment against the applicable standards of 

the Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013.  

 

12.0 Low Density Residential Zone 

Scheme Standard Comment Assessment 

12.3.1 Amenity  

A1 If for permitted or no 

permit required uses. 

Residential use is a no 

permit required use in the 

Low Density Residential 

Zone.  

Complies  

A2 Commercial vehicles 

for discretionary uses 

must only operate 

between 7.00am and 

7.00pm Monday to 

Friday and 8.00am to 

6.00pm Saturday and 

Sunday. 

Not applicable. Not applicable. 

12.4.3 Subdivision 
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12.4.3.1 General Suitability 

A1 No Acceptable 

Solution 

 Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 

12.4.3.2 Lot Area, Building Envelopes and Frontage 

A1 Each lot must: 

a) have a minimum 

area in accordance 

with Table 12.4.3.1: 

Deloraine 5000m2 

 

b) be able to contain a 

35 metres diameter 

circle with the centre 

of the circle not more 

than 35 metres from 

the frontage; and 

c) have new 

boundaries aligned 

from buildings that 

satisfy the relevant 

acceptable solutions 

for setbacks; or 

d) be required for 

public use by the 

Crown, a an agency, or 

a corporation all the 

shares of which are 

held by Councils or a 

municipality; or 

e) be for the provision 

of public utilities; or 

f) for the consolidation 

of a lot with another 

lot with no additional 

titles created; or 

g) to align existing 

titles with zone 

The total land area is 2.5ha 

and the proposal is to create 

5 lots. All lots are 5000m2 

each. 

 

 

 

The shape of Lot 1 is unable 

to contain a 35m diameter 

circle within the first 35m 

from the frontage.  

 

 

The buildings within Lot 1 

meet the Acceptable 

Solutions for side boundary 

setbacks (3m) and site 

coverage (no greater than 

30%).  

Not Applicable. 

 

 

 

 

 

Not Applicable. 

 

Not Applicable. 

 

 

Not Applicable.  

Complies 

 

 

 

 

 

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 

 

 

 

 

Complies 
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boundaries and no 

additional lots are 

created. 

A2 Each lot must have a 

frontage of at least 4 

metres. 

Lot 1 9m 

Lot 2 51m 

Lot 3 56m and 

90m 

Lot 4 56m 

Lot 5 54m 
 

Complies 

A3 Each lot must be 

connected to a 

reticulated: 

a) water supply; and 

b) sewerage system.  

 

 All lots have the capacity to 

be connected to reticulated 

water.  

The property is located 

outside of the reticulated 

sewerage area.  

Complies 

 

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 

A4 Each lot must be 

connected to a 

reticulated stormwater 

system. 

The proposal is for 

stormwater to be managed 

on site.  

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 

 

E1 Bushfire Prone Areas Code 

Scheme Standard Comment Assessment 

E1.6.1.1 Subdivision: Provision of hazard management areas 

A1 (a) The TFS or an 

accredited person 

certifies, having 

regard to the 

objective, that there 

is an insufficient 

increase in risk from 

bushfire to warrant 

the provision of 

hazard management 

areas as part of a 

subdivision; or 

(b) The proposed 

plan of subdivision- 

(b) The Bushfire Hazard 

Management Plan shows 

the building areas being 

located wholly within each 

lot, and states compliance 

with BAL 19 Table 2.4.4.  

Complies  
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(i) shows all lots that 

are within or partly 

within a bushfire-

prone area, 

including those 

developed at each 

stage of a staged 

subdivisions; and 

(ii) shows the 

building area for 

each lot; and 

(iii) shows hazard 

management areas 

between bushfire-

prone vegetation 

and each building 

area that have 

dimensions equal to, 

or greater than, the 

separation distances 

required for BAL 19 

in Table 2.4.4 of AS 

3959 – 2009 

Construction of 

Buildings in Bushfire 

Prone Areas. The 

proposed plan of 

subdivision must be 

accompanied by a 

bushfire hazard 

management plan 

certified by the TFS 

or accredited person 

demonstrating that 

hazard management 

areas can be 

provided; and  

(iv) applications for 

subdivision requiring 

hazard management 

areas to be located 

on land that is 
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external to the 

proposed 

subdivision must be 

accompanied by the 

written consent of 

the owner of that 

land to enter into a 

Part 5 agreement 

that will be 

registered on the 

title of the 

neighbouring 

property providing 

for the affected land 

to be managed in 

accordance with the 

bushfire hazard 

management plan. 

E1.6.1.2 Subdivision: Public access 

A1 (a) The TFS or an 

accredited person 

certifies, having 

regard to the 

objective, that there 

is an insufficient 

increase in risk from 

bushfire to warrant 

specific measures for 

public access in 

subdivision for the 

purposes of fire 

fighting; or 

(b) A proposed plan 

of subdivision 

showing the layout of 

roads  and fire trails, 

and the location of 

private access to 

building areas, is 

included in a bushfire 

hazard management 

plan approved by the 

(c)The Bushfire Hazard 

Management Plan states 

that the layout of roads and 

access is consistent with the 

objective.  

Complies  
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TFS or accredited 

person as being 

consistent with the 

objective; or 

(c) A proposed plan 

of subdivision: 

(i) shows that, at any 

stage of a staged 

subdivision, all 

building areas are 

within 200m of a 

road that is a 

through road; 

and 

(i) shows a perimeter 

road, private access 

or fire trail between 

the lots and 

bushfireprone 

vegetation, which 

road, access or trail is 

linked to an internal 

road system; and 

(ii) shows all roads as 

through roads unless: 

a. they are not more 

than 200m in length 

and incorporate a 

minimum 12m outer 

radius turning area; 

or 

b. the road is located 

within an area of 

vegetation that is not 

bushfire-prone 

vegetation; and 

(iii) shows vehicular 

access to any water 

supply point 

identified for fire 
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fighting. 

A2 Unless the 

development 

standards in the zone 

require a higher 

standard, 

construction of roads 

must meet the 

requirements of 

Table E3. 

Not Applicable.   

E1.6.1.3 Subdivision: Provision of water supply for fire fighting purposes 

A1 

 

 

 

In areas serviced with 

reticulated 

water by a Regional 

Corporation: 

(a) the TFS or an 

accredited person 

certifies that, having 

regard to the 

objective, there is an 

insufficient 

increase in risk from 

bushfire to 

warrant any specific 

water supply 

measures; or 

(b) a proposed plan 

of subdivision 

shows that all parts 

of a building 

area are within reach 

of a 120m 

long hose (measured 

as a hose 

lay) connected to a 

fire hydrant 

with a minimum flow 

rate of 600 

litres per minute and 

minimum 

pressure of 200 kPa 

in 

A1 (b) cannot be met. 

Assessment continued as 

per A2.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Not Applicable. 
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accordance with 

Table 2.2 and clause 

2.3.3 of AS 2419.1 

2005 - 

Fire hydrant 

installations. 

A2 

 

 

 

 

In areas that are not 

serviced by 

reticulated water by a 

Regional Corporation 

or where the 

requirements of A1 

(b) cannot be met: 

(a) the TFS or an  

accredited person 

certifies that, having 

regard to the 

objective, there is an 

insufficient increase 

in risk from bushfire 

to warrant any 

specific water supply 

measures being 

provided; or  

(b) a bushfire hazard 

management plan 

certified by the TFS 

or an accredited 

person demonstrates 

that the provision of 

water supply for fire 

fighting purposes is 

sufficient, consistent 

with the objective, to 

manage the risks to 

property and lives in 

the event of a 

bushfire; or  

(c) it can be 

demonstrated that: 

(i) a static water 

(d) The Bushfire Hazard 

Management Plan states 

the plan being consistent 

with the objective.  

Complies 
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supply, dedicated to 

fire fighting, will be 

provided and that 

the water supply has 

a minimum capacity 

of 10 000 litres per 

building area and is 

connected to fire 

hydrants; and 

(ii) a proposed plan 

of subdivision shows 

all building areas to 

be within reach of a 

120m long hose 

connected to a fire 

hydrant, measured as 

a hose lay, with a 

minimum flow rate of 

600 litres per minute 

and minimum 

pressure of 200 kPa; 

or 

(d) it can be 

demonstrated that 

each building area 

can have, or have 

access to, a minimum 

static water supply of 

10 000 litres that is: 

(i) dedicated solely 

for the purposes of 

fire fighting; and 

(ii) accessible by fire 

fighting vehicles; and 

(iii) is within 3m of a 

hardstand area. 

 

 

  



Meander Valley Council Meeting Agenda – 14 July 2015  Page 116 

 

 

E4 Road and Railway Assets Code 

Scheme Standard Comment Assessment 

E4.6.1 Use and road or rail infrastructure 

A1 Sensitive use on or 

within 50m of a 

category 1 or 2 

road…a railway or 

future road or 

railway… 

The subject property is not 

within 50m of a category 1 

or 2 road, railway or future 

road or railway. 

Not Applicable 

A2 For roads with a 

speed limit of 

60km/h or less the 

use must not 

generate more than 

a total of 40 vehicle 

entry and exit 

movements per day. 

East Barrack Street at the 

subject land is a 80km/hr 

speed limit. Liverpool Street 

is outside of the 60km/hr 

speed limit area.  

Not applicable.  

A3 For roads with a 

speed limit of more 

than 60km/h the use 

must not increase 

the annual average 

daily traffic (AADT) 

movements at the 

existing access or 

junction by more 

than 10%. 

There is no change to the 

number of vehicle at the 

existing house access off 

Liverpool Street. 

Based on one extra access 

to Liverpool Street, the 

traffic movements at the 

junction with East Barrack 

Street will not increase by 

more than 10%.  

Based on three extra 

accesses onto East Barrack 

Street, the traffic 

movements at any junction 

will not increase by more 

than 10%.   

Complies 

E4.71 Development on and adjacent to Existing and Future Arterial Roads and 

Railways 

A1 The following must 

be at least 50m from 

a railway, a future 

The subject property is not 

within 50m of a railway, a 

future road or railway, and a 

Not Applicable 
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road or railway, and 

a category 1 or 2…  

category 1 or 2. 

E4.7.2 Management of Road Accesses and Junctions 

A1 

 

 

 

For roads with a 

speed limit of 

60km/h 

or less the 

development must 

include only one 

access providing 

both entry and exit, 

or two accesses 

providing 

separate entry and 

exit. 

Not applicable.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A2 

 

 

 

 

For roads with a 

speed limit of more 

than 60km/h the 

development must 

not include a new 

access or junction. 

Each new lot will require a 

new access.  

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 

E4.7.3 Management of Rail Level Crossings 

A1 Where land has 

access across a 

railway. 

The proposal does not 

include access to a railway.  

Not Applicable.  

E4.7.4 Sight Distance at Accesses, Junctions and Level Crossings 

A1 Sight distances at 

a) an access or 

junction must comply 

with the Safe 

Intersection Sight 

Distance shown in 

Table E4.7.4; and 

b) rail level crossings 

must comply with 

AS1742.7 Manual of 

uniform traffic 

control devices - 

Railway crossings, 

A Traffic Impact Assessment 

prepared by Terry Eaton 

states that the proposed 

subdivision complies with 

the standard provided that 

the driveway access to lot 5 

is located at the northern 

edge of the lot.  

Complies 
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Standards 

Association of 

Australia; or 

c) If the access is a 

temporary access, the 

written consent of 

the relevant authority 

has been obtained. 

 

E10 Recreation and Open Space Code 

Scheme Standard Comment Assessment 

E10.6.1 Provision of Public Open Space 

A1 The application 

must: 

include consent in 

writing from the 

General Manager 

that no land is 

required for public 

open space but 

instead there is to be 

a cash payment in 

lieu. 

Consent granted Complies  

 

Performance Criteria     

 

12.4.3.1 General Suitability 

Objective 

The division and consolidation of estates and interests in land is to create lots 

that are consistent with the purpose of the Low Density Residential Zone.  

 

Performance Criteria P1    

Each new lot on a plan must be suitable for use and development in an 

arrangement that is consistent with the Zone Purpose, having regard to the 

combination of: 

a) slope, shape, orientation and topography of land; 

b) any established  pattern of use and development; 

c) connection to the road network; 
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d) availability of or likely requirements for utilities; 

e) any requirement to protect ecological, scientific, historic, cultural or aesthetic 

values; and 

f) potential exposure to natural hazards. 

COMMENT:  

The subdivision layout shows 4 rectangular shaped lots and one battle-axed 

shape lot. The rectangular shaped lots are in keeping with the configuration of 

neighbouring lots. There are two other internal lots within the surrounding 

area – 83 East Barrack Street (vacant land) and off East Church Street 

(TasWater Infrastructure) (highlighted in blue outline in Figure 3 below).  

The surrounding land zoned Low Density Residential is used either for 

residential purposes or is vacant. All lots have frontage to a Council 

maintained road.  All lots have the ability to be connected to reticulated 

water.  

The lots cannot be connected to sewerage or stormwater. However, the lots 

are considered suitable for on-site disposal for both waste water and 

stormwater.  

The property is not heritage listed. There is no Priority Habitat on the land.  

The Zone Purpose is to provide for residential use or development on larger 

lots in residential areas where there are infrastructure or environmental 

constraints that limit development. The proposed subdivision is for residential 

purposes. The proposal is considered in keeping with the Zone Purpose.  

Based on the above, the proposed subdivision is consistent with the 

Objectives. 
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Figure 3: showing established pattern of lot configuration.  

 

 

12.4.3.2 Lot Area, Building Envelopes and Frontage 

Objective 

To ensure: 

a) the area and dimensions of lots are appropriate for the zone; and 

b) the conservation of natural values, vegetation and faunal habitats; and 

c) the design of subdivision protects adjoining subdivision from adverse impacts; 

and 

d) each lot has road, access, and utility services appropriate for the zone. 

 

Performance Criteria P1    

Each lot for residential use must provide sufficient useable area and dimensions 

to allow for: 

a) a dwelling to be erected in a convenient and hazard free location; and 

b) on-site parking and manoeuvrability; and 

c) adequate private open space; and 

d) reasonable vehicular access from the carriageway of the road to a building 

area on the lot, if any; and 

e) development that would not adversely affect the amenity of, or be out of 

Subject Site 
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character with, surrounding development and the streetscape. 

f) additional lots must not be located within the Low Density Residential 

Zone at Hadspen, Pumicestone Ridge or Travellers Rest. 

 

COMMENT:  

Lot 1 is a battle-axed shaped lot. As such it is unable to meet the standard for 

a 35m diameter circle with the centre of the circle within 35m of the frontage.  

 

Lot 1 contains the house and outbuildings. The small wood shed near the 

driveway is 3m from the shared boundary with Lot 2. The proposed 

configuration for Lot 1 results in the existing buildings meeting the 

Acceptable Solutions for site coverage and boundary setbacks.  

 

The access handle for Lot 1 follows the existing driveway. Car parking and 

manoeuvring can all be managed on site. The garage is located in close 

proximity to the house.  

 

The established garden that surrounds the house is wholly contained within 

the boundary for Lot 1.  

 

Based on the above, the proposed subdivision is consistent with the 

Performance Criteria and Objectives. 

 

Performance Criteria P3   

Lots that are not provided with reticulated water and sewerage services must be: 

a) in a locality for which reticulated services are not available or capable of 

being connected; and 

b) capable of accommodating an on-site wastewater management system. 

 

COMMENT:  

The proposed lots cannot be serviced by reticulated sewerage services.  

The application included a Stormwater and Wastewater Assessment Report 

prepared by Hydrodynamics that states that the lot size is sufficient to 

manage both sewerage and stormwater on site. 

Based on the above, the proposed subdivision is consistent with the 

Objectives. 

 

Performance Criteria P4    

Each lot must be capable of disposal of stormwater to a legal discharge point. 
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COMMENT:  

All 5 lots are unable to connect to Council’s reticulated stormwater system. 

The application included a Stormwater and Wastewater Assessment Report 

prepared by Hydrodynamics that states that the lot size is sufficient to 

manage stormwater on site. 

The current stormwater management from the existing house and 

outbuildings is directed to the ground. This situation is not suitable for a 

5000m2 allotment and as such, the stormwater from the existing buildings 

must be wholly contained within the boundaries of Lot 1.  

Recommended Conditions:  

 Prior to the sealing of Stage 1, on-site stormwater absorption 

trenches for all buildings contained within Lot 1 must be installed 

to the satisfaction of Council’s Plumbing Surveyor and Director 

Infrastructure Services.  

 A Plumbing Permit must be obtained from Council prior to the 

installation of on-site stormwater absorption trenches. 

Combined with the recommendation above, the proposed subdivision is 

consistent with the Objectives. 

 

 

E4.7.2 Management of Road Accesses and Junctions 

Objective 

To ensure that the safety and efficiency of roads is not reduced by the creation 

of new accesses and junctions or increased use of existing accesses and 

junctions. 

 

Performance Criteria P2 

For limited access roads and roads with a speed limit of more than 60km/h: 

a) access to a category 1 road or limited access road must only be via an 

existing access or junction or the development must provide a significant social 

and economic benefit to the State or region; and 

b) any increase in use of an existing access or junction or development of a new 

access or junction to a limited access road or a category 1, 2 or 3 road must be 

dependent on the site for its unique resources, characteristics or locational 

attributes and an alternate site or access to a category 4 or 5 road is not 

practicable; and 

c) an access or junction which is increased in use or is a new access or junction 

must be designed and located to maintain an adequate level of safety and 
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efficiency for all road users. 

COMMENT:  

 

Lots 2, 3, 4 & 5 will require new accesses. A Traffic Impact Assessment report 

prepared by Terry Eaton was submitted. An error in the Traffic Impact 

Assessment was noted in the calculation of existing traffic volumes on 

Liverpool Street.  The calculation was based on an incorrect number of 

properties requiring Liverpool Street for access to existing residences.  It is 

noted that the existing traffic numbers should be greater than that stated in 

the report.  This has the effect of reducing the actual percentage of traffic 

generated from the proposed subdivision as a proportion of the overall traffic 

volumes.  This is not considered to effect the outcome of the Traffic Impact 

Assessment. 

 

The report concluded that the proposed 5 lot subdivision complies with the 

scheme, provided that the driveway access to Lot 5 is located at the northern 

edge of the lot.  

 

Recommended Conditions:  

Prior to the sealing of the Final Plan of Survey for Stage 1, the following 

must be completed to the satisfaction of Council: 

a) Amended Plan of Subdivision showing the location of the driveway 

crossovers for Lot 2-5, in accordance with the Traffic Impact 

Assessment by Terry Eaton dated 27 May 2015. 

 

Combined with the recommendation above, the proposed subdivision is 

consistent with the Objectives. 

 

 

Representations 

 

Three representations were received (see attached documents). A summary of the 

representations are as follows: 

 

Representation 1: 

 Traffic Impact Assessment contains an error in number of residences using 

Liverpool Street.  

 Liverpool Street too narrow for current traffic flows. The verge is too 

boggy and slippery to use.  

 

Representation 2: 

 Inadequate stormwater drainage – overland flow, existing stormwater 

system inadequate. Future over development and hard surfaces of the lots 
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3-5 will inundate neighbouring lots. Impact on neighbouring lots unfair, 

risks devaluation of property.    

 Lots not suitable for future development due to stormwater and waste 

water. Driveways alone will create a stormwater impact.  

 Out of character – lots size too small, future development will create visual 

bulk, be highly visible, disrespectful to neighbouring character, loss of 

amenity.  

 Connection to road network – traffic congestion and pedestrian safety. 

Traffic Impact Assessment does not consider overall traffic congestion. 

Increased traffic “poses a safety risk to our children using the school bus, 

playing in our outdoor space and further to our right to enjoy our property 

and neighbourhood”. Increase risk to pedestrians and horse riders – no 

footpath – school bus stop nearby. Unable to park vehicles on side of 

road, vehicles disrupting traffic flow. 

 No details on reticulated water supply, or power supply. Inability to 

provide adequate stormwater drainage.  

 Additional traffic, noise and pollution affecting amenity of the area.   

 

Representation 3: 

 Inefficiency of the drainage system in Liverpool Street. 

   

COMMENT:  

 

Stormwater: 

The contribution of additional stormwater flows from the proposed subdivision 

area when fully developed to the broader catchment outflows are minimal, and as 

documented by the applicant’s consultant may vary from 7 to 10 litres per second 

in a 1 in 10 year rainfall event if impervious areas are not directed to on-site 

stormwater absorption trenches.  It is considered that this minor additional 

stormwater load is reasonable and would not on its own create an unmanageable 

risk to downstream infrastructure or property.  Council has no record of 

complaints concerning inefficient drainage or localised flooding in this area prior 

to this subdivision being proposed.  Any downstream deficiencies in the roadside 

stormwater drainage network should be assessed by Council officers separately 

to the development application for this subdivision and corrective action 

undertaken as appropriate. 

 

Wastewater: 

The Stormwater and Wastewater Assessment Report by Hydrodynamica indicate 

that Lots 2-5 are suitable for on-site wastewater disposal. The subdivision plan 

shows the on-site wastewater management system servicing the existing house 

(proposed Lot 1) being located in close proximity to the house; with adequate 

setback distance between the system and the proposed new boundary with Lot 5. 
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Traffic: 

The development of one new driveway access off Liverpool Street and the 

additional traffic volumes generated at this point is not considered as 

unreasonable in respect to the traffic capacity and amenity of Liverpool Street.  

However, it is noted that the width of the existing formation and lack of gravel 

shoulders may result in some traffic having to travel partly on the grass verges 

when passing.  It is recommended that Council officers assess the work required 

to provide gravel shoulders to Liverpool Street as a separate matter to the 

assessment of the subdivision application. 

 

The Traffic Impact Assessment suggests that the type of road present is more 

than adequate for the minimal traffic flows currently experienced. There is no 

footpath and three driveways will have minimal impact on the pedestrian or 

equestrian traffic alleged. The verge is quite wide so that pedestrian and driveway 

traffic should not be impacted by vehicular traffic. 

 

As stated above, an error in the Traffic Impact Assessment was noted in the 

calculation of existing traffic volumes on Liverpool Street.  The calculation was 

based on an incorrect number of properties requiring Liverpool Street for access 

to existing residences.  It is noted that the existing traffic numbers should be 

greater than that stated in the report.  This has the effect of reducing the actual 

percentage of traffic generated from the proposed subdivision as a proportion of 

the overall traffic volumes.  This is considered to not change the outcome of the 

Traffic Impact Assessment. 

 

Amenity/Character: 

The zone purpose provides for residential use or development that is designed to 

mitigate any visual impacts on public views. There are no public lookouts in the 

vicinity of the subject land. Both Liverpool and East Barrack Streets are public 

roads – and with the slope of the land, future development on the site will be 

visible.  

 

The proposed subdivision is for residential purposes, and if the land was to be 

used for this purpose, it would be in keeping with the zone intent. The lot sizes 

are in keeping with the Acceptable Solution for the zone. Future development 

would be assessed against the planning scheme’s provisions for the Low Density 

Residential zone and all applicable Codes.  The proposal is considered to be in 

keeping with a Low Density Residential character.  
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Services to the lot: 

The assessment of reticulated water supply to the lots was undertaken by 

TasWater. A Submission to Planning Authority Notice (TWDA 2015/00834-MVC) 

was received on the 26 June 2015 (attached document).  

 

Power supply to the lots is not a matter that is addressed in the planning scheme 

or the Land Use Planning & Approvals Act 1993. As such, it cannot be considered 

through the planning process.  

 

Devaluation of property: 

Devaluation of property is not a matter that is addressed in the planning scheme 

or the Land Use Planning & Approvals Act 1993. As such, it cannot be considered 

through the planning process. 

 

Conclusion 

 

In conclusion, it is considered that the application for a Subdivision (5 lots) 

generally complies with the standards of the Planning Scheme, can be effectively 

managed by conditions and is recommended for approval.  

 

AUTHOR: Leanne Rabjohns 

  TOWN PLANNER 

 

12) Recommendation       

 

That the application for a Subdivision (5 lots) for land located at 1 Liverpool 

Street, Deloraine (CT 169545/1) by Cohen & Associates P/L, requiring the 

following discretions: 

 12.4.3.1  General Suitability 

 12.4.3.2  Lot Area, Building Envelopes and Frontage 

 E4.7.2  Management of Road Accesses and Junctions 

 

be APPROVED, generally in accordance with the endorsed plans and subject 

to the following conditions:  

 

1. The use and development must be carried out as shown and described 

in the endorsed Plans: 

 

a) Cohen & Associates P/L – Plan of Subdivision – Ref: 148/50 (6996);  

b) Cohen & Associates P/L – Bushfire Hazard Management Plan – 

dated 20/04/2015; 

c) Hydrodynamica – Stormwater and Wastewater Assessment Report 

dated May 2015; 
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d) Terry Eaton – Traffic Impact Assessment – dated 27 May 2015; 

 

to the satisfaction of the Council. Any other proposed development 

and/or use will require a separate application to and assessment by 

the Council. 

 

2. Except for with prior written consent of Council, covenants or similar 

restrictive controls must not be included on the titles created by this 

permit if they seek to prohibit any use provided for in the Meander 

Valley Interim Planning Scheme. 

 

3. Prior to the sealing of the Final Plan of Survey for Stage 1, the 

following must be completed to the satisfaction of Council: 

 

a) On-site stormwater absorption trenches for all buildings 

contained within Lot 1 must be installed, to the satisfaction of 

Council’s Plumbing Surveyor and Director of Infrastructure 

Services.  

 

b) The developer must pay Council $4, 530, a sum equivalent to 5% 

of the unimproved value of the approved lots for a public open 

space contribution. 

 

c) Amended Plan of Subdivision showing the location of the 

driveway crossovers for Lot 2-5, in accordance with the Traffic 

Impact Assessment by Terry Eaton dated 27 May 2015. 

 

d) One approved crossover must be constructed for the Balance Lot.  

 

e) The vehicular crossover servicing the Balance Lot must be 

designed, constructed and sealed in accordance with LGAT 

standard drawing TSD-RO3-V1 and TSD-R04-V1 (attached) and to 

the satisfaction of Council’s Director of Infrastructure Services. 

The driveway design must be undertaken with consideration to 

existing roadside drainage and be approved by Council prior to 

the commencement of works.  

 

4. A Plumbing Permit must be obtained from Council prior to the 

installation of on-site stormwater absorption trenches. 

 

5. Prior to the sealing of the Final Plan of Survey for Stage 2, the 

following must be completed to the satisfaction of Council: 
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a) The vehicular crossover servicing proposed Lots 2, 3, 4 & 5 must 

be designed, constructed and sealed in accordance with LGAT 

standard drawing TSD-RO3-V1 and TSD-R04-V1 (attached) and to 

the satisfaction of Council’s Director of Infrastructure Services. 

The driveway design must be undertaken with consideration to 

existing roadside drainage and be approved by Council prior to 

the commencement of works.  

 

6. The development must be in accordance with TasWater’s Submission 

to Planning Authority Notice (TWDA 2015/00834-MVC) (attached 

document). 

 

 

Note: 

 

 

1. Prior to the construction of the crossover extension, a Driveway 

Crossover Application Form (enclosed) must be completed and 

approved by Council’s Road Authority. All enquiries should be 

directed to Council’s Technical Officer on 6393 5312. 

 

2. On site stormwater soakage absorption trenches will be required to 

be constructed for Lots 2, 3, 4 & 5 as part of any future development.  

 

3. This permit takes effect after:  

a) The 14 day appeal period expires; or  

b) Any appeal to the Resource Management and Planning Appeal 

Tribunal is abandoned or determined; or.   

c) Any other required approvals under this or any other Act are granted. 

 

4. This permit is valid for two (2) years only from the date of approval and will 

thereafter lapse if the development is not substantially commenced.  A 

once only extension may be granted if a request is received at least 6 

weeks prior to the expiration date. 

 

5. A planning appeal may be instituted by lodging a notice of appeal with the 

Registrar of the Resource Management and Planning Appeal Tribunal. A 

planning appeal may be instituted within 14 days of the date the 

Corporation serves notice of the decision on the applicant. For more 

information see the Resource Management and Planning Appeal Tribunal 

website www.rmpat.tas.gov.au.  

 

6. If any Aboriginal relics are uncovered during works; 

http://www.rmpat.tas.gov.au/
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a) All works are to cease within a delineated area sufficient to protect the 

unearthed and other possible relics from destruction, 

b) The presence of a relic is to be reported to Aboriginal Heritage 

Tasmania Phone: (03) 6233 6613 or 1300 135 513 (ask for Aboriginal 

Heritage Tasmania Fax: (03) 6233 5555 Email: 

aboriginal@heritage.tas.gov.au); and 

c) The relevant approval processes will apply with state and federal 

government agencies. 

 

 

 

DECISION: 
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DEV 4 MULTIPLE DWELLINGS (3 UNITS) – 5 REIBEY 

STREET, HADSPEN 
 

1) Introduction        

 

This report considers application PA\15\0191 for Multiple Dwellings (3 units) on 

land located at 5 Reibey Street, Hadspen (CT 79371/11).  

 

2) Background        

 

Applicant 

 

Darwin Investment Trust 

 

Planning Controls   

 

The subject land is controlled by the Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 

2013 (referred to this report as the ‘Scheme’). 

 

Use & Development 

 

The proposal is for multiple dwellings.  The existing house at the front of the 

property is to be modified and two additional units are to be constructed behind. 

To accommodate the development, the three existing outbuildings are to be 

demolished.  

 

 
Figure 1: proposed site plan 

 

Site & Surrounds 

 

The subject lot is a 1351m2 rectangular shaped property. A house is located to 

the front of the property; and three outbuildings are located to the rear.  

 

The immediately surrounding land is characterised by single dwellings. The 

adjoining properties are long rectangular shaped, each with a house located to 

the front of the property and outbuildings behind.  
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The subject land is highlighted in the aerial photo below.     

 

 
Photo 1: Aerial photo showing the subject property. 

 

 

Subject Site 
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Photo 2: showing the subject property viewed from Reibey Street. 

 

 

Statutory Timeframes  

 

Application validated: 2 June 2015 

Request for further information: Not Applicable 

Information received: Not Applicable 

Advertised: 6 June 2015 

Closing date for representations: 23 June 2015 

Extension of time granted: 24 June 2015 

Extension of time expires: 15 July 2015 

Decision due: 14 July 2015 

 

3) Strategic/Annual Plan Conformance 

 

Council has a target under the Annual Plan to assess applications for 

discretionary uses within statutory timeframes.     

 

4) Policy Implications      

 

Not Applicable 
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5) Statutory Requirements      

 

Council must process and determine the application in accordance with the Land 

Use Planning Approval Act 1993 (LUPAA) and its Planning Scheme. The 

application is made in accordance with Section 57. 

 

6) Risk Management       

 

Risk is managed by the inclusion of appropriate conditions on the planning 

permit. 

 

7) Consultation with State Government and Other Authorities 

 

The application was referred to TasWater. A Submission to Planning Authority 

Notice (TWDA 2015/00866-MVC) was received on the 10 June 2015 (attached 

document). 

 

8) Community Consultation      

 

The application was advertised for the statutory 14-day period. Two (2) 

representations were received (attached documents). The representations are 

discussed in the assessment below.   

    

9) Financial Impact                                      

 

Not Applicable 

 

10) Alternative Options      

 

Council can either approve, with or without conditions, or refuse the application. 

 

11) Officers Comments      

 

Zone 

 

The subject property and immediately surrounding land are located in the 

General Residential Zone.  
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Figure 2: Zoning of subject title and surrounding land. 

 

Use Class 

 

In accordance with Table 8.2 the proposed Use Class is: 

 Residential – multiple dwelling  

 

Residential (multiple dwellings) is specified in Section 10.2 – General Residential 

Zone Use Table as being a Permitted use class.  However, the development does 

not comply with all the Acceptable Solutions and relies on Performance Criteria. 

As such, it is subject to a Discretionary permit process.     

 

Applicable Standards   

 

This assessment considers all applicable planning scheme standards.  

 

In accordance with the statutory function of the State Template for Planning 

Schemes (Planning Directive 1), where use or development meets the Acceptable 

Solutions it complies with the planning scheme, however it may be conditioned if 

considered necessary to better meet the objective of the applicable standard.  

   

Subject Site 
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Where an application relies on Performance Criteria, discretion is used for that 

particular standard. To determine whether discretion should be exercised to grant 

approval, the proposal must be considered against the objectives of the 

applicable standard and the requirements of Section 8.10.  

 

A brief assessment against all applicable Acceptable Solutions of the General 

Residential Zone and Codes is provided below. This is followed by a more 

detailed discussion of any applicable Performance Criteria and the objectives 

relevant to the particular discretion.    

   

Compliance Assessment  

 

The following tables comprise an assessment against the applicable standards of 

the Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013.  

 

10.0 General Residential zone 

Scheme Standard Comment Assessment 

10.3.1  Amenity 

A1 If for permitted or no 

permit required uses. 

Multiple dwellings are a 

permitted use class in the 

General Residential zone.  

Complies 

A2 Commercial vehicles 

for discretionary uses 

must only operate 

between 7.00am and 

7.00pm Monday to 

Friday and 8.00am to 

6.00pm Saturday and 

Sunday. 

Not applicable.  Not applicable. 

10.3.2  Residential Character – Discretionary Uses 

A1 Commercial vehicles 

for discretionary uses 

must be parked within 

the boundary of the 

property. 

Not applicable. Not applicable. 

A2 Goods or material 

storage for 

discretionary uses 

must not be stored 

outside in locations 

Not applicable. Not applicable. 
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visible from adjacent 

properties, the road or 

public land. 

10.4.1   Residential Density for multiple dwellings 

A1 Multiple dwellings 

must have a site area 

per dwelling of not 

less than: 

(a) 325m2; or  

(b) if within a density 

area specified in Table 

10.4.1 below and 

shown on the 

planning scheme 

maps, that specified 

for the density area. 

With a land area of 1351m2, 

each site area per dwelling 

is 450m2.  

Complies 

10.4.2 Setbacks and building envelope for all dwellings 

A1 Unless within a 

building area, a 

dwelling, excluding 

protrusions (such as 

eaves, steps, porches, 

and awnings)that 

extend not more than 

0.6m into the frontage 

setback, must have a 

setback from a 

frontage that is: 

(a) if the frontage is a 

primary frontage, at 

least 4.5m,or, if the 

setback from the 

primary frontage is 

less than 4.5 m, not 

less than the setback, 

from the primary 

frontage, of any 

existing dwelling on 

the site; 

Unit 1 has a deck located 

8m from the front boundary.   

Complies 

A2 A garage or carport All garages/carport are Complies 
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must have a setback 

from a primary 

frontage of at least:  

(a) 5.5m,or 

alternatively 1m 

behind the façade of 

the dwelling; or 

(b) the same as the 

dwelling façade, if a 

portion of the 

dwelling gross floor 

area is located above 

the garage or carport; 

or 

(c) 1m, if the natural 

ground level slopes up 

or down at a gradient 

steeper than 1 in 5 for 

a distance of 10m 

from the frontage. 

located greater than 5.5m 

from the front boundary.  

A3 
A dwelling, excluding 

outbuildings with a 

building height of not 

more than 2.4m and 

protrusions (such as 

eaves, steps, porches, 

and awnings)that 

extend not more than 

0.6m horizontally 

beyond the 

building envelope, 

must: 

(a) be contained 

within a building 

envelope (refer to 

Diagrams 10.4.2A, 

10.4.2B, 10.4.2C and 

10.4.2D) determined 

by: 

(i) a distance equal to 

the frontage setback 

or, for an internal lot, 

All proposed new 

development fit within the 

Building Envelope 

requirements.  

Complies 
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a distance of 4.5m 

from the rear 

boundary of a lot with 

an adjoining frontage; 

and 

(ii) projecting a line at 

an angle of 45 

degrees from the 

horizontal at a height 

of 3m above natural 

ground level at the 

side boundaries and a 

distance of 4m from 

the rear boundary to a 

building height of not 

more than 8.5m above 

natural ground level; 

and 

(b) only have a 

setback within 1.5m of 

a side boundary if the 

dwelling: 

(i) does not extend 

beyond an existing 

building built on or 

within 0.2m of the 

boundary of the 

adjoining lot; or 

(ii) does not exceed a 

total length of 9m or 

one third the length of 

the side boundary 

(whichever is the 

lesser). 

10.4.3 Site coverage and private open space for all dwellings 

A1 Dwellings must have: 

(a) a site coverage of 

not more than 50% 

(excluding eaves up to 

0.6m); and  

(b) for multiple 

dwellings, a total area 

Site coverage is 25%.  

 

 

 

The private open space per 

each unit is: 

Complies 

 

 

 

Complies 
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of private open space 

of not less than 60m2 

associated with each 

dwelling, unless the 

dwelling has a finished 

floor level that is 

entirely more than 

1.8m above the 

finished ground level 

(excluding a garage, 

carport or entry foyer); 

and 

(c) a site area of which 

at least 25% of the site 

area is free from 

impervious surfaces. 

Unit 1: 96m2 

Unit 2: in excess of 99m2 

Unit 3: in excess of 100m2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Dwellings and driveways 

calculate to 45% coverage. 

Impervious surface area is 

greater than 25%.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Complies 

A2 A dwelling must have 

an area of private 

open space that: 

(a) is in one location 

and is at least: 

(i) 24m2; or 

(ii) 12m2, if the 

dwelling is a multiple 

dwelling with a 

finished floor level 

that is entirely more 

than 1.8m above the 

finished ground 

level(excluding a 

garage, carport or 

entry foyer); and 

(b) has a minimum 

horizontal dimension 

of: 

(i) 4m; or 

(ii) 2m, if the dwelling 

is a multiple dwelling 

with a finished floor 

level that is entirely 

All units comply with the 

private open space 

standards.  

Complies 
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more than 1.8m above 

the finished ground 

level(excluding a 

garage, carport or 

entry foyer); and 

(c) is directly 

accessible from, and 

adjacent to, a 

habitable room (other 

than a bedroom); and 

(d) is not located to 

the south, south-east 

or south-west of the 

dwelling, unless the 

area receives at least 3 

hours of sunlight to 

50% of the area 

between 9.00am and 

3.00pm on the 

21stJune; and 

(e) is located between 

the dwelling and the 

frontage, only if the 

frontage is orientated 

between 30 degrees 

west of north and 30 

degrees east of north, 

excluding any 

dwelling located 

behind another on the 

same site; and 

(f) has a gradient not 

steeper than 1 in 10; 

and 

(g) is not used for 

vehicle access or 

parking. 

10.4.4 Sunlight and overshadowing for all dwellings 

A1 A dwelling must have 

at least one habitable 

Unit 1 does not comply with 

the window orientation 

Relies on 

Performance 
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room (other than a 

bedroom) in which 

there is a window that 

faces between 30 

degrees west of north 

and 30 degrees east of 

north (see Diagram 

10.4.4A). 

standard.  

Units 2 & 3 both comply 

with the window orientation 

standard.  

Criteria 

A2  A multiple dwelling 

that is to the north of 

a window of a 

habitable room (other 

than a bedroom) of 

another dwelling on 

the same site, which 

window faces between 

30 degrees west of 

north and 30 degrees 

east of north (see 

Diagram 10.4.4A), 

must be in accordance 

with (a) or (b), unless 

excluded by (c): 

(a) The multiple 

dwelling is contained 

within a line 

projecting (see 

Diagram 10.4.4B): 

(i) at a distance of 3 m 

from the window; and 

(ii) vertically to a 

height of 3 m above 

natural ground level 

and then at an angle 

of 45 degrees from 

the horizontal. 

(b) The multiple 

dwelling does not 

cause the habitable 

room to receive less 

than 3 hours of 

Not applicable.  Not applicable. 
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sunlight between 9.00 

am and 3.00 pm on 

21st June. 

(c) That part, of a 

multiple dwelling, 

consisting of: 

(i) an outbuilding with 

a building height no 

more than 2.4 m; or 

(ii) protrusions (such 

as eaves, steps, and 

awnings) that extend 

no more than 0.6 m 

horizontally from the 

multiple dwelling. 

A3 A multiple dwelling, 

that is to the north of 

the private open 

space, of another 

dwelling on the same 

site, required in 

accordance with A2 or 

P2 of subclause 

10.4.3,must be in 

accordance with (a) or 

(b), unless excluded by 

(c): 

(a) The multiple 

dwelling is contained 

within a line 

projecting (see 

Diagram 10.4.4C): 

(i) at a distance of 3 m 

from the northern 

edge of the private 

open space; and 

(ii) vertically to a 

height of 3 m above 

natural ground level 

and then at an angle 

Not applicable. Not applicable. 
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of 45 degrees from 

the horizontal. 

(b) The multiple 

dwelling does not 

cause 50% of the 

private open space to 

receive less than 3 

hours of sunlight 

between 9.00 am and 

3.00 pm on 21st June. 

(c) That part, of a 

multiple dwelling, 

consisting of: 

(i) an outbuilding with 

a building height no 

more than 2.4 m; or 

(ii) protrusions (such 

as eaves, steps, and 

awnings) that extend 

no more than 0.6 m 

horizontally from the 

multiple dwelling. 

10.4.5 Width of openings for garages and carports for all dwellings 

A1 A garage or carport 

within 12m of a  

primary frontage 

(whether the garage 

or carport is free-

standing or part of the 

dwelling) must have a 

total width of 

openings facing the 

primary frontage of 

not more than 6m or 

half the width of the 

frontage (whichever is 

the lesser). 

Not applicable.  Not applicable. 

10.4.6 Privacy for all dwellings 

A1 A balcony, deck, roof 

terrace, parking space, 

Not applicable.    Not applicable.    
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or carport (whether 

freestanding or part of 

the dwelling), that has 

a finished surface or 

floor level more than 

1m above natural 

ground level must 

have a permanently 

fixed screen to a 

height of at least 1.7m 

above the finished 

surface or floor level, 

with a uniform 

transparency of no 

more than 25%,along 

the sides facing a: 

(a) side boundary, 

unless the balcony, 

deck, roof terrace, 

parking space, or 

carport has a setback 

of at least 3m from 

the side boundary; 

and 

(b) rear boundary, 

unless the balcony, 

deck, roof terrace, 

parking space, or 

carport has a setback 

of at least 4m from 

the rear boundary; 

and 

(c) dwelling on the 

same site, unless the 

balcony, deck, roof 

terrace, parking space, 

or carport is at least 

6m: 

(i) from a window or 

glazed door, to a 

habitable room of the 

other dwelling on the 
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same site; or 

(ii) from a balcony,  

deck, roof terrace or 

the private open 

space, of the other 

dwelling on the same 

site. 

A2 A window or glazed 

door, to a habitable 

room, of a dwelling, 

that has a floor level 

more than 1 m above 

the natural ground 

level, must be in 

accordance with (a), 

unless it is in 

accordance with (b): 

(a) The window or 

glazed door: 

(i) is to have a setback 

of at least 3 m from a 

side boundary; and 

(ii) is to have a setback 

of at least 4m from a 

rear boundary; and 

(ii) if the dwelling is a 

multiple dwelling, is to 

be at least 6m from a 

window or glazed 

door, to a habitable 

room, of another 

dwelling on the same 

site; and 

(iv) if the dwelling is a 

multiple dwelling, is to 

be at least 6m from 

the private open space 

of another dwelling on 

the same site. 

(b) The window or 

Not applicable.    Not applicable.    
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glazed door: 

(i) is to be offset, in 

the horizontal plane, 

at least 1.5 m from the 

edge of a window or 

glazed door, to a 

habitable room of 

another dwelling; or 

(ii) is to have a sill 

height of at least 1.7 

m above the floor 

level or has fixed 

obscure glazing 

extending to a height 

of at least 1.7m above 

the floor level; or 

(iii) is to have a 

permanently fixed 

external screen for the 

full length of the 

window or glazed 

door, to a height of at 

least 1.7 m above floor 

level, with a uniform 

transparency of not 

more than 25%. 

A3 A shared driveway or 

parking space 

(excluding a parking 

space allocated to that 

dwelling) must be 

separated from a 

window, or 

glazed door, to a 

habitable room of a 

multiple dwelling by a 

horizontal distance of 

at least: 

(a) 2.5m; or 

(b) 1m if: 

The wall of Unit 1 is 

separated from the internal 

driveway by 1m. There are 

no windows or doors facing 

the internal driveway.  

 

Units 2 & 3 both have in 

excess of 2.5m separation 

from the wall to the internal 

driveway.  

Complies 
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(i) it is separated by a 

screen of at least 1.7m 

in height; or 

(ii) the window, or 

glazed door, to a 

habitable room has a 

sill height of at least 

1.7m above the shared 

driveway or parking 

space, or has fixed 

obscure glazing 

extending to a height 

of at least 1.7 m above 

the floor level. 

10.4.7 Frontage fences for all dwellings 

A1 A fence (including a 

free-standing wall) 

within 4.5m of a 

frontage must have a 

height above natural 

ground level of not 

more than: 

(a) 1.2m if the fence is 

solid; or 

(b) 1.8m,if any part of 

the fence that is within 

4.5m of a primary 

frontage has openings 

above a height of 

1.2m which provide a 

uniform transparency 

of not less than 30% 

(excluding any posts 

or uprights). 

The existing front fence is 

1.7-1.8m high. This fence is 

to be reduced in length to 

accommodate the wider 

driveway.   

The existing 1.7m-1.8m high 

internal fence is to be 

removed to accommodate a 

wider driveway. A new 1.8m 

high fence is to be erected.  

Not applicable.  

 

 

 

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 

10.4.8 Waste storage for multiple dwellings 

A1 A multiple dwelling 

must have a 

storage area, for waste 

and recycling bins, 

that is an area of at 

Each unit has a dedicated 

area for bin storage.  

Complies 
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least 1.5m2 per 

dwelling and is within 

one of the following 

locations: 

(a) in an area for the 

exclusive use of each 

dwelling, excluding 

the area in front of the 

dwelling; or 

(b) in a communal 

storage area with an 

impervious surface 

that: 

(i) has a setback of at 

least 4.5m from a 

frontage; and 

(ii) is at least 5.5m 

from any dwelling; 

and 

(iii) is screened from 

the frontage and any 

dwelling by a wall to a 

height of at least 1.2m 

above the finished 

surface level of the 

storage area. 

10.4.9 Storage for multiple dwellings 

A1 Each dwelling must 

have access to at least 

6 cubic metres of 

secure storage space. 

Each unit has a 7 cubic 

metre storage shed.  

Complies 

10.4.10 Common Property for multiple dwellings 

A1 Development for 

multiple dwellings 

must clearly delineate 

public, communal and 

private areas such 

as: 

a) driveways; and 

The driveway is formed. 

Retaining walls and fencing 

delineate private areas.  

Complies 
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c) site services, bin 

areas and any waste 

collection points. 

10.4.11 Outbuildings for multiple dwellings 

A1 Outbuildings for each 

multiple dwelling 

must have a: 

a) combined gross 

floor area not 

exceeding 45m2. 

Each storage sheds have a 

floor area of 3.5m2. 

Combined the area is 

10.5m2. 

Complies 

10.4.12 Site Services for multiple dwellings 

A1 Provision for 

mailboxes must be 

made at the frontage. 

Three letterboxes are 

located at the front 

boundary, adjacent to the 

driveway.  

Complies 

 

E6 Car Parking and Sustainable Transport Code 

Scheme Standard Comment Assessment 

E6.6.1 Car Parking Numbers 

A1 A1 The number of 

car parking spaces 

must not be less 

than the 

requirements of: 

a) Table E6.1; or… 

The site plan shows 6 car 

parking spaces (2 per each 

unit) and a visitor parking 

area.  

Complies 

E6.6.3 Taxi Drop-off and Pickup 

A1 One dedicated taxi 

drop-off and pickup 

space must be 

provided for every 50 

car spaces required 

by Table E6.1 or part 

thereof (except for 

dwellings in the 

General Residential 

Zone. 

Not applicable.  Not applicable. 

E6.6.4 Motorbike Parking Provisions 
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A1 One motorbike 

parking space must 

be 

provided for each 20 

car spaces required 

by Table E6.1 or part 

thereof. 

Not applicable. 
Not applicable. 

E6.7.1 Construction of Car Parking Spaces and Access Strips 

A1 All car parking, 

access strips 

manoeuvring and 

circulation spaces 

must be: 

a) formed to an 

adequate level and 

drained; and 

b) except for a single 

dwelling, provided 

with an impervious 

all weather seal; and 

c) except for a single 

dwelling, line marked 

or provided with 

other clear physical 

means to delineate 

car spaces. 

The driveway is formed 

(sealed) and drained. All car 

parking spaces are 

delineated.  

Complies 

E6.7.2 Design and Layout of Car Parking 

A1 Where providing for 

4 or more spaces, 

parking areas (other 

than for parking 

located in garages 

and carports for 

dwellings in the 

General Residential 

Zone) must be 

located behind the 

building line; and 

Within the general 

residential zone, 

All manoeuvring areas and 

parking spaces are located 

behind the building line.  

Complies 
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provision for turning 

must not be located 

within the front 

setback for 

residential buildings 

or multiple dwellings. 

A2 Car parking and 

manoeuvring space 

must: 

a) have a gradient of 

10% or less; and 

b) where providing 

for more than 4 cars, 

provide for vehicles 

to enter and exit 

the site in a forward 

direction; and 

 

c) have a width of 

vehicular access no 

less than prescribed 

in Table E6.2, and not 

more than 10% 

greater than 

prescribed in Table 

E6.2; and 

d) have a combined 

width of access and 

manoeuvring space 

adjacent to parking 

spaces not less than 

as prescribed in Table 

E6.3 where any of the 

following apply: 

i) there are three or 

more car parking 

spaces; and 

ii) where parking is 

more than 30m 

driving distance from 

 

 

 

The gradient of the 

driveway is 6%.  

Sheet A13 shows all 

vehicles being able to enter 

and exit the site in a 

forward direction. However, 

this drawing does not 

consider the retaining wall 

associated with Unit 1.  

For 6 car parking spaces the 

standard is for vehicle 

access to be 4.5m for the 

initial 7m and then 3m 

thereafter. The plans are in 

compliance with this 

standard.  

 

The site plan shows Unit 1 

with 2 car parking in the 

carport. However, the 

Landscape Plan shows this 

area also containing a 

storage shed and wheelie 

bin storage, therefore 

reducing space for car 

parking. Units 2 and 3 car 

parking spaces comply.  

 

 

 

 

 

Complies 

 

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 

 

 

 

 

Complies 

 

 

 

 

 

Relies on 

Performance 

Criteria 
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the road; or 

iii) where the sole 

vehicle access is to a 

category 1, 2, 3 or 4 

road; and 

The layout of car 

spaces and access 

ways must be 

designed in 

accordance with 

Australian Standards 

AS 2890.1 - 2004 

Parking Facilities, Part 

1: Off Road Car 

Parking. 

 

 

 

 

Turning circles consistent 

with the Australian 

Standard.  

 

 

 

 

Complies 

E6.7.3 Car Parking Access, Safety and Security 

A1 Car parking areas 

with greater than 20 

parking spaces must 

be: 

a) secured and lit so 

that unauthorised 

persons cannot enter 

or; 

b) visible from 

buildings on or 

adjacent to the site 

during the times 

when parking occurs. 

Not applicable.  Not applicable. 

E6.7.4 Parking for Persons with a Disability 

A1 All spaces designated 

for use by persons 

with a disability must 

be located closest to 

the main entry point 

to the building. 

Not applicable.  Not applicable. 

A2 One of every 20 

parking spaces or 

part thereof must be 

constructed and 

Not applicable. Not applicable. 
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designated for use by 

persons with 

disabilities in 

accordance with 

Australian Standards 

AS/NZ 2890.6 2009. 

E6.8.1 Pedestrian Walkways 

A1 Pedestrian access 

must be provided for 

in accordance with 

Table E6.5. 

No separate access 

required.  

Complies 

 

 

Performance Criteria     

 

10.4.4 Sunlight and overshadowing for all dwellings 

Objective 

To provide: 

(a) the opportunity for sunlight to enter habitable rooms (other than bedrooms) 

of dwellings; and 

(b) separation between dwellings on the same site to provide reasonable 

opportunity for daylight and sunlight to enter habitable rooms and private 

open space. 

 

Performance Criteria P1 

 A dwelling must be sited and designed so as to allow sunlight to enter at least 

one habitable room (other than a bedroom).   

 

COMMENT:  

The Demolition Plan shows the Unit 1 north facing window being removed. As 

such, Unit 1 will not have a habitable room window facing between 30 

degrees west of north and 30 degrees east of north. There is a large living 

room window facing north-west and sunlight will enter the living room in the 

afternoon. The development is consistent with the objective.  

 

 

10.4.7 Frontage fences for all dwellings 

Objective 

To control the height and transparency of frontage fences to: 

(a) provide adequate privacy and security for residents; and 
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(b) allow the potential for mutual passive surveillance between the road and the 

dwelling; and 

(c) provide reasonably consistent height and transparency. 

 

Performance Criteria P1    

A fence (including a free-standing wall) within 4.5m of a frontage must: 

(a) provide for the security and privacy of residents, while allowing for mutual 

passive surveillance between the road and the dwelling; and 

(b) be compatible with the height and transparency of fences in the street, 

taking into account the: 

(i) topography of the site; and 

(ii) traffic volumes on the adjoining road. 

 

COMMENT:  

To accommodate the proposed wider driveway crossover, the existing 1.7-

1.8m high front fence is to be slightly reduced in length and the 1.7-1.8m high 

internal fence is to be demolished and a new 1.8m high treated pine internal 

fence erected. The height of the new replacement fence would the same 

height as the existing fence.  

 

The Unit 1 private open space is located between the unit and the front 

boundary. The mail box for all three units is located abutting the internal 

fence. A solid fence would provide privacy to the residents of Unit 1. The 

height and transparency of the front fence allows for passive surveillance from 

the habitable room of Unit 1.  

 

The development is consistent with the objective. 
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Photo 3: showing the front and internal fence.  

 

 

E6.6.1 Car Parking Numbers 

Objective 

To ensure that an appropriate level of car parking is provided to service use. 

Performance Criteria P1    

The number of car parking spaces provided must have regard to: 

a) the provisions of any relevant location specific car parking plan; and 

b) the availability of public car parking spaces within reasonable walking 

distance; and 

c) any reduction in demand due to sharing of spaces by multiple uses either 

because of variations in peak demand or by efficiencies gained by consolidation; 

and 

d) the availability and frequency of public transport within reasonable walking 

distance of the site; and 

e) site constraints such as existing buildings, slope, drainage, vegetation and 

landscaping; and 

f) the availability, accessibility and safety of on-road parking, having regard to 

the nature of the roads, traffic management and other uses in the vicinity; and 

g) an empirical assessment of the car parking demand; and 

h) the effect on streetscape, amenity and vehicle, pedestrian and cycle safety 

and convenience; and 
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i) the recommendations of a traffic impact assessment prepared for the 

proposal; and 

j) any heritage values of the site; and 

k) for residential buildings and multiple dwellings, whether parking is adequate 

to meet the needs of the residents having regard to: 

i) the size of the dwelling and the number of bedrooms; and 

ii) the pattern of parking in the locality; and 

iii) any existing structure on the land. 

COMMENT:  

The plans show each unit having 2 car parking spaces and a visitor/turning 

bay in front of Unit 3.  

 

The plans show Unit 1 with two car parking spaces within the car port, in 

addition to the storage shed and bin storage. The storage shed and bin 

storage reduces the space available for car parking. The site plan shows 

potential space behind the unit to relocate these features.   

 

The visitor parking space in front of Unit 3 is 5m in length. It is noted that 

there is ample available space for this car parking space to be lengthened to 

meet the required length of 5.4m and not impact on the minimum 

requirement for private open space for Unit 3.  

 

Recommended Conditions:  

Prior to the commencement of any works, amended plans must be 

submitted for approval to the satisfaction of Council’s Town Planner. 

When approved, the plans will be endorsed and will then form part 

of the permit. The Plans must be drawn to scale with dimensions and 

must show: 

a) The Unit 1 storage shed and wheelie bin storage area relocated 

from under the carport.  

b) The Visitor Parking being 5.4m in length. 

 

Combined with the recommendations above, the car parking design complies 

with the Acceptable Solutions and as such, consistent with the objective. 

 

 

 

E6.7.2 Design and Layout of Car Parking 

Objective 

To ensure that car parking and manoeuvring space are designed and laid out to 

an appropriate standard. 
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Performance Criteria P2   

Car parking and manoeuvring space must: 

a) be convenient, safe and efficient to use having regard to matters such as 

slope, dimensions, layout and the expected number and type of vehicles; and 

b) provide adequate space to turn within the site unless reversing from the site 

would not adversely affect the safety and convenience of users and passing 

traffic. 

 

COMMENT:  

The site plan shows a retaining wall between Units 1 and 2 tapering to the 

internal driveway. While, the Swept Path Plan (1) shows the turning circle for 

Unit 1 crossing the retaining wall. The retaining wall would need to be 

modified to accommodate this manoeuvring.  

 

Recommended Conditions:  

Prior to the commencement of any works, amended plans must be 

submitted for approval to the satisfaction of Council’s Town Planner. 

When approved, the plans will be endorsed and will then form part 

of the permit. The Plans must be drawn to scale with dimensions and 

must show: 

a) The retaining wall behind Unit 1 must be modified to provide for 

vehicle manoeuvring from Unit 1.  

 

Combined with the recommendations above, the car parking design is 

consistent with the objective. 

 

 

9.4 Demolition  

 

The application includes the demolition of 3 outbuildings. These buildings are to 

be demolished to accommodate the proposed unit development. The property is 

not heritage listed. A recommendation for approval of the application inherently 

includes the demolition of these buildings.  
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Photos 4 & 5: buildings to be demolished.  

 

Representation 

 

Two representations were received (see attached documents). A summary of the 

representations are as follows: 

 

Representation 1: 

 Development does not comply with Zone Purpose and Amenity definition 

– impacts include increased traffic, increased noise and negative impact on 

adjacent property prices.  

 Potential for parking on the street. 

 Development will generate additional noise. Increased traffic noise and 

impact on neighbouring house.  

 Solutions: 

o The obvious solution is that the permit application be denied.  

o Should it however the council see fit to allow it to proceed, they 

should insist on an approved 1.8 acoustic fence/wall adjacent to the 

proposed driveway at #5 be installed as part of the application. This 

fence/wall should be increased in height in the area immediately 

adjacent to the existing dwelling at #3.  

o It may be that such a fence will need to be acoustically engineered in 

order to support its proposed effectiveness.  

 

COMMENT:  
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Photo 6: showing the side boundary fence with 3 Reibey Street.  

 

Zone purpose and amenity 

The Zone Purpose encourages residential development. In accordance with 

Clause 8.2 of the scheme, Residential use class includes multiple dwellings. 

Residential Amenity and Residential Character are inherently linked to the 

Acceptable Solutions related to residential use and development. The application 

was assessed against the applicable provisions of the scheme. Other than window 

orientation and the front fence provisions, the proposed development met all 

Acceptable Solutions for the General Residential zone.  

 

Car parking on street 

The proposal (with appropriate conditions) provides for all required car parking 

spaces on-site. As for all residential uses in an urban environment, there is the 

potential for cars (in excess of the scheme’s requirements), to be parked on the 

street.    

 

Additional noise & acoustic fence 

The proposal will generate noise equal to that of 3 dwellings. Being located in an 

urban environment, residential noise is not considered unreasonable. As Multiple 

Dwellings are a Permitted use class, there is no requirement for a specific noise 

assessment.  As such, requiring additional acoustic measures cannot be 

considered. In accordance with the Boundary Fences Act 1908, the standard of a 
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boundary fence is a private matter between landowners and not a matter that 

can be considered through the planning process.  

 

It is noted that if the two parties wish to erect a higher fence, side boundary 

fences up to 2.1m high do not require a planning permit. 

 

Representation 2: 

 Devaluation of property.  

 Loss of privacy. Noise pollution.  

 Not in keeping with the surrounding area.  

 That villa 2 be deleted and if not then a further 3 meters – in total 6 meters 

distance from our boundary with a minimum of a 2.4 meter high screen wall 

the entire length of our boundary 975 meters) combined with shrubs etc. To 

camouflage and to sound proof.  

 Sewage and stormwater pipes to be relocated down drive way.  

 Wheelie bins and storage sheds to be relocated from our boundary.  

 

 

COMMENT: 

 
Photo 7: showing the side boundary fence with 7 Reibey Street.  

 

 

Devaluation of property 
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Devaluation of property is not a matter that is addressed in the planning scheme 

or the Land Use Planning & Approvals Act 1993. As such, it cannot be considered 

through the planning process.   

 

Privacy 

The scheme’s trigger for privacy consideration is when the finished surface or 

floor level is more than 1m above natural ground level. The 3D View and 

Elevation sheet shows the floor level of each unit being less than 1m. It is noted 

that the shared side boundary fence is approximately 1.5m high. There are no 

requirements in the scheme to consider the boundary fence. 

 

Noise 

As stated above, residential noise is not considered unreasonable. And as such, 

requiring additional acoustic measures cannot be considered. In accordance with 

the Boundary Fences Act 1908, the standard of a boundary fence is a private 

matter between landowners and not a matter that can be considered through the 

planning process. It is noted that if the two parties wish to erect a 2.4m high 

screening fence, a separate planning permit would be required. 

 

Noise during the demolition and construction phase (i.e. hours of operation) can 

be managed via the provisions of the Environmental Management and Pollution 

Control (Miscellaneous Noise) Regulations 2014. 

 

Not in keeping with the surrounding area 

There are other multiple dwellings in the surrounding area (highlighted in blue 

outline in Figure 3 below). 55 Main Street (with access onto Reibey Street) has a 

valid planning permit for 6 units. 37 Kipling Crescent and 3 Browne Street/20 

Claire Street both contain multiple dwelling developments.  

 

The proposal is to retain the older house on the property (Unit 1) with only minor 

modifications. From Reibey Street, the appearance of Unit 1 will aid in 

maintaining the established streetscape.  It is noted that Units 2 and 3 are located 

behind Unit 1, and as such will be obscured when viewed from Reibey Street. 

Furthermore, it is considered that the proposal is consistent with the Local Area 

Objectives for Hadspen.  
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Figure 3: showing relationship with surrounding multiple dwelling 

developments.  

 

Removing Unit 2 

Units 2 & 3 complies with the Acceptable Solutions for Building Envelope, side 

setback and private open space requirements. There are no requirements in the 

scheme for a unit to be relocated 6m from a side boundary. 

 

Sewer & stormwater 

The Drainage Plan shows sewer and stormwater infrastructure along the southern 

side boundary. These services will be underground.  

 

A Submission to Planning Authority Notice from TasWater has been received.  

 

Council  is planning upgrades to stormwater infrastructure in this area.  Council’s 

Infrastructure Department will negotiate with the developer regarding the timing 

of works.  

 

Location of waste storage 

The Acceptable Solution for waste storage is for bins to be located in an area for 

the exclusive use of each dwelling.  The plans show the location of the bins being 

compliant with this requirement. Wheelie bins are considered vermin proof. 

 

In addition, there are no environmental health regulations that stipulate where a 

wheelie bin has to be located on a property. 
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Location of storage sheds 

The scheme states that outbuildings with a height no greater than 2.4m can be 

located outside of the Building Envelope. The proposed outbuildings are 2m in 

height. As such, the scheme allows the storage sheds to be located abutting the 

side boundary.  

 

Conclusion 

 

In conclusion, it is considered that the application for a Multiple Dwellings (3 

units) generally complies with the standards of the Planning Scheme, can be 

effectively managed by conditions and is recommended for approval.  

 

AUTHOR: Leanne Rabjohns 

  TOWN PLANNER 

 

12) Recommendation       

 

That the application for a Multiple Dwelling (3 units) for land located at 5 

Reibey Street, Hadspen by Darwin Investment Trust, requiring the following 

discretions: 

 

 10.4.4 Sunlight and overshadowing for all dwellings 

 10.4.7 Frontage fences for all dwellings 

 E6.6.1 Car Parking Numbers 

 E6.7.2 Design and Layout of Car Parking 

 

be APPROVED, generally in accordance with the endorsed plans and subject 

to the following conditions:  

 

1. The use and development must be carried out as shown and described 

in the endorsed Plans: 

 

a) Scolyer Designs – Sheets A01 - A09, A11 - A15. 

 

to the satisfaction of the Council. Any other proposed development 

and/or use will require a separate application to and assessment by 

the Council. 

 

2. Prior to the commencement of any works, amended plans must be 

submitted for approval to the satisfaction of Council’s Town Planner. 

When approved, the plans will be endorsed and will then form part of 

the permit. The Plans must be drawn to scale with dimensions and 

must show: 
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a) The retaining wall behind Unit 1 must be modified to provide for 

vehicle manoeuvring from Unit 1. 

 

b) The Unit 1 storage shed and wheelie bin storage area relocated 

from under the carport.  

 

c) The Visitor Parking space must be 5.4m in length. 

 

d) The vehicular crossover must be widened and sealed in accordance 

with LGAT standard drawing TSD-RO9-V1 (attached) and to the 

satisfaction of Council’s Director of Infrastructure Services. 

 

3. The development must be in accordance with TasWater’s Submission 

to Planning Authority Notice (TWDA 2015/00866-MVC) (attached 

document). 

 

Note: 

 

1. This permit does not imply that any other approval required under any 

other by-law or legislation has been granted. At least the following 

additional approvals may be required before construction commences: 

a. Building permit  

b. Plumbing permit 

 

2. This permit takes effect after:  

a) The 14 day appeal period expires; or  

b) Any appeal to the Resource Management and Planning Appeal 

Tribunal is abandoned or determined; or.   

c) Any other required approvals under this or any other Act are granted. 

 

3. This permit is valid for two (2) years only from the date of approval and will 

thereafter lapse if the development is not substantially commenced.  A 

once only extension may be granted if a request is received at least 6 

weeks prior to the expiration date. 

 

4. A planning appeal may be instituted by lodging a notice of appeal with the 

Registrar of the Resource Management and Planning Appeal Tribunal. A 

planning appeal may be instituted within 14 days of the date the 

Corporation serves notice of the decision on the applicant. For more 

information see the Resource Management and Planning Appeal Tribunal 

website www.rmpat.tas.gov.au.  

 

5. If any Aboriginal relics are uncovered during works; 

http://www.rmpat.tas.gov.au/
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a) All works are to cease within a delineated area sufficient to protect the 

unearthed and other possible relics from destruction, 

b) The presence of a relic is to be reported to Aboriginal Heritage 

Tasmania Phone: (03) 6233 6613 or 1300 135 513 (ask for Aboriginal 

Heritage Tasmania Fax: (03) 6233 5555 Email: 

aboriginal@heritage.tas.gov.au); and 

c) The relevant approval processes will apply with state and federal 

government agencies. 

 
 

 

DECISION: 
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DEV 5 INTERIM PLANNING SCHEME – AGREED 

AMENDMENT – 27 TOWER HILL STREET, 

DELORAINE 
 

1) Introduction        

 

The purpose of this report is to consider a proposal for an amendment to the 

Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013, to insert site-specific use 

qualifications for the property located at 27 Tower Hill Street, Deloraine. 

 

2) Background        

 

Following the submission of representations to the Meander Valley Interim 

Planning Scheme 2013 and Council’s report on those representations, the 

Tasmanian Planning Commission has conducted a process involving representors 

and Council to discuss the issues raised and determine if there is any potential for 

agreement on modifications to the Scheme.  

 

Further discussion relating to the Delquip business located at 27 Tower Hill 

Street, Deloraine, has resulted in a recommendation to make a modification to 

the Interim Planning Scheme to provide for some additional uses at that site, 

which would currently be prohibited.   

  

3) Strategic/Annual Plan Conformance 

 

The recommendation is supported by the following Future Directions and 

Strategic Outcomes in the Meander Valley Community Strategic Plan 2014 - 

2024: 

 

Future direction (1) - A sustainable natural and built environment 

 

Managing the balance between growth and the conservation of our natural and 

built environment is a key issue. Decisions will respect the diversity of community 

values, will be fair, balanced and long term in approach. Specific areas are 

forestry, protection of our natural, cultural and built heritage, scenic landscape 

protection, karst management, salinity, water quality, infrastructure and building 

design. 

 

Strategic Outcome 

 

1.1  Contemporary planning supports and guides growth and 

development across Meander Valley.  
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Future direction (2) - A thriving local economy  

 

Meander Valley needs to respond to changes and opportunities to strengthen 

and broaden its economic base. We need to attract investors, build our brand, 

grow population, encourage business cooperation, support development and 

promote the liveability of Meander Valley. 

 

Strategic Outcome 

 

2.1  The strengths of Meander Valley attract 

investment and provide opportunities for 

employment.  

2.2  Economic development in Meander Valley is 

planned, maximising existing assets and 

investment in infrastructure.  

 

4) Policy Implications      

 

Not Applicable 

 

5) Statutory Requirements      

 

In the consideration of Interim Planning Schemes, the Land Use Planning & 

Approvals Act 1993 (LUPAA) provides a process to modify the Schemes if 

discussions through the hearings indicate that an amendment is agreed. Section 

30K outlines the applicable matters for the Commission’s consideration of the 

scheme and representations. 

Section 30K(4) provides for the Commission to either seek an urgent amendment 

by notice to the Minister, or seek the approval of the Minister for a written 

direction to a planning authority under section 34(2) to amend the Scheme.  

Where a draft amendment is submitted, under section 37(1) the Commission 

may dispense with certain requirements where: 

 “(a) the draft amendment is for the purpose of – 

(vie) implementing an agreed amendment; and... 

(b) the public interest will not be prejudiced – 

the Commission may, by notice in writing given to the planning authority, dispense 

with the requirements of sections 38, 39, 40 and 41 in relation to the draft 
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amendment and give its approval to the draft amendment in accordance with 

section 42.” 

Section 37(1A) defines an ‘agreed amendment’ as an amendment to a provision 

of an interim planning scheme, that: 

“(a) is proposed in a representation that is included in a report under section 30J in 

relation to the interim planning scheme; and 

(b) is not in conflict with any other representations in relation to the provision; and  

(c) is agreed to by the planning authority.” 

The public interest test prescribed in section 37(1)(b) requires that a draft ‘agreed 

amendment’ is publicly notified for a minimum of 14 days with any 

representations then considered by the Commission before a final decision is 

made on the amendment. 

6) Risk Management       

 

Not Applicable 

 

7) Consultation with State Government and other Authorities 

 

Not Applicable 

 

8) Community Consultation      

 

The Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013 was publicly notified between 

19 October 2013 and 9 January 2014. 

  

A report under section 30J of LUPAA was prepared in response to the 

representations received and the prescribed content of the report.  

 

The proposed amendment is a result of further discussion between the 

landowner representor and Council through the Commission’s process to 

consider and hear representations.    

 

9) Financial Impact       

 

Not Applicable 

  

http://www.thelaw.tas.gov.au/tocview/content.w3p;cond=;doc_id=70%2B%2B1993%2BGS30J%40EN%2B20150707000000;histon=;inforequest=;prompt=;rec=62;term=#GS30J@EN
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10) Alternative Options      

 

Council as the Planning Authority may reject the proposed amendment.  

 

11) Officers Comments      

 

The original representation relating to the property at 27 Tower Hill Street 

Deloraine, requested a change of zoning from General Residential Zone to the 

Local Business Zone, due to the perceived limitations on the premises and 

business known as Delquip.  

 

Council, in its 30J report was not persuaded to agree with this request due to 

inconsistency with the Regional Land Use Strategy, the potential to 

inappropriately locate a large range of commercial uses remote from the 

Deloraine activity centre, the potential impacts on surrounding residential uses 

and some allowances in the Scheme relating to minor expansion of existing non-

conforming uses. 

 

Through the hearing discussions, Council acknowledged that the existing site 

functioned as an historical aggregation of several uses which provided an 

important service to the Deloraine township. These include: 

 Bulky Goods Sales 

 Equipment and machinery sales and hire 

 General Retail and Hire 

 Manufacturing and processing 

 Service Industry 

 

It was generally agreed that the site could accommodate some additional uses for 

which the site would be suitable, without necessarily increasing the impacts of use 

when compared to the existing use of the site. This included the potential to 

expand some of the existing uses within the full extent of the site, which would 

amount to more than a minor expansion and would not therefore qualify for the 

discretionary consideration of non-conforming use. 

 

The site is considered potentially appropriate to accommodate additional uses for 

Storage and Food Services and the expansion of Bulky Goods Sales, Equipment 

and Machinery Sales and Hire and Service Industry.    

 

Therefore, an agreed amendment is proposed to insert site specific qualifications 

(local provision) into the General Residential Zone use table for the 27 Tower Hill 

Street title to provide for a limited number of discretionary uses. Retaining a 

general discretion for these uses provides some flexibility for the existing business 
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whilst ensuring that the surrounding residential amenity will be appropriately 

protected in the future.  

 

Conclusion 

 

In order for the amendment to progress under sections 30K and 37(1) of LUPAA, 

Council must indicate that it agrees to the amendment proposed, arising from the 

Commission process to consider the representations to the Interim Planning 

Scheme.      

 

12) Recommendation       

 

It is recommended:- 

 

1. That pursuant to section 37(1A)(c) of the Land Use Planning & 

Approvals Act 1993, Council agrees to an amendment to insert a site 

specific qualification for 27 Tower Hill Street (CT 15085/1) into the Use 

Table for the General Residential Zone to provide for the following 

discretionary uses as follows: 

 

Bulky Goods Sales If for CT 15085/1 

Equipment and 

machinery sales and 

hire 

If for CT 15085/1 

Food Services If for CT 15085/1 

Service Industry If for CT 15085/1 

Storage If for CT 15085/1 

      

2. That Council requests the Minister to provide a written direction to the 

planning authority to initiate the agreed amendment.  

 

 

 

DECISION: 
 

 

  



Delquip INDUSTRIAL SALES  

ABN 18 073 276 232                                                                            

Cnr Tower Hill & Best Streets 

        P.O. Box 362 

        Deloraine Tasmania 7304 

        Telephone (03) 6362 2986 

        Facsimile (03) 6362 3453 

 

30 June 2015 

 

 

Ms Jo Oliver, 

Senior Town Planner 

Meander Valley Council  

26 Lyall Street 

WESTBURY    7303 

 

c.c.  Tasmanian Planning Commission Hearing Panel :   

       Mr. John Vandenberg, Mr. Greg Alomes, and Stewart Johnson 

 

Dear Ms Oliver 

 

MEANDER VALLEY COUNCIL 2013 INTERIM PLANNING SCHEME 

 

REGARDING 27 TOWER HILL STREET, DELORAINE 
  

 

We write on behalf of both C.R Clark and F.K. Clark, 296 Marriott Street, Westbury 7303 

and Delquip Industrial Sales, PO Box 362, Deloraine 7304.  I, Chris hereby state I have a 

power of attorney for my father, Frank K. Clark.  We are the owners, both of the property, 27 

Tower Hill Street Deloraine, (Property Number 15806) PID 6264525, and Chris and Vicki 

Clark the business, Delquip Industrial Sales. 

 

The purpose of this letter is to respond to the TPC’s Mr Alome’s verbal direction for the TPC 

meeting/hearing into the Meander Valley Council 2013 Interim Planning Scheme, on the 

25
th

th June 2015, through our representative Mr. Rickets, which was seeking for us to write a 

letter of agreement and send it to Council. 

 

As requested by Mr Alomes, we confirm that Mr. Andrew Rickets has been representing and 

assisting us through this planning scheme process, including attendance at the Tasmanian 

Planning Commission (TPC) meetings with Meander Valley Council’s (MVC) Senior 

Planner, Jo Oliver. 

 

We confirm Mr. Ricketts conveyed to us the substance and potential outcome of the 25
th

 June 

2015 TPC direction and advise he has assisted us in the drafting of this agreement letter. 

 

We write further to discussions between our representative and Council’s Senior Planner.  
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We now have what is in effect an informally consensed decision between Delquip and 

Council, following the matter being considered in a MVC Council workshop , as well as the 

preceding 22
nd

 June 2015 email by Mr Ricketts to the TPC and MVC, and the meeting, 

earlier the same day with Senior Planner, Jo Oliver , at Council chambers. 

 

We understand it is proposed Council will initiate, a site specific amendment to the Meander 

Valley Council 2013 Interim Planning Scheme (MVCIPS) regarding 27 Tower Hill Street 

Deloraine as directed by the TPC. 

 

We are advised that the process requires a Council resolution at an upcoming Council 

meeting where the matter is considered .  We are also advised that the TPC stated on the 25
th

 

June 2015 that the process will mean an amendment under Section 30IA (1) (a), Section 

30K(4)(a) and Section 37 1(a) (vie) as shown below. 

 

 30IA Urgent amendment of interim planning schemes 

 

 

(1) The Commission may issue to the Minister a notice- 

(a) Specify that the Commission is of the opinion that an authorization under 

subsequent (2) is urgently required or is recommended und section 30K(4)(a): 

and  

30K Commission to consider scheme and representations 

 

(4) After considering the applicable matters in relation to an  interim planning 

scheme, the Commission must consider whether to, and may do either or both of the 

following: 

 

(a) If an authorization may be issued under section 30IA in relation to a provision of 

the scheme (including the zoning of an area of land), issue a notice under section 

301A(1) recommending to the Minister that an authorization be issued in relation 

to the provision: 

 

37. Power of Commission to dispense with certain requirements 

 

(1) Where, on the submission to the Commission of a draft amendment of a planning 

scheme, the Commission is satisfied that-  

 

(a) The draft amendment is for the purpose of – 

(vie) implementing an agreed amendment; or  

 

(b) The public interest will not be prejudiced- 

 

We have neither sought to verify the veracity of the legislation nor indeed considered the 

minutia of the process.  We do confirm we consider this would be an agreed amendment, 

provided the Uses described below are all included and are agreeing on the basis it has a high 

likelihood of success. 

 

We confirm that under the process of finalizing the MVC Interim Scheme we proposed, by 

way of a compromise position, where our local Business Zoning proposal over the subject 

land was not gaining acceptance, a site- specific amendment to better provide for uses on the 
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subject land, which would otherwise be Prohibited in the Scheme in the General Residential 

Zone.  It is viewed that the Existing Use provision in the MVCIPS certainly did not give 

sufficient flexibility, which is envisage will likely be needed in a rapidly changing world. 

 

 

It should be noted Delquip currently operates a diverse business which falls into the 

following multiple Uses, as described in Table 8.2 of the MVC Interim Scheme:  Bulky 

goods sales, Equipment and machinery sales and hire, General retail and hire, Manufacturing 

and processing and Service industry. 

 

In that context and the context of the Tasmanian Planning Commission’s (TPC) 

meeting/hearing process, of the 25
th

 June 2015 there was a consensus over the proposed 

solution, which would amend the scheme in a way not envisaged by the Council’s Section J  

30J report but rather mooted by our representation. 

 

We understand too it was viewed by Council’s Senior Planner on the 22
nd

 June 2015 there 

would be no room to expand the specific current uses which may fall into either: 1/ General 

retail and hire, or 2/Manufacturing and processing beyond the 10% nominal ‘substantial 

intensification’ opportunity, which was described by the MVC’s Senior Planner to Mr. 

Ricketts in discussing the merits and limitations of The Scheme’s Section 9.1.  We confirm 

this is a limitation we are prepared to live with in relation to the above uses, provided the site-

specific amendment succeeds, 

 

Subsequent to the 22
nd

 June 2015 meeting at Council Chambers, at the above propositions 

were discussed by Mr. Ricketts with Mr. Chris Clark and we confirm there was agreement to 

the position expressed in this letter and which was put in the TPC and to the Council as 

planning authority through the email from Mr. Ricketts of the same date at the 

meeting/hearing of the 25
th

 June 2015. 

 

We have recently been made aware this site-specific amendment will require notification and 

exhibitions for 14 days.  Whilst we consider we have excellent neighbor relations and would 

be surprised if there were indeed any concerns raised.  Ina nay case the reasons for site-

specific amendment are sound and also in the public interest.  We are nonetheless somewhat 

concerned that such a long standing established business needs to go through this advertised 

process. 

 

Our understanding is that the agreed and Council supported site specific amendment 

proposed for the Meander Valley Council 2013 Interim Planning Scheme, regarding 27 

Tower Hill Street, would however address many of our concerns, which we raised in the 

MCCIPS process and are likely to be of long term value to our rural oriented community, as 

we are now the last machine and fabrication shop in Deloraine serving the area. 

 

We have been advised that in the TPC’s 25June 2015 meeting/hearing it was agreed there 

would be the future ability for us to expand the current existing uses on a Discretionary 

Application basis, facilitated by way of the agreed Site Specific amendment to the MVCIP 

Scheme’s General Residential Zone Use Table 10.2, for the specific title at Tower Hill Street  

and being Discretionary for the following Uses: 

 

 

 

DEV 5



 

 

 

  

 

 

1/ Bulky goods sale 

 

 2/ Equipment and machinery sales and hire  

 

 3/ Service industry 

 

 4/ Storage 

 

 5/ Food Services 

 

For the benefit of Council, Delquip Industrial Sales is sited in the town  of   Deloraine and is  

zoned General Residential, even though the site has long been used in a general business or 

light industrial manner.  It operates without conflict with the neighbouring properties.  

Delquip Industrial Sales is a family business, which is a continuation of a smile business on 

this site since about 1945.  We made two representations to the Meander Valley Interim 

Planning Scheme 2013 and attended two TPC meeting/hearing days. 

 

 

We wish to state the owners of Delquip would very much appreciated and benefit from an 

early Council resolution, an amendment process and an incorporation of the site-specific 

clauses into the MVC IPS without delay.  The process of  a new scheme has been a long one.   

 

We are all mindful of the extreme lack of certainty, which has been created by the Liberal 

State-wide Planning Scheme process, which is proposed to continue until at least December 

2016, but likely will continue beyond that time.  The manifest unfairness of such a hiatus 

would surely be obvious to anyone considering the matter or indeed trying to plan for the 

future.  In that context we view the current scheme and this amendment as important.  Hence 

we both respectfully and strongly wish to encourage a resolution of the issue in the upcoming 

Council Meeting, as we hope we will move though to a final site-specific amendment being 

finalized without delay 

 

We consider that the outcome of the 25
th

 June 2015 direction from the TPC and intention 

from the Council perspective is a good one. 

 

It is also our understand that as a result of the TPC decision of the 25
th

 June 2015, we would 

no longer be pursing the rezoning to Local Business out of the General Residential Zone, 

which we advocated  from December 2013 onwards regarding 27 Tower Hill Street.  

 

We look forward to hearing from Council and to a resolution through TPC meeting/hearing 

process. 

 

Yours Faithfully 
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Chris and Vicki Clark 

 

 

 

DEV 5



Meander Valley Council Meeting Agenda – 14 July 2015  Page 171 

 

GOV 1 ANNUAL PLAN – QUARTERLY REVIEW – JUNE 2015 
 

1) Introduction        

 

The purpose of this report is for Council to consider the June quarterly review of 

the Annual Plan. 

 

2) Background        

 

Section 71 of the Local Government Act 1993 requires Council to prepare an 

Annual Plan.  This plan provides details of the works and programs to be 

undertaken by Council and is the organisation’s commitment to both Councillors 

and the community that these works and programs will be delivered. 

 

3) Strategic/Annual Plan Conformance 

 

This performance report relates directly to the achievement of the Annual Plan. 

 

4) Policy Implications      

 

Not Applicable 

 

5) Statutory Requirements      

 

It is a requirement of the Local Government Act 1993 that Council prepares and 

approves an Annual Plan. 

 

6) Risk Management       

 

Not Applicable 

 

7) Consultation with State Government and other Authorities 

 

There is no requirement to consult with the Tasmanian Government when 

preparing this quarterly review. 

 

8) Community Consultation      

 

Not Applicable 

 

9) Financial Impact       

 

Not Applicable 
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10) Alternative Options      

 

Not Applicable 

 

11) Officers Comments      

 

A great result has been achieved for the June quarter with 133 of 134 targets 

being met. 

 

One activity for the June quarter was not met: 

 

Activity 4.2.3 Permit Authority – Manage outstanding Building 

Completions and Illegal Works 

Target:  Reduce outstanding completions by 20%. 

Comment:  Due to resourcing constraints only 15% was achieved. 

 

The overall yearly performance for 2014-15 is 99.81%, which is an excellent result 

from the organisation. 

 

AUTHOR:  Greg Preece 

GENERAL MANAGER 

 

12) Recommendation       

 

It is recommended that Council receive and note the Annual Plan quarterly 

review for the June 2015 quarter. 

 

 

 

DECISION: 
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Overview 

 

The Annual Plan outlines the programs and services Council intends to deliver throughout the year.    
These programs and services consist of a mixture of new and upgraded services, replacing existing or 
simply maintaining what already exists. 

The coming year will see Council complete a review of key future strategic planning and operations 
documents and deliver the following projects –  

 complete the review of Council’s Strategic Plan and finalise Council’s first Delivery Plan; 

 continue with community engagement and finalise Council’s waste management 
strategy; 

 complete the activities required to have Council’s Planning Scheme declared; 

 complete the  Prospect Vale/Blackstone Heights Structural Plan and commence projects 
in the Westbury Outline Development Plan; 

 continue to implement projects outlined in the Hadspen Outline Development Plan and 
commence the process for the rezoning of land; 

 undertake the construction of the Westbury Road/Vale Street Roundabout; 

 develop stormwater system management plans in line with the risk assessment action 
plan. 

Council will undertake a regular inspection program for Place of Assembly and Food Premises 
Licences, and co-ordinate immunisation clinics. 

There is an ongoing commitment to continue Council’s involvement in the Northern Tasmania 
Development and Council officers will continue to work with other Councils to deliver uniformity of 
standards, processes and resource sharing. 

Once again an extensive Capital Works Program, valued at $6.44 million will be delivered.  Of this work, 
$3.70 million is allocated for reconstruction or replacement of assets with the balance for new or 
upgraded assets.  The value of these works is in line with the projections in the Long Term Financial 
Plan. 
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Fast Facts about the Meander Valley  
 

Rateable assessments 9,770 
Capital value of properties $3,093,452,100 
Adjusted Assessed annual value of properties $141,145,922 
Residential population 19,543  

Geographical area 3,821 sq kms  

Number of Councillors 9  

Sealed Roads 550kms  

Unsealed Roads 254kms  

Bridges 217  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Meander Valley is a large and diverse area of Tasmania’s northern region, which offers an assortment of 
enticing lifestyle opportunities. The varying landscape ranges from alpine mountain peaks to extensively 
forested areas, productive agricultural lands, historic towns and villages, and even an urban community of 
Launceston. There are abundant small businesses and major enterprises, such as Country Club Tasmania and 
Tasmanian Alkaloids which offer great employment prospects to locals. 
The Meander Valley skyline is dominated by the mountains of the Great Western Tiers and World Heritage 
Area, which form a dramatic backdrop to a rural landscape that in many areas is divided by traditional English 
hedges. Small townships and villages are found throughout the area. The seamless combination of mountains 
and rural landscapes, villages and townships gives Meander Valley its’ unique look and feel; something that 
visitors recognise as distinctly Tasmanian. 
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Budget Estimates 
 
 

 2013-2014 2014-2015 
Revenue:   
Rate Revenue 9,739,100 10,262,600 
Fees and User Charges 1,051,800 1,106,900 
Contributions and Donations 320,000 326,800 
Interest 1,131,300 1,086,300 
Grants and Subsidies 2,933,500 5,623,900 
Other Revenue 880,500 945,000 
Total Operating Revenue: 16,056,200 19,351,500 
   
Operating Expenditure:   
Employee Costs 5,439,500 5,868,300 
Maintenance and Working Expenses 5,729,400 5,777,700 
Interest on Loans 261,300 311,300 
Depreciation 5,041,900 5,168,400 
Payments to Government Authorities 954,600 990,800 
Other Payments 171,000 225,200 
 
Total Operating Expenditure: 

 
17,597,700 

 
18,341,700 

   
Operating Surplus/Deficit: (1,541,500) 1,009,800 
Underlying Surplus/(Deficit) (40,000) 39,400 
   
Capital Expenditure 6,056,600 7,871,000 
Repayment of Loans: -  
Asset Sales: 285,000 285,000 
Closing Cash Balance: 17,834,900 18,325,200 
Net assets: 274,856,000 278,825,300 
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Rating Policy  
 
The following rating policies will apply for 2014-2015: 
 

Payment 
Method: 

Ratepayers are provided with the option of paying their rates in full, 
with no discount for early payment, or paying their rates in four 
approximately equal instalments due on 29 August 2014, 31 October 
2014, 30 January 2015 and 31 March 2015.  

Penalties for 
late payment: 

Any late payment of rates and charges will be subject to daily interest 
at a rate equivalent to 9.35% per annum. 

General rate: All rateable properties are applied a General Rate of 5.9398 cents in 
the $ of AAV with a minimum charge of $135. 

Waste Management: For properties without a kerbside collection service the charge is $15.  
For each separate service where kerbside garbage and/or green-waste & 
recycling collection is provided the charge is $143 for the standard 
collection of one 80L mobile garbage bin and one mobile recycling bin or 
$175 for the extra capacity collection of one140L mobile garbage bin and 
one mobile recycling bin or $335 for one 240L mobile garbage and one 
mobile recycling bin. 

Fire Levies: All properties within the municipal area are rated based on the income 
requirements of the State Fire Commission. 
 
Properties within the Launceston Permanent Brigade District are applied 
a rate of 1.3330 cents in the $ of AAV with a minimum of $37. 
 
Properties within the Volunteer Brigade Districts are applied a rate of 
0.3785 cents in the $ of AAV with a minimum of $37. 
 
All other properties are applied a rate of 0.3477 cents in the $ of AAV 
with a minimum of $37. 

 

S U M M A R Y 
June 2015 Quarterly Review 

 
Area Number of Targets 

(excl Canc) 
No of Targets Met 

(excl Canc) 
Conformance 

1.  Governance 36 36 100% 

2.  Corporate Services 22 22 100% 

3.  Infrastructure Services 36 36 100% 

4.  Development Services 16 15 93.75% 

5.  Works 18 18 100% 

6.  Economic Development 6 6 100% 

OVERALL TOTALS 134 133 99.25% 

Action Definitions for Reporting Purposes: 
Ongoing; In Progress; Achieved; Cancelled; Deferred; Not Achieved 
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POLICY REVIEW 

 

POLICY REVIEWS By 30 September By 31 December By 31 March  By 30 June 

Governance: 
 Appointment and responsibilities of Council 

representatives 
 Personal Information Protection 

 
23 
 

 
 
 
67 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Corporate Services: 
 Nil 

 
 

  
 

 

Infrastructure Services: 
 Tree Management 
 

  
 

 
37 
 

 

Development Services: 
 Real Estate Advertising Signs 
 Roadside Vendors 
 Bonds & Bank Guarantees - Subdivisions 

 
34 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
57 
 
 

 
 
 
66 

Works: 
 Nil 

    

Economic Development & Sustainability 
 Nil 
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DOCUMENT REVIEW 
 
OPERATION Document Reviews   By 30 September By 31 December By 31 March  By 30 June 

Governance: 
Style Manual  
Delegations  
Special Committees of Council  
Community Grants Policy & Guidelines  
Customer Service Charter 
Meander Valley Community Safety Plan 2011-
2014 

  
Style Manual 
Delegations 
Special Committees 
of Council 
 

 
 
 
Community Grants 
Policy & Guidelines 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Customer Service 
Charter 
Meander Valley 
Community Safety Plan 
2011-2014 

Corporate Services: 
Nil 

    

Infrastructure Services: 
Asset Management Strategy 
Capital Works Priority Process 

  
 
 

 
Asset Management 
Strategy 

 
 
Capital Works Priority 
Process 

Development Services: 
Nil 

    

Works: 
Skills Register  

  
Skills Register 

 
 

 

Economic Development & Sustainability 
Nil 
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Due for review (other than annually): 
Business Continuity Plan (biennial, next review 2016/17) 
Code of Tendering and Contracts (every four years, next review 2017/18) 
Human Resource Policy Manual (every 3 years – next review 2016/17) 
Public Interest Disclosures Act 2002 - Model Procedures (every three years, next review 2017/18) 
Code of Conduct (within 12-months of an ordinary election, next review 2015/16) 
Customer Service Charter (biennial, next review 2014/15) 
Meander Valley Community Safety Plan 2011 -2014 (every 3 years – next review 2014/15) 
Sport & Recreation Action Plan 2012-2015 (every 3 years – next review 2015/16) 
Emergency Management Plan (every 2 years – next review 2015/16) 
Rating Policy (every 4 years – next review August 2016) 
Economic Development Strategy 2012-2017 (every 5 years – next review 2017/18) 
Capital Works Priority Process (every 2 years – next review 2014/15) 
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Governance and Community Services 
Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and tile 
1.1 Secretarial & Administrative support  

Program Objective To undertake functions to ensure compliance with legislative requirements 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Deliver Annual Plan 

 
Prepare 
quarterly 
review 
Achieved 

Prepare 
quarterly 
review 
Achieved 

Prepare 
quarterly 
review 
Achieved 

Prepare 
quarterly 
review.  
Prepare 
2015/16 
Annual Plan 
Achieved 

5.6.1 – Implement processes to 
ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and other 
relevant legislation 

2 Prepare Annual Report 
 

Complete 
draft for 
printing 
In Progress 

Complete 
report and 
present at 
AGM 
Achieved 

  5.6.1 – Implement processes to 
ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and other 
relevant legislation 

3 Conduct Annual General Meeting (AGM) 
 

 Advertise, 
organise & 
conduct 
AGM 
Achieved 

  5.6.1 – Implement processes to 
ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and other 
relevant legislation 

4 Prepare Council Meeting Agendas and Minutes, Briefing Reports and 
Workshop Agendas 
 

Prepare for 
each 
meeting 
Achieved 

Prepare for 
each 
meeting 
Achieved 

Prepare for 
each 
meeting 
Achieved 

Prepare for 
each 
meeting 
Achieved 

5.6.1 – Implement processes to 
ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and other 
relevant legislation 

5 Policy Review 
 

Review as 
per schedule 
Achieved 

Review as 
per schedule 
Achieved 
 

Review as 
per schedule 
Achieved 

Review as 
per schedule 
Achieved 

5.6.1 – Implement processes to 
ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and other 
relevant legislation 

6 Conduct Australia Day (AD) event  Review AD 
criteria. 
Call for 
nominationsI 
 
In Progress 

Assess 
nominations. 
Plan civic 
function 
 
Achieved 

Conduct a 
civic function 
on AD 
 
 
Achieved 

 3.2.2 - Support local events and 
activities that respond to a 
community need 
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7 Operations Document Review Review as 
per schedule 
Achieved 

Review as 
per schedule 
Achieved 

Review as 
per schedule 
Achieved 

Review as 
per schedule 
Achieved 

5.6.1 – Implement processes to 
ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and other 
relevant legislation 
 

8 Conduct Council Elections Update 
General 
Managers 
roll 
Achieved 

Conduct 
election 
 
 
Achieved 

  5.6.9 - Assist with the  orderly 
conduct of the Council election 
 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC Personal Assistant 
2 $3,000 MVC Personal Assistant 
3 N/A MVC Personal Assistant 
4 N/A MVC Personal Assistant 
5 N/A MVC General Manager 
6 $5,000 MVC Personal Assistant 
7 N/A MVC General Manager 
8 $84,000 MVC Director Gov & Community Services 
 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
4 Agenda is prepared and distributed 4 days before each Council meeting.  Draft meeting minutes are completed and distributed within 4 days of each Council meeting 
5 Policies reviewed by Council 
7 Documents reviewed by Council 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and tile 
1.2 Risk Management 

Program Objective Minimise risk to our people and the public 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Implement Risk Management Framework 

 
Action the 
framework 
Achieved 

Action the 
framework 
Achieved 

Action the 
framework 
Achieved 

Action the 
framework 
Achieved 

5.6.2 – Implement and 
review the Risk Management 
Framework 

2 Implement the Internal Audit Program 
 

Review of 
Audit 
outcomes 
In Progress 

Conduct 
Audit 
 
In Progress 

Review of 
Audit 
outcomes 
Achieved 

Conduct 
Audit 
 
In Progress 

5.6.2 – Implement and 
review the Risk Management 
Framework 

3 Conduct Risk Management Committee meeting 
 

Conduct 
meeting 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting 
Achieved 

5.6.2 – Implement and 
review the Risk Management 
Framework 

4 Review Business Continuity Plan (BCP) 
 

 Review BCP 
Deferred 

BCP 
approved by 
Council 
In Progress 

 5.1.1 - Review and 
management of Councils 
Business Continuity Plan 
 

5 Co-ordinate functions of the Audit Panel 
 

Audit panel 
preparation 
In Progress 

Conduct 
meeting 
In Progress 

Conduct 
meeting 
In Progress 

Conduct 
meeting 
Achieved 

5.6.8 - Develop and 
implement operation of the 
internal Audit Panel – 
establish and implement 
internal audit process 
 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $25,000 MVC and Consultant Director Gov & CS 
2 N/A MVC and Consultant Director Gov & CS 
3 N/A MVC  Director Gov & CS 
4 N/A MVC Director Gov & CS 
5 $15,000 MVC and independent resource Director Gov & CS 
 

Action performance targets 
N/A 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 
number and tile 

1.3 Employee Health & Safety Management 

Program Objective To provide a safe place of work for our people and to measure and monitor our employer obligations. 
 

 
 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Health & Safety Committee operation 
 

Conduct 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

Conduct 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

Conduct 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

Conduct 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

5.4.5 - Develop and implement 
a Workplace Health & Safety 
Program 
 

2 Conduct Driver training course 
 

Organise 
course 
 
In Progress 

Course 
held 
 
Achieved 

Review 
effectiveness 
of course 
Achieved 

 5.4.5 - Develop and implement 
a Workplace Health & Safety 
Program 
 

3 Deliver a Health & Wellbeing Program 
 

Conduct 
quarterly 
meeting & 
implement 
programs 
Achieved 

Conduct 
quarterly 
meeting & 
implement 
programs 
Achieved 

Conduct 
quarterly 
meeting & 
implement 
programs 
Achieved 

Conduct 
quarterly 
meeting & 
implement 
programs 
Achieved 

5.4.5 - Develop and implement 
a Workplace Health & Safety 
Program 
 

4 Conduct emergency evacuation drills  
 

 Conduct 
drill – 
Council 
Office & 
GWTVC 
Achieved 

 Conduct 
drill – 
Council 
Office & 
GWTVC 
Achieved 

5.4.5 - Develop and implement 
a Workplace Health & Safety 
Program 
 

5 Conduct Staff Survey 
 

Implement 
Action Plan 
 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Issue 
survey 
 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Report to 
staff on 
results of 
survey.  
Prepare 
action plan  
 
Achieved 

Implement 
action 
plan 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 
support Councils human 
resources 
 

6 Employee Consultative Committee operation Conduct 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

Conduct 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

Conduct 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

Conduct 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 
support Councils human 
resources 
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Resource requirements 
 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC Director Gov & CS & H & S Committee 
2 $3,500 Contract Director Gov & CS & H & S Committee 
3 $15,000 MVC & Contract Director Gov & CS & H & Wellbeing Committee 
4 N/A MVC Director Gov & CS & Fire Wardens 
5 $4,000 MVC & Contract General Manager 
6 N/A MVC General Manager 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and tile 
1.4 Other Governance functions 

Program Objective To provide good governance 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Review Community Strategic Plan 

 
Draft plan to 
Council for 
endorsement 
 
In Progress 

Community 
feedback on 
Plan 
 
In Progress 

Finalise 
plan and 
Council 
approval 
Achieved 

 5.1.2  Review Community 
Strategic Plan 

2 Participation in NTD 
 

Attend NTD 
Local 
Government 
Committee 
Meeting 
Achieved 

Attend NTD 
Local 
Government 
Committee 
Meeting 
Achieved 

Attend NTD 
Local 
Government 
Committee 
Meeting 
Achieved 

Attend NTD 
Local 
Government 
Committee 
Meeting 
Achieved 

5.5.6  Participate and support 
the operation of Northern 
Tasmania Development 
 

3 Prepare a Council Delivery Plan 
 

Present 
initial plan to 
Council for 
approval 
Achieved 

 Update 
Delivery 
Plan 
 
Achieved 

Present Plan 
to Council 
for approval 
 
In Progress 

5.1.3  Co-ordinate and 
preparation of Council’s 
integrated planning and 
reporting framework 
 

4 Participate in Northern Tasmania Sub Regional Alliance 
 

Attend 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

Attend 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

Attend 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

Attend 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

5.5.8  Participate and support 
the operation of  Northern 
Tasmanian Sub-Regional 
Alliance 

5 Convene meetings of the Customer Service Group 
 

Conduct 
meeting 
 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting 
 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting 
 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting 
 
Achieved 

5.1.3  Co-ordinate and 
preparation of Council’s 
integrated planning and 
reporting framework 

6 Convene meetings of the Merit User Group Conduct 
meeting 
 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting 
 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting 
 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting 
 
Achieved 

5.1.3  Co-ordinate and 
preparation of Council’s 
integrated planning and 
reporting framework 

7 Provide support to the TRAP Special Committee Conduct 
meeting & 
report on 
outcomes 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting & 
report on 
outcomes 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting & 
report on 
outcomes 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting & 
report on 
outcomes 
Achieved 

4.2.3  Provide support to 
Council’s Townscape, 
Reserves and Parks (TRAP) 
Special Committee 
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8 Conduct Community Satisfaction Survey 
 

   Conduct 
survey 
Achieved 

5.1.4  Regularly review 
community satisfaction with 
Council service levels 

 
 
 
 
 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $5,000 MVC & Contract General Manager 
2 $60,000 MVC General Manager 
3 N/A MVC General Manager 
4 N/A MVC General Manager 
5 N/A MVC Director Gov & CS 
6 N/A MVC Director Gov & CS 
7 N/A MVC Director Gov & CS 
8 $8,000 Consultant Director Gov & CS 
 

Action performance targets 
N/A 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and tile 
1.5 Community Development 

Program Objective Working with the community for the benefit of all  
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete 
by 31/3 

Complete by 
30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Facilitate the operation of the Meander Valley Community Safety Group 
 

Conduct 
meeting & 
report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting & 
report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting & 
report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting & 
report on 
progress 
Achieved 

4.1.1 - Assist in the promotion 
of community safety and 
health issues across the local 
government area 
 

2 Deliver the Community Grants Program (including community, special 
events and sport and recreation) 
 

Acquit 
Round 1 and 
advertise 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Acquit 
Round 2 and 
advertise 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Acquit 
Round 3 and 
advertise 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Acquit Final 
Round and 
advertise 
Conduct 
Grants 
Information 
Forum 
Achieved 

3.2.1 - Provide the Community 
Grants Program 

3 Conduct the Meandering Art Exhibition 
 

Establish 
Schools 
artist in 
residence 
workshops 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Evaluate 
school 
workshops 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Conduct 
Meandering 
exhibition 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Evaluate 
Meandering 
Exhibition 
Advertise 
Schools’ 
artist in 
residence 
workshops 
to schools 
In Progress 

3.1.1 - Conduct initiatives that 
support the visual and 
performing arts 
 

4 Develop and manage the Community Directory 
 

Finalise 
website 
 
In Progress 

Report on 
progress 
 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
 
Achieved 

3.1.3 - Support and develop 
volunteering across the local 
government area 
 

5 Deliver Positive Ageing Programs Report on 
progress 
 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
 
Achieved 

3.1.2 - Assist opportunities for 
positive ageing 
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6 Develop and manage the Public Arts Policy   Establish 

advisory 
group 
In Progress 

Report on 
progress 
 
In Progress 

Report on 
progress 
 
In Progress 

3.1.1 - Conduct initiatives that 
support the visual and 
performing arts 

7 Provide Strategic Business & Planning assistance to community groups Report on 
progress 
 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
 
Achieved 

3.3.3 - Provide Strategic and 
Business Planning assistance 
to  community groups and 
sporting groups 

 
 
 
 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $1,000 MVC/DIER Community Development Officer 
2 $80,000 MVC Community Development Officer/Admin support 
3 $5,000 MVC Community Development Officer/Personal Assistant 
4 $6,000 MVC Community Development Officer 
5 $2,000 MVC Youth Development Officer/Youth & Comm Worker 
6 N/A MVC Community Development Officer 
7 N/A MVC Community Development Officer 
 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Meetings held and goals achieved 
2 Number and range of grant applications 
3 Number of schools and artists participating 
4 Number and currency of registrations 
5 Range of programs delivered 
6 Advisory group established 
7 Number of planning assistances undertaken 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and tile 
1.6 Services to young people 

Program Objective To address and support the needs of young people through responsive and participatory approaches 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Conduct School Holiday Program 

 
Conduct 
and report 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Conduct 
and report 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Conduct 
and report 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Conduct 
and report 
Evaluate 
overall 
outcomes 
Achieved 

3.5.1 - Provide activity 
opportunities for young 
people  
 

2 Conduct Stepping Stones Camps 
 

Conduct 
program 
18-25 age 
group 
Achieved 

Conduct 
program 
Grades 6 – 
8 
Achieved 

Conduct 
program 
Grades 9-
12 
Achieved 

Evaluate 
overall 
outcomes 
 
Achieved 

3.3.1 - Facilitate 
opportunities for self- 
development and leadership  
 

3 Conduct Working Well with Young People Program (subject to numbers) 
 

Conduct 
program 
Cancelled 

   3.3.2 - Provide training 
opportunities for community 
volunteers 
 

4 Conduct ‘National Youth Week’ Event 
 

  Prepare 
and 
advertise 
event 
Achieved 

Conduct 
event 
 
 
Achieved 

3.5.1 - Provide activity 
opportunities for young 
people  
 

5 Facilitate outdoor recreation programs 
 

Conduct 
program 
Achieved 

 Conduct 
program 
Achieved 

Conduct 
program 
Achieved 

3.3.2 - Provide training 
opportunities for community 
volunteers 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $8,000 MVC/DHHS/Contract Youth Development Officer 
2 $9,000 MVC & Contract Youth Development Officer 
3 N/A MVC Youth Dev Officer/Community Development Officer 
4 $2,000 MVC/DPAC Youth Development Officer 
5 N/A MVC Youth Development Officer 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
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1 Program conducted and evaluated 
2 Program conducted and evaluated 
3 Program conducted 
4 Event conducted and evaluated 
5 Program conducted and evaluated 

GOV 1
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and tile 
1.7 Recreation and Sport Services 

Program Objective To provide current and future recreation and sport programs and facilities 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Support the operation of the Recreation Co-Ordination Group 

 
Conduct 
meeting 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting  
Achieved 

4.2.1 - Facilitate the 
management of recreation 
facilities throughout Meander 
Valley through the Recreation 
Co-ordination Group 

2 Co-ordinate usage and promotion of Prospect Vale Park and Hadspen 
Recreation Ground 
 

Liaise with 
User 
Groups 
Achieved 

Liaise with 
User 
Groups 
Achieved 

Liaise with 
User 
Groups 
Achieved 

Liaise with 
User 
Groups 
Achieved 

4.2.1 - Facilitate the 
management of recreation 
facilities throughout Meander 
Valley through the Recreation 
Co-ordination Group 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC Recreation Officer 
2 N/A MVC Recreation Officer 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Goals achieved 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and tile 
1.8 Indoor Recreation Facilities Management 

Program Objective To provide indoor facilities for recreational, social and community based activities that are safe, comfortable 
and fit for purpose 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Operate the Deloraine Community Complex, Meander Valley Performing 

Arts 
 Centre and Westbury Sports Centre on a 7-day per week basis 
 

Operate 
facilities & 
report to 
performance 
targets 
Achieved 

Operate 
facilities & 
report to 
performance 
targets 
Achieved 

Operate 
facilities & 
report to 
performance 
targets 
Achieved 
 

Operate 
facilities & 
report to 
performance 
targets 
Achieved 
 

4.2.1 - Facilitate the 
management of recreation 
facilities throughout Meander 
Valley through the Recreation 
Co-ordination Group 
3.5.4 - Provide recreation 
facilities that are managed to 
meet the needs of  young 
people in the community 

2 Produce Indoor Recreation Facilities Management annual report and annual 
budget including fees review 
 

Produce 
annual 
report 
 
 
Achieved 

  Review 
fees and 
produce 
annual 
budget 
Achieved 

4.2.1 - Facilitate the 
management of recreation 
facilities throughout Meander 
Valley through the Recreation 
Co-ordination Group 

3 Promote and market indoor recreation facilities to current and prospective 
users 
 

Liaise with 
users 
Achieved 

Liaise with 
users 
Achieved 

Liaise with 
users 
Achieved 

Liaise with 
users 
Achieved 

4.2.1 - Facilitate the 
management of recreation 
facilities throughout Meander 
Valley through the Recreation 
Co-ordination Group 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $217,000 MVC & External Contractors Indoor Recreation Facilities Manager 
2 N/A MVC Indoor Recreation Facilities Manager 
3 N/A MVC Indoor Recreation Facilities Manager 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Provide statistical reports on the usage and availability to Council through the Briefing Report 
2 Complete annual report prior to October and budget prior to May for presentation to Council  
3 Liaise with users 
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Corporate Services 
 
Directorate 2. Corporate Services Program 

number and tile 
2.1 Financial Services 

Program Objective Responsibly manage the Council’s core financial activities 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 30/9 Complete 

by 31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Raise Rates and Sundry Debtor accounts Achieve activity 

performance 
target 
 
Achieved 

Achieve 
activity 
performan
ce target 
Achieved 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

5.6.3 - Responsibly manage 
the Council’s core financial 
activities 

2 Complete State Authority returns Initial State Fire 
& Treasury 
pensioner 
claims & Annual 
State Fire Levy 
data return 
Achieved 

  Final State 
Fire and 
Treasury 
pensioner 
claims 
 
Achieved 

5.6.3 - Responsibly manage 
the Council’s core financial 
activities 

3 Issue Section 132 certificates (Property Rates) Achieve activity 
performance 
target 
 
Achieved 

Achieve 
activity 
performan
ce target 
Achieved 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

5.6.3 - Responsibly manage 
the Council’s core financial 
activities 

4 Arrange annual insurance renewals  Fidelity 
Guarantee 
renewal 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Directors & 
Officers and 
Employment 
Practices 
renewal 
 
 
Achieved 

Annual 
renewals as 
per schedule 
incl. Public 
Liability & PI, 
ISR, Workers 
Comp. & MV 
Achieved 

5.6.3 - Responsibly manage 
the Council’s core financial 
activities 

5 Reconciliation of Control Accounts Achieve activity 
performance 
target 
 
Achieved 

Achieve 
activity 
performan
ce target 
Achieved 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

5.6.3 - Responsibly manage 
the Council’s core financial 
activities 
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Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC & External Contractor Rates Officer 
2 N.A MVC Rates Officer 
3 N/A MVC Rates Officer 
4 $220,000 MVC Administrative Officer & Director Corporate Services 
5 N/A MVC Senior Accountant 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1  Issue Rates notices before 31st July 2014 

 Issue Sundry Debtor notices within 10 working days of receipt of request 
3  Issue 98% of Section 132 Certificates within 3 working days of entry of request 
5  Reconcile rates, sundry debtor & creditors control accounts within 10 working days of the month end 

 Reconcile Payroll within 5 working days of processing. 
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Directorate 2. Corporate Services Program 

number and tile 
2.2 Financial Management & Reporting 

Program Objective To comply with statutory requirements for Local Government Finance, State & Federal Taxation and to provide 
meaningful reports for internal financial management 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Review and adopt the Long Term Financial Plan (LTFP)  LTFP 

update 
workshop 
following 
State Govt. 
budget 
Cancelled 

 Present the 
LTFP in 
June for 
adoption 
 
 
Achieved 

5.2.1 - Review and adopt the 
Long Term Financial Plan 

2 Coordinate the development and adoption of Budget & Rating 
recommendations with statutory timeframes  

  Determine 
budget  
update 
program 
 
Achieved 

Present 
budget, fees 
& charges to 
Council in 
June 
Achieved 

5.6.7 - Coordinate the 
development and adoption of 
Budget & Rating 
recommendations with 
statutory timeframes 

3 Annual external reporting Produce 
annual 
Statutory 
Accounts, 
complete 
KPI 
consolidated 
data 
collection 
sheets 
Achieved 

  Prepare end 
of year 
timetable for 
Annual 
Accounts & 
Audit 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

5.6.1 - Implement processes 
to ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and 
other relevant legislation 

4 Issue BAS, FBT and Payroll Tax returns within legislative timeframes Submit 
monthly BAS 
& Payroll 
Tax returns 
on time 
 
 
Achieved 

Submit 
monthly 
BAS & 
Payroll Tax 
returns on 
time 
 
Achieved 

Submit 
monthly 
BAS & 
Payroll Tax 
returns on 
time 
 
Achieved 

Submit 
monthly BAS 
& Payroll 
Tax & annual 
FBT returns 
on time 
 
Achieved 

5.6.1 - Implement processes 
to ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and 
other relevant legislation 
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5 Provide internal financial management reports on a timely basis for 
decision making 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

5.6.4 - Provide internal 
financial management reports 
on a timely basis for decision 
making 
 

6 Invest surplus Council funds in accordance with Council’s Investment 
policy 

Review cash 
flow weekly 
to determine  
surplus for 
investment 
 
Achieved 

Review 
cash flow 
weekly to 
determine  
surplus for 
investment 
Achieved 

Review 
cash flow 
weekly to 
determine  
surplus for 
investment 
Achieved 

Review cash 
flow weekly 
to determine  
surplus for 
investment 
 
Achieved 

5.6.1 - Implement processes 
to ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and 
other relevant legislation 
 

7 Prepare Financial Management Strategy in accordance with section 70A of 
LGA 1993 

Complete 
Financial 
Management 
strategy 
Achieved 

   5.6.1 - Implement processes 
to ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and 
other relevant legislation 

 
 
 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC Senior Accountant 
2 N/A MVC Director Corporate Services & Senior Accountant 
3 N/A MVC Senior Accountant 
4 N/A MVC Senior Accountant 
5 N/A MVC Senior Accountant 
6 N/A MVC Senior Accountant 
7 N/A MVC Director Corporate Services & Senior Accountant 
 
 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
5  Produce & distribute ongoing project expenditure reports  

 Produce & distribute monthly operating statements within 10 working days of end of month 
 Submit September, December & March quarterly financial reports to Council in Nov 2014, Jan 2015 & May 2015 respectively 
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Directorate 2. Corporate Services Program 

number and tile 
2.3 Information Technology 

Program Objective Provide reliable and effective information technology services for the organisation 
 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete 
by 31/3 

Complete by 
30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Maintenance & upgrade of IT infrastructure Commence 
rolling 
replacement of 
PC’s 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Complete 
rolling 
replacement 
of PC’s. 
Program 
blade & 
switch 
replacement  
Achieved 

Complete 
blade 
replacement 
upgrade and 
determine 
switch 
replacement 
 
Achieved 

Replace 
switch ready 
for VOIP 
installation 
 
 
 
 
Achieved 

5.6.5 - Provide reliable and 
effective IT services for the 
organisation 

2 Replace telephone system with VOIP  Select VOIP 
Provider 
 
Achieved 

Determine  
replacement 
program 
Achieved 

Complete 
VOIP 
installation 
Achieved 

5.6.5 - Provide reliable and 
effective IT services for the 
organisation 

3 Replace Xerox C7500 officer copier/printer/MFD  Replace 
Xerox C7500 
MFD 
Achieved 

  5.6.5 - Provide reliable and 
effective IT services for the 
organisation 

4 Implement minor version software upgrades to TechOne Property Plan upgrades 
 
 
Achieved 

Test 
upgrades 
 
Achieved 

“Go Live” 
with 
upgrades 
Achieved 

 5.6.5 - Provide reliable and 
effective IT services for the 
organisation 

5 ICT Reference Group (ICTRG) Hold bi-monthly 
ICTRG 
meetings, 
determine & 
implement 
actions 
 
Achieved 

Hold bi-
monthly 
ICTRG 
meetings, 
determine & 
implement 
actions 
Achieved 

Hold bi-
monthly 
ICTRG 
meetings, 
determine & 
implement 
actions 
Achieved 

Hold bi-
monthly 
ICTRG 
meetings, 
determine & 
implement 
actions 
Achieved 

5.6.5 - Provide reliable and 
effective IT services for the 
organisation 

 

GOV 1



Meander Valley Council Annual Plan 2014/2015 

  27 
 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $92,000 MVC/IT Consultant  IT Officer/IT Consultant 
2 $50,000 MVC & Consultant Senior Accountant 
3 $28,000 MVC IT Officer 
4 $10,000 MVC & TechOne consultant Rates Officer 
5 N/A MVC (ICTRG) Director Corporate Services 
 
Action performance targets 
N/A 
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Directorate 2. Corporate Services Program 
number and tile 

2.4 Information Management 
Program Objective Effectively manage and maintain Council’s information resource 

 
 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complete by 
31/3 

Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Maintenance of Council’s cemetery records in accordance with the 
Cemeteries Act 

Maintain 
records in 
accordance 
with 
legislation 
Achieved 

Maintain 
records in 
accordance 
with 
legislation 
Achieved 

Maintain 
records in 
accordance 
with 
legislation 
Achieved 

Maintain 
records in 
accordance 
with 
legislation 
Achieved 

5.6.1 - Implement processes to 
ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and other 
relevant legislation 

2 Annual Archive Disposal Obtain 
approval & 
arrange for 
removal of 
documents 
due for 
disposal 
Achieved 

  List 
document
s due for 
disposal 
 
 
 
Achieved 

5.6.6 - Effectively manage and 
maintain Council’s information 
resource 

3 Undertake ECM Upgrade  Complete 
Project & 
Resource 
Planning 
Achieved 

Commence 
Upgrade 
 
 
Achieved 

Complete 
Upgrade 
 
 
Achieved 

5.6.6 - Effectively manage and 
maintain Council’s information 
resource 

4 Improvement Projects Document & 
prioritise 
improvement 
Projects 
Achieved 

Commence 
identified 
priority 
projects 
Achieved 

Continue 
with priority 
projects 
 
Achieved 

Report on 
status of 
projects 
 
Achieved 

5.6.6 - Effectively manage and 
maintain Council’s information 
resource 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC Information Management Officer 
2 N/A MVC & GWTVC Information Management Officer 
3 $55,000 MVC & ECM Consultant Information Management Officer 
4 N/A MVC Information Management Officer 
 

Action performance targets 
N/A 
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Directorate 2. Corporate Services Program 

number and tile 
2.5 Human Resources 

Program Objective Effectively manage and support Council’s human resources 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Continue to participate in working group on the project to modernise the 

Pay Descriptors and Bands as required by the EBA 
 
 
 
 

Attend 
working 
group 
meetings 
 
Achieved 

Attend 
working 
group 
meetings 
 
Achieved 

Attend 
working 
group 
meetings 
 
Achieved 

Attend 
working 
group 
meetings 
 
Achieved 

5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 
support Council’s human 
resources 

 Continue with project tasks to modernise the Pay Descriptors and Bands 
as required by the EBA 
 

Purchase 
and 
implement 
Jobscore 
software 
Achieved 

Complete 
inside job 
rankings 
 
In 
Progress 

Complete 
outside job 
rankings 
 
 
Achieved 

Complete 
draft pay 
scale 
document for 
feedback 
In Progress 

5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 
support Council’s human 
resources 

2 Training Plan  Update 
information 
received 
from 
Performan
ce 
Reviews 
Achieved 

 Ensure 
training has 
been 
undertaken 
 
 
 
Achieved 

5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 
support Council’s human 
resources 

3 Performance Review System Ensure all 
employee 
performance 
reviews have 
been 
completed 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Ensure all 
inside 
employee 
salary 
reviews 
have been 
completed 
 
 
Achieved 

Ensure all 
mini 
performance 
reviews and 
all outside 
employee 
wage reviews 
have been 
completed 
Achieved 

Review the 
current year’s 
performance 
reviews and 
recommend 
any changes 
required 
 
 
Achieved 

5.4.2 - Review and implement 
the Performance Review 
System and link to employee 
professional development 
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Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC/Regional HRP Group Payroll & HR Officer 
2 $1,900 MVC Payroll & HR Officer 
3 N/A MVC Payroll & HR Officer & Directors 
 
 
 

Action performance targets 
N/A 
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Infrastructure Services 
 
Directorate 3.  Infrastructure Services Program 

number and tile 
3.1  Emergency Services 

Program Objective To build capacity and resilience in the community and ensure Council is prepared to assist with emergency services in the 
response to emergencies and lead in the recovery  
 

 

Operational detail 

No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 
30/9 

Complete by 
31/12 

Complete by 
31/3 

Complete by 
30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Maintain and exercise the EMP   Arrange 
and 
conduct 
desktop 
exercise 
Achieved 

 3.4.1 -  Maintain and exercise the 
Municipal Emergency 
Management & Recovery Plan 

2 Co-ordinate the MEMRC Chair 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

Chair 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

Chair 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

Chair 
quarterly 
meeting 
Achieved 

3.4.3 - Co-ordinate the operation 
of the Municipal Emergency 
Management & Recovery 
Committee 

3 NREMC meetings Attend 
meeting 
Achieved 

Attend 
meeting 
Achieved 

Attend 
meeting 
Achieved 

Attend 
meeting 
Achieved 

3.4.1 - Maintain and exercise the 
Municipal Emergency 
Management & Recovery Plan 

4 Support the operation of the Deloraine SES unit  Finalise 
MOU and 
provide 
grant 
In 
Progress 

 
 
 
 
Achieved 

 3.4.2 - Support the operation of 
the Deloraine SES Unit 

5 Undertake flood survey mapping 
 

Action Plan 
In 
Progress 

Action Plan 
In 
Progress 

Action Plan 
In 
Progress 

Action Plan 
In  
Progress 

3.4.6 - Undertake flood survey 
mapping 
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Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 2% FTE MVC, MEMRC Technical Support Officer 
2 3% FTE MVC, MEMRC - Director Works, Community 

Development Officer, Youth Development Officer, 
Councillors, Community members 

Director Infrastructure Services 

3 N/Al MVC Director Infrastructure Services 
4 $10,000 grant MVC Tech Support Officer 
5 $60,000 (carry over funds) MVC & Consultant Technical Officer - Stormwater 
 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
5 All flood survey mapping completed for Meander River and associated catchments within the financial year 
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Directorate 3.  Infrastructure Services Program  

number and tile 
3.2  Transport 

Program Objective To maintain the serviceability and integrity of Council’s transport network. 
 

 
Operational detail 

No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 
30/9 

Complete by 
31/12 

Complete by 
31/3 

Complete by 
30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Deliver the bridge inspection and maintenance program Manage 
contract   In 
Progress 

Manage 
contract       
In Progress 

Manage 
contract 
In Progress 

Manage 
contract 
In Progress 

6.4.1 - Deliver a bridge and 
inspection and maintenance 
program 
 
6.5.6 - Deliver a footbridge 
renewal, inspection and 
maintenance program 

2 Design, document, procurement, and supervise contracts as per Capital 
Works Program 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

6.1.4 - Ensure works are 
undertaken in accordance with 
permit conditions, design 
specifications and safe work 
practices 

 a. Hadspen – Pedestrian crossing on Meander Valley Road bridge In Progress In Progress In Progress In Progress 6.4.5 - Deliver a footpath 
reconstruction  and upgrade 
program 

 b. Westbury Primary School – improvements to parking and footpath    To be 
completed 
in 2015-16 

6.4.5 - Deliver a footpath 
reconstruction  and upgrade 
program 

 c. Deloraine – improvements to footpath network to meet DDA 
requirements 

    6.4.5 - Deliver a footpath 
reconstruction  and upgrade 
program 

 d. Contract 133, Vale Street Roundabout In Progress In Progress Achieved  6.4.11 - Delivery of the 
Westbury Road Transport Study 

 e. Westbury Road Transport Study Projects In Progress In Progress In Progress  6.4.11 - Delivery of the 
Westbury Road Transport Study 

 f. Deloraine – Morrison Street road upgrade in association with 
development 

    6.4.4 - Deliver a road 
reconstruction and upgrade 
program 
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 g. Deloraine - Light industrial subdivision road works contribution In Progress In Progress In Progress In Progress 2.2.3 - Facilitate the 
development of a Light Industrial 
site at East Deloraine 
 

 h. Road Resurfacing Contract – Asphalt component In Progress In Progress In Progress Achieved 6.4.3 - Deliver a road 
resurfacing program – reseal, 
asphalt, gravel, crack sealing 

 i. Contract 127, Bridgenorth Road, Pipers Lagoon Creek Bridge In Progress In Progress Achieved  6.4.2 - Undertake bridge 
replacement 

 j. Contract 130, Greens Road, Mole Creek Bridge In Progress Achieved   6.4.2 - Undertake bridge 
replacement 

 k. Contract 132, Selbourne Road, Four Springs Creek Bridge In Progress In Progress In Progress Achieved 6.4.2 - Undertake bridge 
replacement 

 l. Bridge Works – signage and safety barriers In Progress In Progress In Progress Achieved 6.4.2 - Undertake bridge 
replacement 

 m. Contract 128, Western Creek Road, Western Creek Bridge In Progress In Progress Achieved  6.4.2 - Undertake bridge 
replacement 

3 Bridge renewal program  Update 
bridge 
replacement 
program 
Achieved 

Tender 
proposed 
bridges for 
2015/16 
Achieved 

 6.4.2 - Undertake bridge 
replacement 

4 Undertake Councils responsibility as a road authority 
- Traffic counts 
- Working in the road reserve permit 
- Cross overs 
- Applications from utility owners 
- NVHR and heavy vehicle management 
- Rural addressing 
- Private works 

Report 
against 
performance 
targets 
Achieved 

Report 
against 
performance 
targets    
Achieved 

Report 
against 
performance 
targets. 
Achieved 

Report 
against 
performance 
targets 
Achieved 

6.4.8 - Undertake Councils 
responsibility as a road authority 
 
6.4.10 - Development and 
delivery of the street light 
management program 

5 Review of safety issues and undertake road audits with DIER Conduct 
meeting with 
DIER and 
capture 
actions in 
asset 
register 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting with 
DIER and 
capture 
actions in 
asset 
register  
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting with 
DIER and 
capture 
actions in 
asset 
register 
Achieved 

Conduct 
meeting with 
DIER and 
capture 
actions in 
asset 
register 
Achieved 

6.4.9 - Development and 
delivery of the road safety 
program 
 
6.2.1 - Partner with  DIER in the 
delivery of regional  and local 
road programs 
 

6 Infrastructure design and documentation program in line with Capital Works 
Program and Proposed Project List 

Report 
progress to 
program     
In Progress 

Report 
progress to 
program    In 
Progress 

Report 
progress to 
program 
In Progress 

Report 
progress to 
program 
In Progress 

6.4 12 - The Meander Valley 
transport network meets the 
present and future needs of the 
community and business. 
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7 Undertake footpath inspections and condition assessments 
 

Footpaths 
assessed 
Achieved 

Footpaths 
assessed 
Achieved 

Footpaths 
assessed 
Achieved 

Footpaths 
assessed 
Achieved 

6.4.7 - Deliver a road and 
footpath inspection and 
maintenance program 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $115,000 MVC & Contract Technical Officer Bridges 
2 $2,892,000 MVC & Contract Director Infrastructure Services 
3 $5,000 MVC Technical Officer (Bridges) 
4 $20,000 MVC Technical Officer (Roads) 
5 $5,000 MVC Technical Officer (Roads), Works 
6 $5,000 MVC Technical Officer (Roads) 
7 $10,000 MVC Technical Officer (Assets), Works 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Review of contractors compliance with the contract 
2 Development of project plans, delivery of projects in line with budget, time line, and scope 
4 16 traffic counts per year, private addressing applications completed within 10 business days, NHVR applications within 28 days, assess cross over applications 

within 10 business days, undertake TIAs within 10 business days 
7 Meet timeframes set out by Conquest 
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Directorate 3. Infrastructure Services Program   

number and tile 
3.3  Property Services 

Program Objective Operate property services in a safe and effective manner to satisfy public demand. 
 

 
 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic 

Outcome linkage 
1 Operate Deloraine Swimming Pool and provide support to community 

swimming pools 
Tender for 
operator and 
award 
contract  
Achieved 

Undertake 
pre-opening 
inspection 
and required 
maintenance 
Open pool 1 
December  
Achieved 

Operate pool 
to 1 March 
 
 
Achieved 

 4.2.5 - Provide support for 
the operation and 
maintenance of 
swimming facilities in the 
local government area  

2 Undertake Essential Health and Safety Features Inspections (Section 46) 
as per program 

Undertake 
inspection 
and required 
maintenance 
Achieved 

Undertake 
inspection 
and required 
maintenance 
Achieved 

Undertake 
inspection 
and required 
maintenance 
In Progress 

Undertake 
inspection 
and required 
maintenance 
In Progress 

6.5.8 - Undertake Council 
owned property 
management and 
maintenance program  

3 Complete Annual Maintenance Statement (Section 56) & Asbestos Audit 
(NCOP) compliance 

Review 
Asbestos 
Register  
In Progress 

 
 
 
Achieved 
 

Carry out 
inspections 
 
Achieved 

 6.5.8 - Undertake Council 
owned property 
management and 
maintenance program  

4 Co-ordinate building maintenance – general, reactive and programmed Undertake 
required 
maintenance 
Achieved 

Undertake 
required 
maintenance 
Achieved 

Undertake 
required 
maintenance 
Achieved 

Undertake 
required 
maintenance 
Achieved 

6.5.7 - Deliver a public 
toilet operation and 
maintenance program 
6.5.8 - Undertake Council 
owned property 
management and 
maintenance program 
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5 Property services – leasing, hire agreements, disputes, building valuations, 
and administration 
 

Report 
against 
performance 
targets 
Achieved 

Report 
against 
performance 
targets    
Achieved 

Report 
against 
performance 
targets 
Achieved 

Report 
against 
performance 
targets 
Achieved 

6.5.8 – Undertake Council 
owned property 
management and 
maintenance program  

6 Design, document, procurement, and supervise contracts as per Capital 
Works Program 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

6.1.4 – Ensure works are 
undertaken in accordance 
with permit conditions, 
design specifications and 
safe work practices  

 a. Prospect Vale – Marketplace Digital Display In Progress In Progress In Progress In Progress 5.6.5 - Provide reliable and 
effective IT services for the 
organisation 

 b. Council Chambers – Audio Equipment In Progress In Progress In Progress Achieved 5.6.5 - Provide reliable and 
effective IT services for the 
organisation 
 

 c. Deloraine Community Complex - Connectivity Improvements In Progress In Progress Achieved  5.6.5 - Provide reliable and 
effective IT services for the 
organisation 

 d. Meander Hall – Partial roof replacement program In Progress In Progress Achieved  6.5.8 - Undertake Council 
owned property 
management and 
maintenance program 

 e. Chudleigh Hall – Plumbing improvements Achieved    6.5.8 - Undertake Council 
owned property 
management and 
maintenance program 

 f. Westbury Town Hall – Heating  In Progress Deferred  6.5.8 - Undertake Council 
owned property 
management and 
maintenance program 

 g. Westbury Recreation Ground Facilities – Upgrade and integration In Progress In Progress In Progress In Progress 4.2.1 - Facilitate the 
management of recreation 
facilities throughout 
Meander Valley through 
the Recreation Co-
ordination Group 

 h. Deloraine Community Complex – Lighting Efficiency Project In Progress In Progress Achieved  6.5.8 - Undertake Council 
owned property 
management and 
maintenance program 
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Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $65,000 MVC & Contractors Property Management Officer 
2 $5,000 MVC Property Management Officer 
3 $5,000 MVC Property Management Officer 
4 $35,000 MVC Property Management Officer 
5 $1,000 MVC Property Management Officer 
6 $425,000 MVC & Contractors Property Management Officer, Works 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Review of Contractors compliance with the contract 
2 Meet timeframes set out by Conquest 
3 Meet timeframes set out by Conquest 
6 Development of project plans, delivery of projects in line with budget, time line, and scope 
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Directorate 3. Infrastructure Services Program  

number and tile 
3.4  Parks & Recreation 

Program Objective To provide and maintain adequate parks and recreation facilities throughout the Local Government Area. 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Undertake inspections and condition assessments of all equipment 

and facilities 
 

Achieved Achieved Achieved Achieved 6.1.1 - Continue the asset 
condition and assessment 
program 

2 Strategic open space development and  review In Progress In Progress In Progress In Progress 4.2.6 - Development  of a 
network of fitness trails, play 
scapes and associated 
infrastructure within the local 
government area 
3.5.4 - Provide recreation 
facilities that are managed to 
meet the needs of young people 
in the community 
1.2.2 - Engage in regional Open 
Space & Recreational Facilities 
project 

3 Design, document, procurement, and supervise contracts as per 
Capital Works Program 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

6.1.4 - Ensure works are 
undertaken in accordance with 
permit conditions, design 
specifications and safe work 
practices 

 a.   Prospect Vale Park – Ground Upgrade Review  In Progress In Progress In Progress 4.2.4 - Delivery of the Prospect 
Vale Park Development Plan 
6.5.5 - Deliver a  sports ground 
upgrade program 

 b.   Prospect Vale Park – Main access and parking Deferred In Progress In Progress In Progress 4.2.4 - Delivery of the Prospect 
Vale Park Development Plan 

 c.   Prospect Vale Park – Works associated with Development Plan In Progress In Progress In Progress 
 
 
 
 

In Progress 4.2.4 - Delivery of the Prospect 
Vale Park Development Plan 
4.2.2 - Support the operation of 
the Prospect Vale Park Sports 
Club 
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 d.  Prospect Vale Park – new natural play scape area In Progress In Progress In Progress In Progress 4.2.4 - Delivery of the Prospect 
Vale Park Development Plan 
4.2.6 - Development  of a 
network of fitness trails, 
playscapes and associated 
infrastructure within the local 
government area 

 e.   Purchase of new mobile lighting equipment In Progress In Progress In Progress In Progress 4.2.4 - Delivery of the Prospect 
Vale Park Development Plan 

4 Undertake tree risk assessments 
 
 

Undertake 
assessment 
Achieved 

Undertake 
assessment  
Achieved 

Undertake 
assessment 
Achieved 

Undertake 
assessment 
Achieved 

6.5.3 - Deliver a tree inspection, 
maintenance and replacement 
program 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $10,000 MVC, & Consultants Technical Officer (Open Space) 
2 $10,000 MVC Technical Officer (Open Space) 
3 $624,000 MVC & Contractors Technical Officer (Open Space) 
4 $1,000 MVC  Technical Officer (Open Space), NRM Officer & 

Works Supervisors 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Meet timeframes set out by Conquest 
3 Development of project plans, delivery of projects in line with budget, time line, and scope 
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Directorate 3. Infrastructure Services Program  

number and tile 
3.5  Asset Management and GIS  

Program Objective Provision of Asset and GIS services to assist the operations of Council. 
 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Co-ordinate Asset Management Group and Improvement Plan  

- Review Asset Management Plans 
- Undertake Conquest training and development 

Chair 
meeting and 
action 
improvement 
program 
Achieved 

Chair 
meeting and 
action 
improvement 
program    
Achieved 

Chair 
meeting and 
action 
improvement 
program 
Achieved 

Chair 
meeting and 
action 
improvement 
program 
Achieved 

5.1.5 - Deliver outcomes of  
the Asset Management 
Strategy 
5.1.6 - Conduct annual review 
of Councils service levels 
5.2.2 - Deliver Council’s Asset 
Management framework 
6.1.5 - Review and update 
Asset Management Plans. 

2 Develop and operate a maintenance planning and delivery system Provide 
monthly 
Conquest 
report 
Achieved 

Provide 
monthly 
Conquest 
report     
Achieved 

Provide 
monthly 
Conquest 
report 
Achieved 

Provide 
monthly 
Conquest 
report 
Achieved 

6.1.3 - Operate a system for 
the planned maintenance of 
our infrastructure assets and 
services 

3 Support Northern Asset Management Group Chair 
meeting and 
action 
minutes 
Achieved 

Chair 
meeting and 
action 
minutes    
Achieved 

Chair 
meeting and 
action 
minutes 
Achieved 

Chair 
meeting and 
action 
minutes 
Achieved 

5.1.5 - Deliver outcomes of  
the Asset Management 
Strategy 

4 Prepare Capital Works Program  Update 
Proposed 
Projects list 
 
 
 
Achieved 

Prioritise and 
undertake 
further 
design and 
cost 
estimation 
Achieved 

Annual 
program 
prepared for 
approval by 
Council 
 
Achieved 

6.1.6  - Prepare annual Capital 
Works Program 

5 Develop Project Management Office Chair 
meeting and 
develop 
action plan 
Achieved 

Chair 
meeting and 
action plan 
 
In Progress 

Chair 
meeting and 
action plan 
 
In Progress 

Chair 
meeting and 
action plan 
 
In Progress 

5.4.6 - Develop and implement 
a co-ordinated Council 
approach for project planning 
and delivery  
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6 Update asset information Capitalisation 

of assets and 
recording in 
Conquest and 
GIS  
Achieved 

Capitalisation 
of assets and 
recording in 
Conquest and 
GIS    
Achieved 

Capitalisation 
of assets and 
recording in 
Conquest and 
GIS 
Achieved 

Capitalisation 
of assets and 
recording in 
Conquest and 
GIS 
Achieved 

5.2.3 - Complete the  annual 
revaluation and capitalization 
of assets 
6.1.2 -  Develop and maintain 
asset management and        
information databases and 
integration with GIS 

7 Manage GIS Group – Planning, NRM, Assets, Stormwater Chair meeting 
and distribute 
minutes 
 
 
Achieved 

Chair meeting 
and distribute 
minutes 
 
 
Achieved 

Chair meeting 
and distribute 
minutes 
 
 
Achieved 

Chair meeting 
and distribute 
minutes 
 
 
Achieved 

2.5.4 - Broaden the availability 
of Council’s GIS data to the 
public 
6.1.2 - Develop and maintain 
asset management and 
information databases and 
integration with GIS 

8 Design, document, procurement, and supervise contracts as per 
Capital Works Program 

Report to 
program 
 
 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
 
 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
 
 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
 
 
In Progress 

6.1.4 - Ensure works are 
undertaken in accordance with 
permit conditions, design 
specifications and safe work 
practices 

 a.  Asset Management Information System Upgrade    
 
 
In Progress 

 
 
 
In Progress 

6.1.3 - Operate a system for 
the planned maintenance of 
our infrastructure assets and 
services 

 b.   GIS Data - Aerial imagery and contour mapping Contour – 
Achieved 
Aerial imagery 
– 
In Progress 

 
 
 
 
In Progress 

 
 
 
 
In Progress 

 
 
 
 
Achieved 

6.1.2 - Develop and maintain 
asset management and 
information databases and 
integration with GIS 

9 Project management meetings to review timelines, budget, and scope Undertake 
meeting, 
update 
budgets and 
gantt chart  
Achieved 

Undertake 
meeting, 
update 
budgets and 
gantt chart    
In Progress 

Undertake 
meeting, 
update 
budgets and 
gantt chart 
In Progress 

Undertake 
meeting, 
update 
budgets and 
gantt chart 
In Progress 

5.4.6 - Develop and implement 
a co-ordinated Council 
approach for project planning 
and delivery 

10 Attend Northern Regional Infrastructure Group meetings Attend 
meeting 
Achieved 

Attend 
meeting     
Achieved 

Attend 
meeting 
Achieved 

Attend 
meeting 
Achieved 

6.2.2 - Develop, adopt, and 
regulate regional infrastructure 
service standards 
6.2.3 - Assist with the delivery 
of the Northern Integrated 
Transport Strategy 
6.2.4 - Collaborate with other 
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Councils on regional 
infrastructure and land use 
issues 

 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $20,000 MVC Asset Management Coordinator 
2 $10,000 MVC Asset Management Coordinator 
3 $3000 MVC Asset Management Coordinator 
4 $5000 MVC Asset Management Coordinator 
5 $5000 MVC Director Infrastructure Services 
6 $80,000 MVC Asset Management Coordinator 
7 $5000 MVC GIS Officer 
8 $105,000 MVC & Contractors & Consultants Technical Officers 
9 $5000 MVC Director Infrastructure Services & Works 
10 N/A MVC Director Infrastructure Services 
 
 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
4 To prepare annual Capital Works Program for approval at May Council meeting 
6 Asset information to be recorded within four weeks of receipt by Asset Management Coordinator 
8 Development of project plans, delivery of projects in line with budget, time line, and scope 
9 To prepare budget changes for approval by General Manager and/or Council 
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Directorate 3. Infrastructure Services Program 

number and tile 
3.6 Waste Management and Resource Recovery 

Program Objective To provide adequate, efficient, and affordable waste services within Meander Valley Local Government Area 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Develop Waste Management Strategy and Action Plan Strategy 

approved by 
Council      
In Progress 

Develop 
Action Plan 
 
In Progress 

Action Plan 
 
 
In Progress 

Action Plan 
 
 
In Progress 

1.6.5 - Finalise MVC Waste 
Management Strategy & 
Action Plans 
1.4.1 - Implement actions from 
the Waste Management 
Strategy 
3.3.5 - Provide support to 
regional groups on school 
educational programs 

2 Support NTWMG activities through a 5% landfill levy Attend 
meetings 
Achieved 

Attend 
meetings 
Achieved 

Attend 
meetings 
Achieved 

Attend 
meetings 
Achieved 

5.5.2 - Support the operations 
of the Northern Tasmanian 
Waste Management Group 
through a voluntary levy on 
waste -  

3 Provision of kerbside collection contracts for waste, recyclables, and 
organics 

Supervise 
Contract  
 
Achieved 

Supervise 
Contract   
 
Achieved 

Create 
Supervise 
Contract 
Achieved 

Award 
Supervise 
Contract 
Achieved 

1.6.1 - Manage the kerbside 
collection contracts of waste, 
recyclables and organics 

4 Provision of landfill and resource recovery operations and waste transfer 
stations 

Reports sent 
to EPA  
 
Achieved 

Audit and 
ground water 
monitoring  
Achieved 

Reports sent 
to EPA 
 
Achieved 

Audit and 
ground water 
monitoring 
Achieved 

1.6.2 - Manage the expansion 
and operation of landfill sites 
including rehabilitation and 
transfer stations 

5 Hardwaste collection  Undertake 
collection   
Achieved 

  1.6.3 - Manage the annual 
collection of hard waste 

6 Design, document, procurement, and supervise contracts as per Capital 
Works Program 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

6.1.4 - Ensure works are 
undertaken in accordance with 
permit conditions, design 
specifications and safe work 
practices 

 a.  Installation of landfill lining at Deloraine  In Progress Achieved  1.6.2 - Manage the expansion 
and operation of landfill sites 
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including rehabilitation and 
transfer stations 

 b.   Purchase of new and replacement bins for kerbside services  Achieved   1.6.1 - Manage the kerbside 
collection contracts of waste, 
recyclables and organics 

 c.   Purchase and installation of bailer In Progress In Progress In Progress In Progress 1.6.2 - Manage the expansion 
and operation of landfill sites 
including rehabilitation and 
transfer stations 

7 Undertake audit of landfill operations and procedures  Undertake 
audit 
Achieved 

  1.4.1 - Implement actions from 
the Waste Management 
Strategy 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $30,000 MVC & Consultants Technical Officer (Waste) 
2 $73,000 MVC Technical Officer (Waste) 
3 $630,000 MVC Technical Officer (Waste) 
4 $544,000 MVC Technical Officer (Waste) 
5 $20,000 MVC Technical Officer (Waste) 
6 $85,000 MVC Technical Officer (Waste) 
7 $10,000 MVC & Consultants Technical Officer (Waste) 
 
 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
2 Attend regional meetings as scheduled and manage the operation of the landfill levy 
3 Supervise and review contract 
4 Supervise and review contract 
6 Development of project plans, delivery of projects in line with budget, time line, and scope 
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Directorate 3. Infrastructure Services Program  

number and tile 
3.7  Stormwater Management 

Program Objective To minimize the risk of flooding and provide clean water into the region’s waterways. 
Council through the Urban Drains Act and the Local Government (Highways) Act targets is to provide a minor stormwater 
network (pipes and pits) that is capable of meeting a 5% Annual Exceedance Probability (AEP) and a major stormwater 
network (overland flows and roads) that is capable of meeting a 1% AEP. 
Water quality is managed through Water Sensitive Urban Design (WSUD) The target for stormwater quality is to have an 
80% reduction in suspension of solids, 40% reduction in phosphorous, and 40% reduction in nitrogen. 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 30/9 Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Develop stormwater system management plans Develop plans in 

line with risk 
assessment 
action plan 
 
Achieved 

Develop 
plans in line 
with risk 
assessment 
action plan 
Achieved 

Develop 
plans in line 
with risk 
assessment 
action plan 
Achieved 

Develop 
plans in line 
with risk 
assessment 
action plan 
Achieved 

2.2.2 - Undertake transport and 
storm water modeling to 
facilitate future development 
1.5.5 - Ensure stormwater 
discharge reduces the impact 
on the environment 
6.3.1 - Develop and maintain  
storm water catchment risk 
assessments and undertake 
detailed modeling to develop 
stormwater management plans 

2 Manage MVC Stormwater Taskforce – Infra, Works, NRM, 
Plumbing, EHO 

Chair meeting & 
distribute 
minutes 
 
Achieved 

Chair 
meeting & 
distribute 
minutes 
Achieved 

Chair 
meeting & 
distribute 
minutes 
Achieved 

Chair 
meeting & 
distribute 
minutes 
Achieved 

6.3.1 - Develop and maintain  
storm water catchment risk          
assessments and undertake 
detailed modeling to develop 
stormwater management plans 

3 Support regional NRM Stormwater Officer Meet with officer  
 
Achieved 

Meet with 
officer 
Achieved 

Meet with 
officer 
Achieved 

Meet with 
officer 
Achieved 

1.5.4 - Participate in Northern 
Regional Stormwater Quality 
Group 

4 Design, document, procurement, and supervise contracts as per 
Capital Works Program 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

6.1.4 - Ensure works are 
undertaken in accordance with 
permit conditions, design 
specifications and safe work 
practices 

 a. Stormwater Projects – infrastructure constraints and 
development contributions 

 In Progress In Progress In Progress 2.2.4 - Support new 
developments through the 
Infrastructure Contribution 
Policy 
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6.3.3 - Deliver the storm water 
upgrade and renewal program 

 
 
 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $80,000 MVC & Consultants Technical Officer (Stormwater) 
2 $5,000 MVC Technical Officer (Stormwater) 
3 $7,000 MVC Technical Officer (Stormwater) 
4 $250,000 MVC & Consultants Technical Officer (Stormwater) 
 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Complete all high risk catchments within 24 months 
3 Meet with officer every 2 months 
4 Development of project plans, delivery of projects in line with budget, time line, and scope 
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Development Services 
 
Directorate 4. Development Services Program 

number and tile 
4.1 Land Use & Planning 

Program Objective To carry out planning duties and prepare policies for the sustainable development of the local government area 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Process development applications in accordance with delegated authority Performance 

Target 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

1.1.1 - Manage land use and 
planning processes 
 

2 Process Planning Scheme Amendments Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

1.1.2 - Review and update 
Meander Valley Planning 
Scheme 

3 Participate in Regional Planning Project Initiative  
 

 Participate in 
Review of 
Regional Land 
Use Strategy  
Achieved 

  1.1.3 - Participate in regional 
planning initiatives 
 

4 Rezone Land in the Hadspen Growth Area 
 

Rezoning 
Approved by 
Council 
Ongoing 

 Rezoning 
Approved by 
Minister 
In Progress 

 1.1.2 - Review and update 
Meander Valley Planning 
Scheme 

5 Carrick Rural Living Area - Rezoning 
 

 Rezoning 
Approved by 
Council 
In Progress 

 Rezoning 
Approved by 
Minister 
In Progress 

1.1.1 - Manage land use and 
planning processes 
 

6 Prepare Rural Living Strategy   Prepare 
strategy 
 
In Progress 

 2.3.3 - Facilitate the 
development of a Light 
Industrial site at East 
Deloraine  

7 State Climate Change Adaptation Project  Participate in 
project 
Achieved 

  1.4.4 - Participate in statewide 
Climate Change Adaptation 
Project 

8 Participate in State Policy Development – Natural Hazard Framework 
 

 Attend 
meeting 
 
Achieved 

 Attend 
meeting 
 
Achieved 

3.4.5 - Provide assistance to 
the State Government in 
development of State Policy 
on the Natural Hazard 
Framework 
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Resource requirements 
 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1-2, 
6-7 

$495,000 
 

MVC Director Development  Services 

3 In-kind MVC Director Development Services 
4 $34,000 MVC Senior Town Planner 
5 $7,000 MVC Senior Town Planner 
 

Action performance targets 
 
No. Performance target 
1 Within Statutory time frames, 100% Conformance 
2 Within Statutory time frames, 100% Conformance 
3 Hadspen Growth Area rezoned 
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Directorate 4. Development Services Program 

number and tile 
4.2 Building Control 

Program Objective To carry out statutory responsibilities for the administration and enforcement of the Building Act 2000 and the 
Tasmanian Building Regulations 2004. 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Building Services -  undertake assessments, inspections and surveying for 

Building Applications 
 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved  

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 
 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 
 

4.3.1 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
Building Control services 
 

2 Permit Authority – Process Building Applications Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 
 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 
 

4.3.3 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities as a 
Permit Authority 
 

3 Permit Authority – Manage outstanding Building Completions and Illegal 
Works 

   Reduce 
outstanding 
completions 
by 20% 
Not Achieved 

4.3.1 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
Building Control services 
 

4 Coordinate Major Events applications     3.2.2 - Support local events 
and activities that respond to a 
community need 
 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1&3 $97,000 MVC Director Development Services 
2-4 $230,000 (incorporating Plumbing administration 

support) 
MVC Director Development Services & Permit Authority 

 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Where Council is issuing the Certificate of Likely Compliance, complete assessment and surveying within 21 working days of receipt of application and receipt of 

required documentation.  Achieve 95% conformance. 
2 Issue Building Permits within 7 working days from the date all other permits and documents as required by Building Act, are received by Council. Achieve 95% 

conformance 
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Directorate 4. Development Services Program 

number and tile 
4.3 Environmental Health 

Program Objective Manage Council’s statutory obligations in relation to Environmental Protection and Preventative Health 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Monitor and sample water quality of recreational waters 

 
Record 
Results 
 
 
Achieved 

Record 
Results 
 
 
Achieved 

Record 
Results 
 
 
Achieved 

Record 
Results 
 
 
Achieved 

4.3.6 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
preventative health  
 
1.5.3 - Undertake prescribed 
water sampling programs 

2 Inspect Places of Assembly annually as per program 
 
 

Issue 
Annual 
Licence 
Achieved 

Issue 
Annual 
Licence 
Achieved 

Issue Annual 
Licence 
 
Achieved 

Issue 
Annual 
Licence 
Achieved 

4.3.6 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
preventative health 

3 Inspect and register food premises annually Inspections 
per 
Schedule 
 
 
Achieved 

Inspections 
per 
Schedule 
 
 
Achieved 

Inspections 
per 
Schedule 
 
 
Achieved 

Issue 
annual 
registration 
for all food 
premises 
Achieved 

4.3.6 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
preventative health 

4 Co-ordinate immunisation clinics    Complete 
Immunisati
on 
Program 
Achieved 

4.3.6 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
preventative health 

5 Investigate incidents and complaints re notifiable diseases, public health or 
environmental nature 

Monitor and 
Report to 
Agencies 
 
 
Achieved 

Monitor and 
Report to 
Agencies 
 
 
Achieved 

Monitor and 
Report to 
Agencies 
 
 
Achieved 

Monitor and 
Report to 
Agencies 
 
 
Achieved 

4.3.5 – Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
Environmental Protection  
 
4.3.6 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
preventative health 

6 Process applications for special plumbing permits and on site waste water 
disposal 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

4.3.5 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
Environmental Protection  
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7 Monitor EPN for Council Waste Transfer facilities  Monitor 

and Report 
Achieved 

 Monitor 
and Report 
Achieved 
 

4.3.5 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
Environmental Protection  
 

8 Create register for Contaminated Sites   Register 
Completed 
In Progress 

 4.3.8 - Develop a 
contaminated site register 

 
 
 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1-4 $178,000 MVC, External Consultants & Immunisation Nurses Director Development Services 
5-8 $111,000 MVC & External Environmental Consultants Director Development Services 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Respond to complaints within 24 hours and comply with statutory requirements 

2 Conduct inspections as per program 

3 Conduct inspections as per program 

4 Provide school based immunisations as per  program 

5 Investigate all cases and complaints within 5 days of notification 

6 Process applications within 12 days of receiving all required information, achieve 95% compliance 

7 Prepare report every 6 months 
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Directorate 4. Development Services Program 

number and tile 
4.4 Plumbing & Drainage Control 

Program Objective To carry out statutory responsibilities for the administration and enforcement of the plumbing legislation. 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 31/12 Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Conduct inspections and process applications for Plumbing Permits Performance 

Target 
 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
 
Achieved 

4.3.4 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
Plumbing & Drainage Control 
services 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $158,000 

 
MVC Director Development Services  

Plumbing Surveyor 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Process plumbing applications within 7 days and special connection permits within 14 days of receipt of all information 
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Directorate 4. Development Services Program 

number and tile 
4.5 General Inspector 

Program Objective To carry out statutory responsibilities for the administration and enforcement of the Dog Control Act 2000, Fire 
Services Act 1979 and the Local Government Act 1993. 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Annual Audit of Dog Registrations  Conduct 

Audit 
Achieved 

  4.3.7 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
animal management services 
across the local government 
area  
 

2 Fire Abatement Management 
 

 Issue Fire 
Abatement 
Notices 
Achieved 

Issue Fire 
Abatement 
Notices 
Achieved 

  

3 Investigate incidents and complaints regarding animal control 
 

Performance 
Target 
 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
 
Achieved 

Performance 
Target 
 
Achieved 

4.3.7 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
animal management services 
across the local government 
area 

4 Participate in Fire Management Area Committees   Fire 
Protection 
Plan 
Completed 
Achieved 

   

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1,3 $133,100 MVC & & External Consultants Director Development Services & General Inspector 
2 $26,000 MVC & External Contractors Director Development Services & General Inspector 
4 In Kind MVC Director Development Services  
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
3 Investigate all cases and complaints with 10 days 
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Works 
 
Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and tile 
5.1 Parks, Reserves, Sports Grounds & Cemeteries 

Program Objective To ensure that Meander Valley Council’s parks, reserves, cemeteries and sports grounds are maintained to 
provide a clean tidy and pleasant appearance that is acceptable to community and sporting organisations.  
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Undertake the maintenance work in accordance with the level of service 

required. 
 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

6.5.2 – Deliver an open space 
facility inspection and 
maintenance program 

2 Develop Safe Work Method Statements (SWMS) for High Risk Construction 
Works 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

5.4.5 - Develop and implement 
a Workplace Health & Safety 
Program 
 

3 Undertake capital works as listed in the works program: 
 

Report to 
program 
Achieved  
 

Report to 
program 
Achieved 
 

Report to 
program 
Achieved 
 

Report to 
program 
Achieved 

4.2.6 – Development of a 
network of fitness trails, 
playscapes and associated 
infrastructure within the local 
government area  

 a. Birralee, Egmont Reserve – Renewal of concrete retaining wall at 
riverbank 

 Achieved    

 b. Hadspen, Riverbank and Skate Park – Installation of new concrete 
seating 

  In Progress Achieved  

 c. Deloraine, East Westbury Place – New path and bollards   In Progress 
 

In Progress  

 
 
 
 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $850,900 MVC Director of Works 
2 Nil MVC Director of Works, Work Health & Safety Officer 
3a $20,000 MVC Director of Works, Westbury Works Supervisor 
3b  $12,000 MVC Director of Works, Westbury Works Supervisor 
3c $25,000 MVC Director of Works, Deloraine Works Supervisor 
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Action performance targets 
 
No. Performance target 
1 Achieve 95% conformance with Customer Service Request System (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
1 Conformance with annual budget 
2 SWMS developed and any identified actions completed (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
3 Conformance with project budget and works program  
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Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and tile 
5.2 Roadside Verges & Nature Strips 

Program Objective To ensure Meander Valley Council’s road verges and nature strips are maintained to a safe and acceptable 
standard. 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Undertake the maintenance work in accordance with the level of service 

required. 
Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

6.4.7 – Deliver a road and 
footpath inspection and 
maintenance program 
 

2 Develop Safe Work Method Statements (SWMS) for High Risk Construction 
Works 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

5.4.5 - Develop and implement 
a Workplace Health & Safety 
Program 
 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $524,600 MVC Director of Works 
2 Nil MVC Director of Works, Work Health & Safety Officer 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Achieve 95% conformance with Customer Service Request System (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
1 Conformance with annual budget 
2 SWMS developed and any identified actions completed (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
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Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and tile 
5.3 Roads 

Program 
Objective 

To construct and maintain a safe and effective road network to meet the needs of residents and visitors. 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic 

Outcome linkage 

1 Undertake maintenance work in accordance with the level of service required Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
 target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

6.4.7 – Deliver a road and 
footpath inspection and 
maintenance program 

2 Develop Safe Work Method Statements (SWMS) for High Risk Construction 
Works 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

5.4.5 - Develop and 
implement a Workplace 
Health & Safety Program 
 

3 Undertake capital works as listed in the works program: 
 

Report to 
program 
Achieved 

Report to 
program 
Achieved 

Report to 
program 
Achieved 

Report to 
program 
Achieved 

6.4.4 - Deliver a road 
reconstruction and 
upgrade program 
 

 a. Road Resealing – Various locations In Progress Achieved    
 b. Road Resheeting – Various locations In Progress In Progress In Progress Achieved  
 c. Westbury, Marriott Street – Road reconstruction including widening  In Progress Achieved   
 d. Hadspen, Winifred Jane Crescent – Kerb replacement and partial road 

reconstruction 
 Achieved    

 e. Westbury, Emu Plains Road – Road reconstruction In Progress Achieved    
 f. Parkham, Parkham Road – Road reconstruction In Progress Achieved    
 g. Hagley, Main Street – Upgrade drainage and footpath In Progress Achieved    
 h. Deloraine, Meander Valley Road – Upgrade kerb, footpath and drainage In Progress In Progress In Progress Achieved  
 i. Tree works – High level tree pruning  In Progress In Progress In Progress  
 j. Prospect Vale, Mount Leslie Road – Footpath resurfacing   Achieved   
 k. Prospect Vale, Mace Street – Footpath resurfacing   Achieved   
 l. Blackstone Heights – New footpath    Carry over 

2015-2016 
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 m. Westbury, William Street – New footpath    Carry over 

2015-2016 
 

 n. Deloraine, West Goderich Street – New footpath 
 

In Progress Achieved    

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $1,664,300 MVC Director of Works 
2 Nil MVC Director of Works, Work Health & Safety Officer 
3a $730,000 MVC & External Contractor Director of Works  
3b $310,000 MVC Director of Works 
3c $130,000 MVC Director of Works, Deloraine Works Supervisor 
3d $80,000 MVC Director of Works, Westbury Works Supervisor 
3e $40,000 MVC Director of Works, Deloraine Works Supervisor 
3f $172,000 MVC Director of Works, Deloraine Works Supervisor 
3g $43,000 MVC Director of Works, Westbury Works Supervisor 
3h $267,000 MVC Director of Works, Deloraine Works Supervisor 
3j $50,000 MVC & External Contractor Director of Works 
3k $45,000 MVC Director of Works, Westbury Works Supervisor 
3l $60,000 MVC Director of Works, Westbury Works Supervisor 
3m $87,000 MVC Director of Works, Westbury Works Supervisor 
3n $37,000 MVC Director of Works, Westbury Works Supervisor 
3o $22,000 MVC Director of Works, Deloraine Works Supervisor 
 
 

Action performance targets 
 
 
No. Performance target 
1 Achieve 95% conformance with Customer Service Request system (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
1 Conformance with annual budget 
2 SWMS developed and any identified actions completed (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
3 Conformance with project budget and works program 
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Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and tile 
5.4 Toilets, Street Cleaning & Litter Collection 

Program Objective To maintain streets and public toilets in a clean and tidy condition in accordance with environmental standards. 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Undertake cleaning and maintenance as required. Report to 

performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

1.5.2 - Implementation of 
street cleaning and pit 
inducting contract 
 

2 Undertake cleaning of toilets to current level of service required. Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

6.5.7 - Deliver a public toilet 
operation and maintenance 
program 
 

3 Develop Safe Work Method Statements (SWMS) for High Risk Construction 
Works 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

5.4.5 - Develop and implement 
a Workplace Health & Safety 
Program 
 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $207,200 MVC Director of Works 
2 $235,300 MVC Director of Works 
3 Nil MVC Director of Works, Work Health & Safety Officer 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Achieve 95% conformance with Customer Service Request System (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
1 Conformance with annual budget 
2 Achieve 95% conformance with Customer Service Request System and environmental standards (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
2 Conformance with annual budget 
3 SWMS developed and any identified actions completed (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
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Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and tile 
5.5 Urban Stormwater 

Program Objective To maintain a safe and effective stormwater drainage network 
 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Undertake maintenance work in accordance with the level of service required Report to 

performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

Report to 
performance 
target 
Achieved 

6.3.2 – Undertake a 
stormwater inspection and 
maintenance program 

2 Develop Safe Work Method Statements (SWMS) for High Risk Construction 
Works 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

5.4.5 - Develop and 
implement a Workplace 
Health & Safety Program 
 

3 Undertake capital works as listed in the works program: 
 

Report to 
program 
Achieved 

Report to 
program 
Achieved 

Report to 
program 
Achieved 

Report to 
program 
Achieved 

6.3.3 – Deliver an upgrade 
and renewal program 
 

 a. Deloraine, Beefeater Street – Upgrade and pipe open drain 
 

   Carry over 
2015-2016 

 

 b. Carrick, Meander Valley Road – Inlet pit improvements and extend  pipe 
outlet 

In Progress In Progress Achieved   

 c. Exton, Meander Valley Road – Upgrade open drains   In Progress 
 

Achieved  

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $126,200 MVC Director of Works 
2 Nil MVC Director of Works, Work Health & Safety Officer 
3a $75,000 MVC Director of Works, Deloraine Works Supervisor 
3b $47,000 MVC Director of Works, Westbury Works Supervisor 
3c $15,000 MVC Director of Works, Westbury Works Supervisor 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Achieve 95% conformance with Customer Service Request system (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
1 Conformance with annual budget 
2 SWMS developed and any identified actions completed (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
3 Conformance with project budget and works program 
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Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and tile 
5.6 Plant 

Program 
Objective 

To provide suitable plant and equipment at a competitive hire rate to accommodate Councils activities 
 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic 

Outcome linkage 
1 Review plant performance    Complete 

review 
Achieved 

5.2.4 - Review and 
undertake plant 
replacement program 

2 Complete risk assessment of major plant Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

Report to 
performance 
target 
In Progress 

5.4.5 - Develop and 
implement a Workplace 
Health & Safety Program 
 

3 Purchase/trade plant as per replacement program Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
In Progress 

Report to 
program 
Achieved 

5.2.4 - Review and 
undertake plant 
replacement program 
 

 a. Grader In Progress Achieved    
 b. Mower In Progress Achieved    
 c. 4.5 T Truck In Progress In Progress In Progress In Progress  
 d. 13 T Truck In Progress In Progress In Progress Achieved  
 e. 4.5 T Truck In Progress Deferred    
 f. 6.5T Truck In Progress Achieved    
 g. Water cart In Progress In Progress In Progress Achieved  
 h. Utility In Progress Achieved    
 i. Minor Plant In Progress Achieved    
 
 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 Nil MVC Director of Works 
2 Nil MVC Director of Works, Work Health & Safety Officer 
3a $280,000 MVC Director of Works 
3b $30,000 MVC Director of Works 
3c $50,000 MVC Director of Works 
3d $80,000 MVC Director of Works 
3e $49,000 MVC Director of Works 
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3f $70,000 MVC Director of Works 
3g $35,000 MVC Director of Works 
3h $32,000 MVC Director of Works 
3i $20,000 MVC Director of Works 
 
 
 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 To be competitive with private hire rates (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
1 Maintain or increase utilisation of plant (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
2 All major plant items risk assessed and any identified actions completed (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
3 Conformance with project budget and works program 
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Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and tile 
5.7 Works & Maintenance Program 

Program Objective To develop Works & Maintenance Program for new financial year 
 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Develop Works & Maintenance Program by June for the following financial 

year. 
  Undertake 

assessment 
 
Achieved 

Develop 
work 
program 
Achieved 

6.1.3 – Operate a system for 
the planned maintenance of 
our infrastructure assets and 
services  

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 Nil MVC Director of Works & Director of Infrastructure Services 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Conform with projected Works Program and estimates (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
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Economic Development & Sustainability 
 
Directorate 6. Economic Development & Sustainability Program 

number and tile 
6.1 Natural Resource Management 

Program Objective Facilitate Natural Resource Management for Council and Community 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
 linkage 

1 Continue implementation of NRM strategies as per annual work plan 
 

Achieve 
Performance 
Target  
Achieved 

Achieve 
Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Achieve 
Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

Achieve 
Performance 
Target 
Achieved 

1.3.3 - Deliver NRM program 
activities 

2 Complete a review of Meander Valley Council’s Natural Resource 
Management Strategy 2010 3rd Edition 

 Commence 
Review 
December 
2014 
Deferred 

  1.3.2 - Review NRM Strategy 
for the local government area 

3 Implement the actions of the Community Energy Efficiency Program (CEEP) Complete 
hardware 
installation 
program 
Achieved 

 Commence 
Energy 
Education 
Workshops 
Achieved 

 1.4.3 – Deliver the 
Commonwealth Energy 
Efficiency Program 

4 Participate in the Tamar Estuary Esk Rivers Program (TEER)   Report on 
TEER 
activities 
Achieved 

 1.5.1 – Participate in the 
TEER program 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $6,000 MVC NRM Officer 
2 $6,000 MVC NRM Officer 
3 $60,000 MVC ED Officer & Property Management Officer 
4 $11,000 MVC General Manager 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Complete actions within timeframes and within budget 
2 Complete actions within timeframes and within budget 
3 Comply with CEEP Deed Agreement 
4 Attend annual meetings and support a regional approach to river catchment management 
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Directorate 6. Economic Development & Sustainability Program 
number and tile 

6.2 Economic Development 
Program Objective To create an investment ready environment in the Meander Valley Local Government Area 

 
 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 
 

Support the development of Prospect Vale & Blackstone Heights Structural 
Plan and present to Council to receipt 

 Present 
Structure 
Plan to 
Council 
Achieved 

  1.2.1 - Prepare Outline 
Development Plans for 
Meander Valley townships 

2 
 

Promote investment in Meander Valley to support the growth of identified 
industry sectors 

Identify 
opportunities 
and report 
on progress 
Achieved 

Identify 
opportunities 
and report 
on progress 
Achieved 

Identify 
opportuniti
es and 
report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Identify 
opportuniti
es and 
report on 
progress 
Achieved 

2.1.1 - Implement actions of 
the Meander Valley Economic 
Development Strategy 

3 
 

Continue to implement the Communication Action Plan Report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
Achieved 

5.3.1 - Implement and review 
Council’s Communication 
Strategy 

4 
 

Support activities of the Sustainable Environment Committee Report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
Achieved 

1.4.2 - Support the operation 
of Councils Sustainability 
Committee and implement 
approved projects 

5 
 

Support the progress of Hadspen rezoning  Report on 
progress 

In Progress Complete 
Amendment 
In Progress 

 1.2.1 - Prepare Outline 
Development Plans for 
Meander Valley townships 

 a. Complete Stormwater Management Plan Achieved In Progress Achieved   
 b. Complete Draft Traffic Network Plan In Progress In Progress Achieved   
 c. Complete Growth Area Master Plan In Progress In Progress Achieved   
 d. Commence landowner consultation and gain sign-off Achieved In Progress 

 
Achieved   

 e. Meet and consult with Tasmanian Planning Commission (TPC) Timeline to 
be 
confirmed 

Achieved    

 f. Complete Planning Scheme Amendment Timeline to 
be 
confirmed 

Timeline to 
be 
confirmed 
before 
March 2015 

In Progress with TPC 
Achieved 
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6 Monitor the progress of the Economic Renewal Action Group (ERAG) Report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
Achieved 

Report on 
progress 
Achieved 

2.1.3 – Monitor the Economic 
Renewal Action Group 
program implementation 

 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 Budget allocated in Development Services Budget 

 
MVC Director Economic Development & Sustainability/ 

Project Officer/Director Development Services   
2 $40,000 MVC Director Economic Development & Sustainability 
3 $15,500 MVC Communication Officer 
4 $16,800 MVC Project Officer  
5 Budget allocated in Development Services Budget 

a. $15,000 
b. $20,000 
c. $10,000 

MVC Director Economic Development & Sustainability/ 
Project Officer/Director Development Services   

6 $5,000 MVC Director Economic Development & Sustainability 
 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Meet project timeframes as agreed by the specific Project Teams 
2 Comply with the Tasmanian Government Deed Agreement to fund the Thoroughbred Breeding   
3 Implement priority actions as agreed by Council’s Management Team 
4 Report on the progress of priority actions as set by the Sustainable Environment Committee 
5 Meet project timeframes as agreed by the specific Project Teams 
6 Advise Council of ERAG activity progress 
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GOV 2 2015-2016 ANNUAL PLAN 
 

1) Introduction        

 

The purpose of this report is for Council to adopt the 2015-2016 Annual Plan. 

 

2) Background        

 

The purpose of the Annual Plan is to provide an organisational commitment to 

Council and the community of our activities and to plan for the development and 

use of financial resources for the forthcoming financial year. 

 

3) Strategic/Annual Plan Conformance 

 

The preparation of this document conforms with the Strategic Plan. 

 

4) Policy Implications      

 

Not Applicable 

 

5) Statutory Requirements      

 

Section 71 of the Local Government Act 1993 requires Council to prepare and 

approve an Annual Plan for the municipal area for each financial year.   

 

6) Risk Management       

 

Not Applicable 

 

7) Consultation with State Government and other Authorities 

 

Not Applicable 

 

8) Community Consultation      

 

The Annual Plan will be available for inspection at the public offices during 

normal business hours and on Council’s website. 

 

9) Financial Impact       

 

The Annual Plan has been aligned with the approved budget.  All activities are 

considered achievable within current resource levels. 
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10) Alternative Options      

 

Not Applicable 

 

11) Officers Comments      

 

The 2015-2016 Annual Plan provides information to enable any person reading 

the document to understand the type of work that is conducted within each of 

the program areas. 

 

This is a comprehensive document detailing the work the organisation will be 

undertaking during the next 12 months. 

 

AUTHOR: Greg Preece 

GENERAL MANAGER 

 

12) Recommendation       

  

It is recommended that Council adopt the Annual Plan as submitted for the 

2015-2016 financial year. 

 

 

 

DECISION: 
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Overview 

 

The Annual Plan outlines the programs and services Council intends to deliver throughout the year.    
These programs and services comprise of new and upgraded services, replacing existing or simply 
maintaining what already exists. 

The coming year will see Council deliver the following projects -  

 Continue with community engagement to finalise Council’s Waste Management 
Strategy; 

 Continue to work with the Tasmanian Planning Taskforce to develop the Local Provision 
Schedules for Council’s new statewide based planning scheme; 

 Continue to work with the Tasmanian Planning Commission to rezone the land identified 
in the Hadspen Outline Development Plan; 

 Develop further stormwater system management plans in line with the risk assessment 
action plan; 

 Deliver projects identified in the Prospect Vale/Blackstone Heights Structure Plan and 
Hadspen and Westbury Outline Development Plans; 

 Negotiate a new workplace agreement of Council by 30 June 2016; 

 Continue with a variety of projects to reduce energy consumption and improve energy 
efficiencies on Council properties. 

Council will undertake a regular inspection program for Place of Assembly and Food Premises Licences, 
and co-ordinate immunisation clinics. 

There is an ongoing commitment to continue Council’s involvement in the Northern Tasmania 
Development to deliver the Regional Futures Plan. 

Along with other councils in the region, Council will participate in a service delivery benchmarking 
project, which will be used to identify opportunities for shared services or resource sharing between 
councils.  This project will conform to the State Government’s criteria for local government reform and 
improved service delivery. 

Once again an extensive Capital Works Program, valued at $8.862, million will be delivered.  The value 
of the works approved is in line with the projections in the Long Term Financial Plan, with $2.5 million 
of this figure being allocated to building new and upgraded infrastructure. 
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Fast Facts about the Meander Valley  
 
 

Rateable assessments 9,823 
Capital value of properties $3,131,348,600 
Adjusted Assessed annual value of properties $141,145,922 
Residential population 19,543 
Geographical area 3,821 sq kms  

Number of Councillors 9  

Sealed Roads 550kms  

Unsealed Roads 254kms  

Bridges 227  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Meander Valley is a large and diverse area of Tasmania’s northern region, which offers an assortment of 
enticing lifestyle opportunities.  The varying landscape ranges from alpine mountain peaks to extensively 
forested areas, productive agricultural lands, historic towns and villages, and the urban community of 
Launceston.  There are abundant small businesses and major enterprises, such as Country Club Tasmania and 
Tasmanian Alkaloids which offer great employment prospects to locals. 
The Meander Valley skyline is dominated by the mountains of the Great Western Tiers and World Heritage 
Area, which form a dramatic backdrop to a rural landscape that in many areas is divided by traditional English 
hedges.  Small townships and villages are found throughout the area.  The seamless combination of mountains 
and rural landscapes, villages and townships gives Meander Valley it’s unique look and feel; something that 
visitors recognise as distinctly Tasmanian. 
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Budget Estimates 
 
 

 2014-2015 2015-2016 
Revenue:   
Rate Revenue 10,262,600 10,832,600 
Fees and User Charges 1,106,900 1,119,300 
Contributions and Donations 326,800 350,600 
Interest 1,086,300 961,300 
Grants and Subsidies 5,623,900 6,093,200 
Other Revenue 945,000 995,900 
Total Operating Revenue: 19,351,500 20,352,900 
   
Operating Expenditure:   
Employee Costs 5,868,300 6,028,000 
Maintenance and Working Expenses 5,777,700   6,054,400 
Interest on Loans 311,300 311,300 
Depreciation 5,168,400 4,963,400 
Payments to Government Authorities 990,800 1,028,600 
Other Payments 225,200 236,300 
 
Total Operating Expenditure: 

 
18,341,700 

 
18,622,000 

   
Operating Surplus/Deficit: 1,009,800 1,730,900 
Underlying Surplus/(Deficit) 39,400 839,900 
   
Capital Expenditure 7,871,000 8,862,000 
Repayment of Loans:   
Asset Sales: 285,000 215,000 
Closing Cash Balance: 18,325,200 19,360,115 
Net assets: 278,825,300 232,800,000 
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Rating Policy  
 
The following rating policies will apply for 2015-2016: 
 

Payment 
Method: 

Ratepayers are provided with the option of paying their rates in full, 
with no discount for early payment, or paying their rates in four 
approximately equal instalments due on 31 August 2015, 30 October 
2015, 29 January 2016 and 31 March 2016.  

Penalties for 
late payment: 

Any late payment of rates and charges will be subject to daily interest 
at a rate equivalent to 8.46% per annum. 

General rate: All rateable properties are applied a General Rate of 5.9307 cents in 
the $ of AAV with a minimum charge of $135. 

Waste Management: For properties without a kerbside collection service the charge is $30.  
For each separate service where kerbside garbage and/or green-waste 
and recycling collection is provided the charge is $160 for the standard 
collection of one 80L mobile garbage bin and one mobile recycling bin or 
$188 for the extra capacity collection of one140L mobile garbage bin and 
one mobile recycling bin or $346 for one 240L mobile garbage and one 
mobile recycling bin. 

Fire Levies: All properties within the municipal area are rated based on the income 
requirements of the State Fire Commission. 
 
Properties within the Launceston Permanent Brigade District are applied 
a rate of 1.3672 cents in the $ of AAV with a minimum of $38. 
 
Properties within the Volunteer Brigade Districts are applied a rate of 
0.3835 cents in the $ of AAV with a minimum of $38. 
 
All other properties are applied a rate of 0.3664 cents in the $ of AAV 
with a minimum of $38. 
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POLICY REVIEW 

 

POLICY REVIEWS Audit Panel 
By 22/9 

Council 
By 31/12 

Audit Panel 
By 22/12 

Council 
By 31/3 

Audit Panel 
By 23/3 

Council 
By 30/6 

Governance: 
 Risk Management 
 Disability Access 
 Leave of Absence from Meetings 
 Townscape Rate Incentive Scheme 
 Managing Public Appeals 
 

 
1 
69 

 
1 
69 

 
 
 
29 
55 

 
 
 
29 
55 
 

 
 
 
 
 
73 

 
 
 
 
 
73 

Corporate Services: 
 Information Management 
 Writing off Debts 
 Investment of Surplus Council Funds 

 
45 
68 

 
45 
68 

 
 
 
71 

 
 
 
71 

  

Infrastructure Services: 
 Fencing - Council owned land 
 Subdivision Servicing 
 New and Gifted Assets 

 
15 

 
15 
 
 

 
 
13 
77 

 
 
13 
77 

  

Development Services: 
 Environmental Compliance and 

Enforcement 
 Heritage Advice 
 Stated development Schemes under Strat 

Titles Act 1998 
 Pursuit of Illegal Buildings 

 
63 
44 
 
 

 
63 
44 
 

 
 
 
65 
 
79 

 
 
 
65 
 
79 

  

Works: 
 Nil 

      

Economic Development and Sustainability 
 Communication Policy for the Media 

    49 49 

 

GOV 2



Meander Valley Council Annual Plan 2015/2016 

  7 
 

DOCUMENT REVIEW 
 
OPERATION Document Reviews   By 30 September By 31 December By 31 March  By 30 June 

Governance: 
Style Manual  
Delegations  
Special Committees of Council  
Business Continuity Plan 
Code of Conduct 
Sport and Recreation Action Plan 2012-2015 

  
Style Manual 
Delegations 
Special Committees of 
Council 
Business Continuity Plan 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Code of Conduct 
Sport and Recreation 
Action Plan 2012-2015 
 

Corporate Services: 
Nil 

    

Infrastructure Services: 
Municipal Emergency Management Plan 

  
Municipal Emergency 
Management Plan 
 

 
 

 
 
 

Development Services: 
Nil 

    

Works: 
Nil  

  
 

 
 

 

Economic Development and Sustainability 
Nil 
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Due for review (other than annually): 
Business Continuity Plan (biennial, next review 2017/18) 
Code of Tendering and Contracts (every four years, next review 2018/19) 
Human Resource Policy Manual (every 3 years – next review 2016/17) 
Public Interest Disclosures Act 2002 - Model Procedures (every three years, next review 2017/18) 
Code of Conduct (within 12-months of an ordinary election, next review 2015/16 – next review dependent on adoption by State Govt) 
Customer Service Charter (biennial, next review 2016/17) 
Meander Valley Community Safety Plan 2015 -2017 (every 3 years – next review 2017/18) 
Sport and Recreation Action Plan 2012-2015 (every 3 years – next review 2018/19) 
Municipal Emergency Management Plan (every 2 years – next review 2017/18) 
Economic Development Strategy 2012-2017 (every 5 years – next review 2017/18) 
Strategic Asset Management Plan (every 4 years – next review 2019/20) 
Evacuation Plans for Council Buildings (every 5 years) 
 
 

Due for review annually 
Style Manual 
Delegations 
Special Committees of Council 
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Governance and Community Services 
Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and 
title 

1.1 Secretarial & Administrative support  

Program Objective To undertake functions to ensure compliance with legislative requirements 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 

Complete by 

31/12 

Complete by 

31/3 

Complete by 

30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 

1 Deliver Annual Plan 

 

Prepare 

quarterly 

review 

 

Prepare 

quarterly 

review 

Prepare 

quarterly 

review 

Prepare 

quarterly 

review.  

Prepare 

2016/17 

Annual Plan 

5.6.1 – Implement processes to 

ensure compliance with the Local 

Government Act and other 

relevant legislation 

2 Prepare Annual Report 

 

Complete 

draft for 

printing 

 

Complete 

report and 

present at 

AGM 

  5.6.1 – Implement processes to 

ensure compliance with the Local 

Government Act and other 

relevant legislation 

3 Conduct Annual General Meeting (AGM) 

 

 Advertise, 

organise and 

conduct AGM 

  5.6.1 – Implement processes to 

ensure compliance with the Local 

Government Act and other 

relevant legislation 

4 Prepare Council Meeting Agendas and Minutes, Briefing Reports and Workshop 

Agendas 

 

Prepare for 
each 
meeting 
 

Prepare for  
each 
meeting 

Prepare for 
each meeting 

Prepare for 
each meeting 

5.6.1 – Implement processes to 

ensure compliance with the Local 

Government Act and other 

relevant legislation 

5 Policy Review 

 

Review as 
per schedule 

Review as 
per schedule 

Review as 
per schedule 

Review as 

per schedule 

5.6.1 – Implement processes to 

ensure compliance with the Local 

Government Act and other 

relevant legislation 

6 Conduct Australia Day (AD) event  Review AD 
criteria. 
Call for 
nominations 
 

Assess 
nominations. 
Plan civic 
function 

Conduct a 
civic function 
on AD 

 3.2.2 - Support local events and 

activities that respond to a 

community need 
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7 Operations Document Review Review as 

per schedule 

 

Review as 

per  

schedule 

Review as 

per schedule 

Review as 

per schedule 

5.6.1 – Implement processes to 

ensure compliance with the Local 

Government Act and other 

relevant legislation 

 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 

1 N/A MVC Personal Assistant 

2 $3,000 MVC Personal Assistant 

3 N/A MVC Personal Assistant 

4 N/A MVC Personal Assistant 

5 N/A MVC General Manager 

6 $5,000 MVC Personal Assistant 

7 N/A MVC General Manager 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 

4 Agenda is prepared and distributed 4 days before each Council meeting.  Draft meeting minutes are completed and distributed within 4 days of each Council meeting 

5 Policies reviewed by Council 

7 Documents reviewed by Council 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 
number and 

title 

1.2 Risk Management  

Program Objective Minimise risk to our people and the public 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete 

by 30/9 

Complete 

by 31/12 

Complete 

by 31/3 

Complete by 

30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic 

Outcome linkage 

1 Implement Risk Management Framework 

 

Action the 

framework 

 

Action the 

framework 

Action the 

framework 

Action the 

framework 

5.6.2 – Implement and review 

the Risk Management 

Framework 

2 Implement the Internal Audit Program 

 

Review of 

Audit 

outcomes 

 

Conduct 

Audit 

Review of 

Audit 

outcomes 

Conduct Audit 5.6.2 – Implement and review 

the Risk Management 

Framework 

3 Conduct Risk Management Committee meeting 

 

Conduct 

meeting 

 

Conduct 

meeting 

Conduct 

meeting 

Conduct 

meeting 

5.6.2 – Implement and review 

the Risk Management 

Framework 

4 Review Business Continuity Plan (BCP) 

 

Review BCP BCP to 

Audit Panel 

BCP to be 

approved 

by Council 

 5.1.1 - Review and 

management of Councils 

Business Continuity Plan 

 

5 Co-ordinate functions of the Audit Panel 

 

Conduct 

meeting as 

per Audit 

Schedule 

 

 Conduct 

two 

meetings as 

per Audit 

Schedule 

Conduct 

meeting as 

per Audit 

Schedule 

5.6.8 – Support the operation 

of the internal Audit Panel 

 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 

1 $25,000 MVC and Consultant Director Gov and CS 

2 N/A MVC and Consultant Director Gov and CS 

3 N/A MVC  Director Gov and CS 

4 $15,000 MVC and Consultant Director Gov and CS 

5 $15,000 MVC and independent resource Director Gov and CS 
 

Action performance targets 
N/A 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 
number and 

title 

1.3 Employee Health & Safety Management 

Program Objective To provide a safe place of work for our people and to measure and monitor our employer obligations. 
 

 
 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete 

by 30/9 

Complete 

by 31/12 

Complete by 

31/3 

Complete 

by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 

1 Health and Safety Committee operation 

 

Conduct 

quarterly 

meeting 

 

Conduct 

quarterly 

meeting 

Conduct 

quarterly 

meeting 

Conduct 

quarterly 

meeting 

5.4.5 - Develop and implement 

a Workplace Health and Safety 

Program 

 

2 Conduct Driver training course 

 

Organise 

course 

Course held Review 

effectiveness 

of course 

 5.4.5 - Develop and implement 

a Workplace Health and Safety 

Program 

 

3 Deliver a Health and Wellbeing Program 

 

Conduct 

quarterly 

meeting 

and 

implement 

programs 

 

Conduct 

quarterly 

meeting 

and 

implement 

programs 

Conduct 

quarterly 

meeting and 

implement 

programs 

Conduct 

quarterly 

meeting 

and 

implement 

programs 

5.4.5 - Develop and implement 

a Workplace Health and Safety 

Program 

 

4 Conduct emergency evacuation drills  

 

 Conduct 

drill – 

Council 

Office and 

GWTVC 

 Conduct 

drill – 

Council 

Office and 

GWTVC 

5.4.5 - Develop and implement 

a Workplace Health and Safety 

Program 

 

5 Conduct Staff Survey 

 

Implement 

Action Plan 

 

Issue 

survey 

Report to 

staff on 

results of 

survey.  

Prepare 

action plan  

Implement 

action plan 

5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 

support Council’s human 

resources 
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6 Workplace Consultative Committee operation Conduct 

quarterly 

meeting 

Conduct 

quarterly 

meeting 

Conduct 

quarterly 

meeting 

Conduct 

quarterly 

meeting 

5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 

support Council’s human 

resources 

7 Review Evacuation Plans    Review 

Plans 

5.4.5 – Develop and implement 

a Workplace Health and Safety 

Programme 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 

1 N/A MVC Director Gov and CS and H and S Committee 

2 $3,500 Contract Director Gov and CS and H and S Committee 

3 $15,000 MVC and Contract Director Gov and CS and H and Wellbeing Committee 

4 N/A MVC Director Gov and CS and Fire Wardens 

5 $4,000 MVC and Contract General Manager 

6 N/A MVC General Manager 

7 N/A MVC Director Gov and CS/Fire Wardens/Property M’ment 

Officer 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and 
title 

1.4 Other Governance functions  

Program Objective To provide good governance 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete 

by 30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complete 
by 31/3 

Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Participation in Northern Tasmania Development (NTD) 
 

Attend NTD 
Local 
Government 
Committee 
Meeting 
 

Attend NTD 
Local 
Government 
Committee 
Meeting 

Attend NTD 
Local 
Government 
Committee 
Meeting 

Attend NTD 
Local 
Government 
Committee 
Meeting 

5.5.4  Participate and support 
the operation of Northern 
Tasmania Development 
 

2 Prepare a Council Delivery Plan 
 

Present 
Plan to 
Council for 
approval 

 Update 
Delivery 
Plan 

Present 
Plan to 
Council for 
approval 

5.1.3  Co-ordinate and 
preparation of Council’s 
integrated planning and 
reporting framework 
 

3 Convene meetings of the Customer Service Group 
 

Conduct 
meeting 
 

Conduct 
meeting 

Conduct 
meeting 

Conduct 
meeting 

5.1.3  Co-ordinate and 
preparation of Council’s 
integrated planning and 
reporting framework 

4 Convene meetings of the Merit User Group Conduct 
meeting 
 

Conduct 
meeting 

Conduct 
meeting 

Conduct 
meeting 

5.1.3  Co-ordinate and 
preparation of Council’s 
integrated planning and 
reporting framework 

5 Provide support to the Townscape Reserves and Parks Special Committee (TRAP) Conduct 
meeting 
and report 
on 
outcomes 
 

Conduct 
meeting 
and report 
on 
outcomes 

Conduct 
meeting 
and report 
on 
outcomes 

Conduct 
meeting 
and report 
on 
outcomes 

4.2.3  Provide support to 
Council’s Townscape, Reserves 
and Parks (TRAP) Special 
Committee 

6 Review Council’s Delegation Register 
 

 Review 
register 

  5.1.3  Co-ordinate and 
preparation of Council’s 
integrated planning and 
reporting framework 
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7 Prepare  Human Resources Plan   Prepare 

framework 
for Plan 

Begin 
consultation 
with staff 

5.4.1 – Prepare a Human 
Resources Plan that supports the 
future operations of Council 

8 Participate in benchmarking project with other Councils in the northern region Engage a 
consultant 
to 
undertake 
project 

Deliver 
report to 
Council 

Develop 
future 
Action Plan 

Develop 
future 
Action Plan 

5.5.1 – Participate in and 
support regional  programs for 
resource sharing 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $60,000 MVC General Manager 
2 N/A MVC General Manager 
3 N/A MVC General Manager 
4 N/A MVC Director Gov and CS 
5 N/A MVC Director Gov and CS 
6 N/A MVC and Consultant General Manager 
7 N/A MVC General Manager 
8 $15,000 MVC and Consultant General Manager 

 
Action performance targets 
N/A 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and 
title 

1.5 Community Development 

Program Objective Working with the community for the benefit of all  
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete 

by 30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complet
e by 
31/3 

Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Facilitate the operation of the Meander Valley Community Safety Group 
 

Conduct 
meeting 
and report 
on progress 
 

Conduct 
meeting 
and report 
on progress 

Conduct 
meeting 
and report 
on progress 

Conduct 
meeting 
and report 
on progress 

4.1.1 - Assist in the promotion 
of community safety and health 
issues across the local 
government area 
 

2 Deliver the Community Grants Program (including community, special events and 
sport and recreation) 
 

Acquit 
Round 1 
and 
advertise 
 

Acquit 
Round 2 
and 
advertise 

Acquit 
Round 3 
and 
advertise 

Acquit Final 
Round and 
advertise 
Conduct 
Grants 
Information 
Forum 

3.2.1 - Provide the Community 
Grants Program 

3 Conduct the Meandering Art Exhibition 
 

Establish 
Schools 
artist in 
residence 
workshops 
 
 

Evaluate 
school 
workshops 

Conduct 
Meandering 
exhibition 

Evaluate 
Meandering 
Exhibition 
Advertise 
Schools’ 
artist in 
residence 
workshops 
to schools 

3.1.1 - Conduct initiatives that 
support the visual and 
performing arts 
 

4 Manage the Community Directory 
 

Report on 
progress 
 

Report on 
progress 

Report on 
progress 

Report on 
progress 
 

3.1.3 - Support and develop 
volunteering across the local 
government area 
 

5 Deliver Positive Ageing Programs Report on 
progress 
 

Report on 
progress 

Report on 
progress 

Report on 
progress 

3.1.2 - Assist opportunities for 
positive ageing 
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6 Develop and manage the Public Arts Policy   Establish 

advisory 
group 

Report on 
progress 

Report on 
progress 

3.1.1 - Conduct initiatives that 
support the visual and 
performing arts 

7 Provide Strategic Business and Planning assistance to community groups Report on 
progress 
 

Report on 
progress 

Report on 
progress 

Report on 
progress 
 

3.1.3 – Support and develop 
volunteering across the local 
government area 
3.3.3 - Provide Strategic and 
Business Planning assistance to  
community groups and sporting 
groups 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $1,000 MVC/DIER Community Development Manager 
2 $85,000 MVC Community Development Manager/Admin support 
3 $5,000 MVC Community Development Manager/Personal Assistant 
4 $2,000 MVC Community Development Manager 
5 $2,000 MVC Community Development Manager 
6 N/A MVC Community Development Manager 
7 N/A MVC Community Development Manager 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Meetings held and goals achieved 
2 Number and range of grant applications 
3 Number of schools and artists participating 
4 Number and currency of registrations 
5 Range of programs delivered 
6 Advisory group established 
7 Number of planning assistances undertaken 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and 
title 

1.6 Services to young people  

Program Objective To address and support the needs of young people through responsive and participatory approaches 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete 

by 30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complete by 
31/3 

Complete by 
30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic 
Outcome linkage 

1 Conduct School Holiday Program 
 

Conduct 
and report 
 

Conduct 
and report 

Conduct and 
report 

Conduct and 
report 
Evaluate 
overall 
outcomes 

3.4.1 - Provide activity 
opportunities for young people  
 

2 Conduct Stepping Stones Camps 
 

Conduct 
program 
18-25 age 
group 
 

Conduct 
program 
Grades 6 – 
8 

Conduct 
program 
Grades 9-12 

Evaluate 
overall 
outcomes 

3.3.1 - Facilitate opportunities 
for self- development and 
leadership  
 

3 Conduct Working Well with Young People Program (subject to numbers) 
 

Conduct 
program 
 

   3.3.2 - Provide training 
opportunities for community 
volunteers 
 

4 Conduct ‘National Youth Week’ Event 
 

  Prepare and 
advertise 
event 

Conduct 
event 

3.4.1 - Provide activity 
opportunities for young people  
 

5 Facilitate outdoor recreation programs 
 

Conduct 
program 
 

Conduct 
program 

Conduct 
program 

Conduct 
program 

3.3.2 - Provide training 
opportunities for community 
volunteers 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $8,000 MVC/DHHS/Contract Community Officer/Community Support Officer 
2 $10,000 MVC and Contract Community Officer 
3 N/A MVC Community Officer/Community Development Manager 
4 $2,000 MVC/DPAC Community Support Officer/Community Officer 
5 N/A MVC Community Officer 
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Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Programs conducted and evaluated 
2 Camps conducted and evaluated 
3 Program conducted and evaluated 
4 Event conducted and evaluated 
5 Program conducted and evaluated 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and 
title 

1.7 Recreation and Sport Services  

Program Objective To provide current and future recreation and sport programs and facilities 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete 

by 30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complete 
by 31/3 

Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Support the operation of the Recreation Co-Ordination Group 
 

Conduct 
meeting 
 

Conduct 
meeting 

Conduct 
meeting 

Conduct 
meeting  

4.2.1 - Facilitate the 
management of recreation 
facilities throughout Meander 
Valley through the Recreation 
Co-ordination Group 

2 Co-ordinate usage and promotion of Prospect Vale Park and Hadspen Recreation 
Ground 
 

Liaise with 
User Groups 
 

Liaise with 
User Groups 

Liaise with 
User Groups 

Liaise with 
User Groups 

4.2.1 - Facilitate the 
management of recreation 
facilities throughout Meander 
Valley through the Recreation 
Co-ordination Group 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC Recreation Officer 
2 N/A MVC Recreation Officer 

 
Action performance targets 
N/A 
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Directorate 1. Governance & Community Services Program 

number and 
title 

1.8 Indoor Recreation Facilities Management 

Program Objective To provide indoor facilities for recreational, social and community based activities that are safe, comfortable and fit for 
purpose 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete 

by 30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complete 
by 31/3 

Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Operate the Deloraine Community Complex, Meander Valley Performing Arts 
 Centre and Westbury Sports Centre on a 7-day per week basis 
 

Operate 
facilities and 
report to 
performance 
targets 
 
 

Operate 
facilities and 
report to 
performance 
targets 
 

Operate 
facilities and 
report to 
performance 
targets 
 

Operate 
facilities and 
report to 
performance 
targets 
 

4.2.1 - Facilitate the 
management of recreation 
facilities throughout Meander 
Valley through the Recreation 
Co-ordination Group 
3.4.4 - Provide recreation 
facilities that are managed to 
meet the needs of  young 
people in the community 

2 Produce Indoor Recreation Facilities Management annual report and annual 
budget including fees review 
 

Produce 
operations 
report 
 

  Review 
fees and 
produce 
annual 
budget 

4.2.1 - Facilitate the 
management of recreation 
facilities throughout Meander 
Valley through the Recreation 
Co-ordination Group 

3 Promote and market indoor recreation facilities to current and prospective users 
 

Liaise with 
users 
 
 

Liaise with 
users 

Liaise with 
users 

Liaise with 
users 

4.2.1 - Facilitate the 
management of recreation 
facilities throughout Meander 
Valley through the Recreation 
Co-ordination Group 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $210,000 MVC and External Contractors Indoor Recreation Facilities Manager 
2 N/A MVC Indoor Recreation Facilities Manager 
3 N/A MVC Indoor Recreation Facilities Manager 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Provide statistical reports on the usage and availability to Council through the Briefing Report 
2 Complete operations report and budget 
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Corporate Services 
 
Directorate 2. Corporate Services Program 

number and 
title 

2.1 Financial Services 

Program Objective Responsibly manage the Council’s core financial activities 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 30/9 Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 

1 Raise Rates and Sundry Debtor accounts Achieve activity 
performance 
target 
 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 

5.6.3 - Responsibly manage 
the Council’s core financial 
activities 

2 Complete State Authority returns Initial State Fire 
and Treasury 
pensioner claims 
and Annual State 
Fire Levy data 
return 
 

  Final State 
Fire and 
Treasury 
pensioner 
claims 

5.6.3 - Responsibly manage 
the Council’s core financial 
activities 

3 Issue Section 132 certificates (Property Rates) Achieve activity 
performance 
target 
 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 

5.6.3 - Responsibly manage 
the Council’s core financial 
activities 

4 Arrange annual insurance renewals  Crime 
Insurance  
(Fidelity 
Guarantee 
renewal) 

Directors and 
Officers and 
Employment 
Practices 
renewal 

Annual 
renewals as 
per schedule 
incl. Public 
Liability and 
PI, ISR, 
Workers 
Comp. and MV 

5.6.3 - Responsibly manage 
the Council’s core financial 
activities 

5 Participate in Northern Councils’ review of insurances and brokerage service  Commence 
Review 

Complete 
review 

 5.6.3 – Responsibly manage 
the Council’s core financial 
activities 

6 Reconciliation of Control Accounts Achieve activity 
performance 
target 
 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 

5.6.3 - Responsibly manage 
the Council’s core financial 
activities 
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Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVCr Rates Officer 
2 N.A MVC Rates Officer 
3 N/A MVC Rates Officer 
4 $250,000 MVC Finance Officer and Director Corporate Services 
5 N/A MVC and external contractor Finance Officer 
6 N/A MVC Senior Accountant 
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1  Issue Rates notices before 31st July 2015 

 Issue Sundry Debtor notices within 10 working days of receipt of request 
3  Issue 98% of Section 132 Certificates within 3 working days of entry of request 
6  Reconcile rates, sundry debtor and creditors control accounts within 10 working days of the month end 

 Reconcile Payroll within 5 working days of processing. 
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Directorate 2. Corporate Services Program 

number and 
title 

2.2 Financial Management & Reporting  

Program Objective To comply with statutory requirements for Local Government Finance, State and Federal Taxation and to provide 
meaningful reports for internal financial management 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complete 
by 31/3 

Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Review and present the Long Term Financial Plan (LTFP) to Council    Review and 
present the 
LTFP to 
Council  

5.2.1 - Review and adopt the 
Long Term Financial Plan 

2 Coordinate the development and adoption of Budget and Rating 
recommendations with statutory timeframes  

  Determine 
budget  
update 
program 

Present 
budget, 
fees and 
charges to 
Council in 
June 

5.6.7 - Coordinate the 
development and adoption of 
Budget and Rating 
recommendations with statutory 
timeframes 

3 Annual external reporting Produce 
Statutory 
Accounts and 
complete KPI 
consolidated 
data sheets 
 

  Prepare end 
of year 
timetable 
for 
Statutory 
Accounts 
and Audit 

5.6.1 - Implement processes to 
ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and other 
relevant legislation 

4 Issue BAS, FBT and Payroll Tax returns within legislative timeframes Submit BAS 
and Payroll 
Tax returns 
on time 
 

Submit BAS 
and Payroll 
Tax returns 
on time 
 

Submit BAS 
and Payroll 
Tax returns 
on time 
 

Submit BAS 
and Payroll 
Tax returns 
on time 
 

5.6.1 - Implement processes to 
ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and other 
relevant legislation 

5 Provide internal financial management reports on a timely basis for decision 
making 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 
 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
target 

5.6.4 - Provide internal financial 
management reports on a 
timely basis for decision making 
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6 Monitor Council’s short-term expenditure commitments and invest funds in 

accordance with Council’s Investment policy 
Review cash 
flow weekly 
to determine  
funds for 
investment 
 

Review 
cash flow 
weekly to 
determine  
funds for 
investment 

Review 
cash flow 
weekly to 
determine 
funds for 
investment 

Review 
cash flow 
weekly to 
determine  
funds for 
investment 

5.6.3 – Responsibly manage the 
Council’s core financial activities 
 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC Senior Accountant 
2 N/A MVC Director Corporate Services 
3 N/A MVC Senior Accountant 
4 N/A MVC Senior Accountant 
5 N/A MVC Senior Accountant 
6 N/A MVC Senior Accountant 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
5  Produce and distribute ongoing project expenditure reports  

 Produce and distribute monthly operating statements within 10 working days of end of month 
 Submit September, December and March quarterly financial reports to Council in Oct 2015, Jan 2016 and April 2016 respectively 
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Directorate 2. Corporate Services Program 

number and 
title 

2.3 Information Technology 

Program Objective Provide reliable and effective information technology services for the organisation 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complete 
by 31/3 

Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic 
Outcome linkage 

1 Maintenance and upgrade of IT infrastructure Commence 
rolling 
replacement of 
PC’s 
 
 
 
 

Complete 
rolling 
replacement 
of PC’s. 
Program blade  
replacement  

Complete 
blade 
replacement  

 5.6.5 - Provide reliable and 
effective IT services for the 
organisation 

2 ICT Reference Group (ICTRG) Hold bi-monthly 
ICTRG meetings, 
determine and 
implement 
actions 
 

Hold bi-
monthly ICTRG 
meetings, 
determine and 
implement 
actions 

Hold bi-
monthly 
ICTRG 
meetings, 
determine 
and 
implement 
actions 

Hold bi-
monthly ICTRG 
meetings, 
determine and 
implement 
actions 

5.6.5 - Provide reliable and 
effective IT services for the 
organisation 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $44,000 MVC/IT Consultant  IT Officer 
2 N/A MVC (ICTRG) Director Corporate Services 

 
Action performance targets 
N/A 
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Directorate 2. Corporate Services Program 

number and 
title 

2.4 Information Management  

Program Objective Effectively manage and maintain Council’s information resource 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complete 
by 31/3 

Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Maintenance of Council’s cemetery records in accordance with the Cemeteries 
Act 

Maintain 
records in 
accordance 
with legislation 
 

Maintain 
records in 
accordance 
with 
legislation 

Maintain 
records in 
accordance 
with 
legislation 

Maintain 
records in 
accordance 
with 
legislation  

5.6.1 - Implement processes to 
ensure compliance with the Local 
Government Act and other 
relevant legislation 

2 Annual Archive Disposal Arrange for 
removal of 
documents 
due for 
disposal 
 

  List 
documents 
due for 
disposal 

5.6.6 - Effectively manage and 
maintain Council’s information 
resource 

3 Action Project and Improvement Ideas - Annual Plan Document 
and prioritise 
improvement 
projects 
 

Commence 
identified 
priority 
projects 

Continue 
with 
priority 
projects 

Report on 
status of 
projects 

5.6.6 - Effectively manage and 
maintain Council’s information 
resource 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC Information Management Officer 
2 N/A MVC  Information Management Officer 
3 N/A MVC Information Management Officer 

 
Action performance targets 
N/A 
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Directorate 2. Corporate Services Program 

number and 
title 

2.5 Human Resources  

Program Objective Effectively manage and support Council’s human resources 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 

1 Continue to participate in working group on the project to modernise the Pay 
Descriptors and Bands as required by the Workplace Agreement. 
 

Attend 
working 
group 
meetings 
 
 

Attend 
working 
group 
meetings 
 
 

Attend 
working 
group 
meetings 
 
 

 
 

5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 
support Council’s human 
resources 

2 Continue with project tasks to modernise the Pay Descriptors and Bands as 
required by the Workplace Agreement 
 

Complete 
draft new pay 
descriptors 
and pay 
scales 
document for 
feedback 
 

Employee 
consultation 
on new pay 
descriptors 
and pay 
scales 

Complete 
new pay 
descriptors 
and pay scale 
project 

 5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 
support Council’s human 
resources 

3 Review current Workplace Agreement Review 
performance 
increases and  
apply to pay 
rates 

  Review CPI 
percentage 
increases 

5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 
support Council’s human 
resources 

4 Provide administrative support to the Workplace Consultative Committee in 
negotiating a new Workplace Agreement  

 Commence 
new 
Workplace 
Agreement 
bargaining 
process 

Continue new 
Workplace 
Agreement 
bargaining 
process 

Finalise new 
Workplace 
Agreement 

5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 
support Council’s human 
resources 

5 Implementation of LGAT Workplace Behaviours Policy suite  Implement 
stage 1 
policies and 
update the 
HR Policy 
Manual 

Implement 
stage 2 
policies and 
update the 
HR Policy 
Manual 

 5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 
support Council’s human 
resources 
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6 Finalise and implement new Learning Management System (LMS) Finalise new 

training 
software 
(LMS). 
Report to 
Directors on 
quarterly 
training to be 
delivered 

Update 
training 
plan 
following 
Performanc
e Reviews. 
Report to 
Directors on 
quarterly 
training to 
be 
delivered 

Report to 
Directors on 
quarterly 
training to be 
delivered 

Report to 
Directors on 
quarterly 
training to be 
delivered 

5.4.3 - Effectively manage and 
support Council’s human 
resources 

7 Performance Review System Ensure all 
employee 
performance 
reviews have 
been 
completed 
 
 
 

Ensure all 
inside 
employee 
salary 
reviews 
have been 
completed 

Ensure all mini 
performance 
reviews and all 
outside 
employee 
wage reviews 
have been 
completed 

Review the 
current year’s 
performance 
reviews and 
recommend 
any changes 
required 

5.4.2 - Review and implement 
the Performance Review System 
and link to employee 
professional development 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC/Regional HRP Group HR/Payroll Officer 
2 N/A MVC HR/Payroll Officer 
3 N/A MVC HR/Payroll Officer 
4 N/A MVC HR/Payroll Officer 
5 N/A MVC HR/Payroll Officer and Directors 
6 $3000 MVC/Consultant HR/Payroll Officer and Directors 
7 N/A MVC HR/Payroll Officer and Directors 

 
Action performance targets 
N/A 
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Infrastructure Services 
 
Directorate 3.  Infrastructure Services Program 

number and title 3.1 Emergency Services 

Program Objective To build capacity and resilience in the community and ensure Council is prepared to assist with emergency services in the 
response to emergencies and lead in the recovery  
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete 
by 31/3 

Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Co-ordinate the Municipal Emergency Management and Recovery Committee 
(MEMRC) 

Chair 
quarterly 
meeting 

Chair 
quarterly 
meeting 

Chair 
quarterly 
meeting 

Chair 
quarterly 
meeting 

4.4.3 - Co-ordinate the operation of 
the Municipal Emergency 
Management and Recovery 
Committee 

2 Participate in Northern Regional Emergency Management Committee (NREMC)  Attend 
meeting 

Attend 
meeting 

Attend 
meeting 

Attend 
meeting 

4.4.1 – Maintain and exercise the 
Municipal Emergency Management 
and Recovery Plan 

3 Support the operation of the Deloraine SES unit Renew MOU. 
Purchase of 
new MV SES 
vehicle 

   4.4.2 – Support the operation of 
the Deloraine SES Unit  

4 Undertake Meander River flood study 
 

Develop Plan Develop Plan Present 
Study to 
Council 

 4.4.6 – Undertake flood survey 
mapping 

5 Review and update Municipal Emergency Management Plan (MEMP) contact list  Contact List 
updated 

  4.4.1  - Maintain and exercise the 
Municipal Emergency Management 
and Recovery Plan 

6 Review Municipal Emergency Management Plan (MEMP) Complete 
risk 
treatment 
strategy 
assessment 

Finalise 
MEMP 
review 

  4.4.1  - Maintain and exercise the 
Municipal Emergency Management 
and Recovery Plan 
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Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC, MEMRC - Director Works, Administration Officer 

Infrastructure Services, Community Development Officer, 
Youth Development Officer, Councillors, Community 
members 

Director Infrastructure Services 

2 N/A MVC Director Infrastructure Services 
3 N/A MVC and SES Director Infrastructure Services 
4 $26,400 (carry over funds) MVC and Consultant Director Infrastructure Services 
5 N/A MVC Administration Officer – Infrastructure Services 
6 N/A MVC, SES Administration Officer – Infrastructure Services 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
4 All flood survey mapping completed for Meander River by June 2016 
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Directorate 3.  Infrastructure Services Program  

number and title 3.2  Transport 
Program Objective To maintain the serviceability and integrity of Council’s transport network. 

 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Deliver the bridge inspection and maintenance program Manage 

contract 
Manage 
contract 

Manage 
contract 

Manage 
contract 

6.3.1 - Deliver a bridge and 
inspection and maintenance 
program 
6.4.6 - Deliver a footbridge 
renewal, inspection and 
maintenance program 

2 Design, document, procurement, and supervision of contracts as per the specific 
projects listed in the 2015/2016 Capital Works Program 
 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

6.1.4 - Ensure works are 
undertaken in accordance with 
permit conditions, design 
specifications and safe work 
practices 

3 2016-2017 Bridge renewal program  Update 
bridge 
replacement 
program 

Tender 
proposed 
bridges for 
2016/17 

 6.3.2 – Deliver a bridge 
replacement and upgrade 
program 

4 Undertake Council’s responsibility as a road authority 
- Traffic counts 
- Working in the road reserve permits 
- Cross over applications 
- Applications from utility owners 
- NVHR and heavy vehicle management 
- Rural addressing 

 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
targets  

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
targets 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
targets 

Achieve 
activity 
performance 
targets 

6.3.8 - Undertake Council’s 
responsibility as a road authority 
6.3.10 - Development and 
delivery of the street light 
management program 

5 Review of road safety issues and ongoing coordination with the Department of 
State Growth 

Capture 
actions in 
asset register  

Capture 
actions in 
asset register  

Capture 
actions in 
asset register  

Capture 
actions in 
asset register  

6.3.9 - Development and 
delivery of the road safety 
program 
6.2.1 - Partner with DoSG in the 
delivery of regional  and local 
road programs 

GOV 2



Meander Valley Council Annual Plan 2015/2016 

  33 
 

 
6 Undertake footpath inspections and condition assessments 

 
Undertake 
required 
inspections 

Undertake 
required 
inspections 

Undertake 
required 
inspections 

Undertake 
required 
inspections 

6.3.7 - Deliver a road and 
footpath inspection and 
maintenance program 

 
Resource requirements 

No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $31,500 MVC and Contractor Senior Technical Officer - Engineering 
2 Capital Works - $3,695,000 MVC Director Infrastructure Services 
3 N/A MVC Senior Technical Officer 
4 N/A MVC Senior Technical Officer 
5 N/A MVC Senior Technical Officer 
6 N/A MVC Asset Management Coordinator and Works Department 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Review of contractors compliance with the contract 
2 Development of project plans, delivery of projects in line with budget, time line, and scope 
4 12 traffic counts per year, private addressing applications completed within 10 business days, NHVR applications within 28 days, assess cross over applications within 10 

business days, undertake TIAs within 10 business days 
6 Meet timeframes set out by Conquest 
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Directorate 3.  Infrastructure Services Program   

number and 
title 

3.3  Property Services 

Program Objective Operate property services in a safe and effective manner to satisfy public demand. 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic 

Outcome linkage 
1 Operate Deloraine Swimming Pool and provide support to community 

swimming pools at Mole Creek and Caveside 
Tender for 
operator and 
award 
contract 

Undertake 
pre-opening 
inspection 
and required 
maintenance. 
Open pool 1 
December 

Operate pool 
to 1 March 

 4.2.5 - Provide support for 
the operation and 
maintenance of swimming 
facilities in the local 
government area 

2 Undertake Essential Health and Safety Features Inspections (Section 46) as per 
program 

Undertake 
inspection 
and required 
maintenance 

Undertake 
inspection 
and required 
maintenance 

Undertake 
inspection 
and required 
maintenance  

Undertake 
inspection 
and required 
maintenance 

6.4.8 - Undertake Council 
owned property 
management and 
maintenance program 

3 Complete Annual Maintenance Statement (Section 56) and Asbestos Audit 
(NCOP) compliance 

Review 
Asbestos 
Register 

 Carry out 
annual 
inspections 

 6.4.8 - Undertake Council 
owned property 
management and 
maintenance program 

4 Co-ordinate building maintenance – general, reactive and programed Undertake 
required 
maintenance 

Undertake 
required 
maintenance 

Undertake 
required 
maintenance 

Undertake 
required 
maintenance 

6.4.8 - Undertake Council 
owned property 
management and 
maintenance program 

5 Property services – leasing, hire agreements, disputes, building valuations, and 
administration 
 

Review 
agreements 
 
 

 Review 
agreements 

 6.4.8 – Undertake Council 
owned property 
management and 
maintenance program 
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6 Design, document, procurement, and supervision of contracts as per the 

specific projects listed in the 2015/2016 Capital Works Program 
 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

6.1.4 – Ensure works are 
undertaken in accordance 
with permit conditions, 
design specifications and 
safe work practices  

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $67,300 MVC and Contractors Property Management Officer 
2 N/A MVC Property Management Officer 
3 N/A MVC Property Management Officer 
4 N/A MVC Property Management Officer 
5 N/A MVC Property Management Officer 
6 Capital Works - $845,000 MVC and Contractors Property Management Officer 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Review of Contractors compliance with the contract 
2 Meet timeframes set out by Conquest 
3 Meet timeframes set out by Conquest 
6 Development of project plans, delivery of projects in line with budget, time line, and scope 
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Directorate 3.  Infrastructure Services Program  
number and title 

3.4  Parks & Recreation 

Program Objective To provide and maintain parks and recreation facilities throughout the Local Government Area. 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Undertake inspections and condition assessments of all equipment and 

facilities 
 

Undertake 
required 
inspections 

Undertake 
required 
inspections 

Undertake 
required 
inspections 

Undertake 
required 
inspections 

6.1.1 - Continue the asset 
condition and assessment 
program 

2 Strategic open space development and review    Draft report 
to Council 

4.2.6 - Development  of a 
network of fitness trails, 
playscapes and associated 
infrastructure within the local 
government area 
3.4.4 - Provide recreation facilities 
that are managed to meet the 
needs of young people in the 
community 

3 Design, document, procurement, and supervision of contracts as per the 
specific projects listed in the 2015/2016 Capital Works Program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

6.1.4 - Ensure works are 
undertaken in accordance with 
permit conditions, design 
specifications and safe work 
practices 
4.2.4 - Delivery of the Prospect 
Vale Park Development Plan 
 

4 Undertake tree risk assessments 
 
 

Undertake 
assessment 

Undertake 
assessment 

Undertake 
assessment 

Undertake 
assessment 

6.4.3 - Deliver a tree inspection, 
maintenance and replacement 
program 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC, Works Department and Consultants Technical Officer (Open Space). Director Works 
2 N/A MVC Technical Officer (Open Space) 
3 Capital Works - $345,000 MVC and Contractors Technical Officer (Open Space) 
4 N/A MVC  Technical Officer (Open Space), NRM Officer and Works 

Supervisors 
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Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Meet timeframes set out by Conquest 
3 Development of project plans, delivery of projects in line with budget, time line, and scope 
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Directorate 3. Infrastructure Services Program  

number and title 3.5  Asset Management and GIS  
Program Objective Provision of Asset and GIS services to assist the operations of Council. 
 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Co-ordinate Asset Management Group and Improvement Plan 

- Review Asset Management Plans 
- Undertake Conquest training and development 
- Integrate Strategic Planning outcomes into AMP and LTFP 
 

Chair meeting 
and action 
improvement 
program  

Chair meeting 
and action 
improvement 
program 

Chair meeting 
and action 
improvement 
program 

Chair meeting 
and action 
improvement 
program 

5.1.5 - Deliver outcomes of the 
Strategic Asset Management 
Plan  
5.1.6 - Conduct annual review of 
Councils service levels 
5.2.2 - Deliver Council’s Asset 
Management framework 
6.1.5 - Review and update Asset 
Management Plans 

2 Develop and operate a maintenance planning and delivery system Provide 
monthly 
Conquest 
report  

Provide 
monthly 
Conquest 
report 

Provide 
monthly 
Conquest 
report 

Provide 
monthly 
Conquest 
report 

6.1.3 - Operate a system for the 
planned maintenance of our 
infrastructure assets and 
services 

3 Support Northern Asset Management Group 
- Attend IPWEA and NAMS committee meetings 

Chair meeting 
and action 
minutes 

Chair meeting 
and action 
minutes 

Chair meeting 
and action 
minutes 

Chair meeting 
and action 
minutes 

5.1.5 - Deliver outcomes of the 
Strategic Asset Management 
Plan  

4 Prepare Capital Works Program 
 

 Update 
Proposed 
Projects list 

Prioritise and 
undertake 
further design 
and cost 
estimation 

Annual 
program 
prepared for 
approval by 
Council 

6.6.1 – Prepare initial project 
listing 
6.6.2 – Review the works 
priority matrix for projects 
identified in the initial listing 
6.6.3 – Present Draft Capital 
Works Program to Council for 
approval  

5 Update asset information including capitalisation of assets in Conquest 
and GIS and undertake road revaluations 

Capitalisation 
of assets and 
recording in 
Conquest and 
GIS 

Capitalisation 
of assets and 
recording in 
Conquest and 
GIS 

Capitalisation 
of assets and 
recording in 
Conquest and 
GIS 

Capitalisation 
of assets and 
recording in 
Conquest and 
GIS 
 

5.2.3 - Complete the annual 
revaluation and capitalisation of 
assets 
6.1.2 -  Develop and maintain 
asset management and 
information databases and 
integration with GIS 
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6 Manage GIS Group – Planning, NRM, Assets, Stormwater Chair meeting 
and distribute 
minutes  

Chair meeting 
and distribute 
minutes 

Chair meeting 
and distribute 
minutes 

Chair meeting 
and distribute 
minutes 

2.5.4 - Broaden the availability 
of Council’s GIS data to the 
public 
6.1.2 - Develop and maintain 
asset management and 
information databases and 
integration with GIS 

7 Design, document, procurement, and supervision of contracts as per the 
specific projects listed in the 2015/2016 Capital Works Program 
 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

6.1.4 - Ensure works are 
undertaken in accordance with 
permit conditions, design 
specifications and safe work 
practices 
6.1.3 - Operate a system for the 
planned maintenance of our 
infrastructure assets and 
services 

8 Project management meetings to review timelines, budget, and scope Undertake 
meeting, 
update 
budgets and 
gantt chart 

Undertake 
meeting, 
update 
budgets and 
gantt chart 

Undertake 
meeting, 
update 
budgets and 
gantt chart 

Undertake 
meeting, 
update 
budgets and 
gantt chart 

5.4.6 - Develop and implement 
a co-ordinated Council approach 
for project planning and delivery 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC Asset Management Coordinator 
2 N/A MVC Asset Management Coordinator 
3 N/A MVC Asset Management Coordinator 
4 N/A MVC Asset Management Coordinator 
5 N/A MVC Asset Management Coordinator 
6 N/A MVC Senior Technical Officer - Engineering 
7 Capital Works - $45,000 MVC Asset Management Coordinator 
8 N/A MVC Director Infrastructure Services 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
4 To prepare annual Capital Works Program for approval at May Council meeting 
5 Asset information to be recorded within four weeks of receipt by Asset Management Coordinator 
7 Development of project plans, delivery of projects in line with budget, time line, and scope 
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Directorate 3. Infrastructure Services Program 

number and title 3.6 Waste Management and Resource Recovery 
Program Objective To provide adequate, efficient, and affordable waste services within Meander Valley Local Government Area 

 
 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complete by 
31/3 

Complete by 
30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Develop a Waste Management Strategy and Action Plan  Strategy 
approved 
by Council  

Develop 
Action Plan 

Action the 
Plan 

1.5.5 - Finalise MVC Waste 
Management Strategy  
1.4.1 - Implement actions from 
the Waste Management 
Strategy 

2 Support Northern Tasmanian Waste Management Group activities through a 5% 
landfill levy 

Attend 
meetings  

Attend 
meetings 

Attend 
meetings 

Attend 
meetings 

5.5.2 - Support the operations of 
the Northern Tasmanian Waste 
Management Group through a 
voluntary levy on waste 
3.3.5 - Provide support to 
regional groups on school 
educational programs 

3 Provision of kerbside collection contracts for waste, recyclables, and organics Supervise 
Contract  

Supervise 
Contract 

Supervise 
Contract 

Supervise 
Contract 

1.5.1 - Manage the kerbside 
collection contracts of waste, 
recyclables and organics 

4 Provision of landfill, waste transfer stations and resource recovery operations 
contract 

Supervise 
Contract 
 

Supervise 
Contract 
 
 

Supervise 
Contract 
 

Supervise 
Contract 
 
 

1.5.2 - Manage the expansion 
and operation of landfill sites 
including rehabilitation and 
transfer stations 

5 Provision of hard waste collection  Undertake 
collection 

  1.5.3 - Manage the annual 
collection of hard waste 

6 Design, document, procurement, and supervision of contracts as per the 
specific projects listed in the 2015/2016 Capital Works Program 
 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

6.1.4 - Ensure works are 
undertaken in accordance with 
permit conditions, design 
specifications and safe work 
practices 

7 Operational compliance with Environment Protection Notice for Westbury and 
Deloraine landfill sites. 

Ground and 
surface water 
monitoring 
Annual 
Report to EPA 

 Ground and 
surface 
water 
monitoring 

 1.5.2 - Manage the expansion 
and operation of landfill sites 
including rehabilitation and 
transfer stations 
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Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC and Consultants Director Infrastructure Services and Senior Technical 

Officer - Engineering 
2 $73,000 MVC Senior Technical Officer - Engineering 
3 $550,000 MVC and Contractor Senior Technical Officer - Engineering 
4 $455,000 MVC and Contractor Director Infrastructure Services and Senior Technical 

Officer - Engineering 
5 $18,000 MVC and Contractor Senior Technical Officer - Engineering 
6 Capital Works - $20,000 MVC Senior Technical Officer - Engineering 
7 N/A MVC and Consultants Senior Technical Officer - Engineering 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
2 Attend regional meetings as scheduled and manage the operation of the landfill levy 
3 Supervise and review contract 
4 Issue contract to tender.  Supervise and review contract. 
6 Development of project plans, delivery of projects in line with budget, time line, and scope 
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Directorate 3. Infrastructure Services Program  

number and title 3.7 Stormwater Management 
Program Objective To minimize the risk of flooding and provide clean water into the region’s waterways. 

Council through the Urban Drains Act and the Local Government (Highways) Act targets is to provide a minor stormwater 
network (pipes and pits) that is capable of meeting a 5% Annual Exceedance Probability (AEP) and a major stormwater 
network (overland flows and roads) that is capable of meeting a 1% AEP. 

Water quality is managed through Water Sensitive Urban Design (WSUD) The target for stormwater quality is to have an 
80% reduction in suspension of solids, 40% reduction in phosphorous, and 40% reduction in nitrogen. 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 30/9 Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 

1 Develop stormwater system management plans Develop plans in 
line with risk 
assessment 
action plan  

Develop 
plans in line 
with risk 
assessment 
action plan 

Develop 
plans in line 
with risk 
assessment 
action plan 

Develop 
plans in line 
with risk 
assessment 
action plan 

1.6.4 - Ensure stormwater 
discharge reduces the impact on 
the environment 
2.2.2 - Undertake transport and 
stormwater modeling to facilitate 
future development 
6.5.1 - Develop and maintain  
stormwater catchment risk 
assessments and undertake 
detailed modeling to develop 
stormwater management plans 

2 Manage MVC Stormwater Taskforce – Infra, Works, NRM, Plumbing, 
EHO 

Chair meeting 
and distribute 
minutes 

Chair meeting 
and distribute 
minutes 

Chair meeting 
and distribute 
minutes 

Chair meeting 
and distribute 
minutes 

6.5.1 - Develop and maintain  
stormwater catchment risk 
assessments and undertake 
detailed modeling to develop 
stormwater management plans 

3 Support regional NRM Stormwater Officer Meet with officer  Meet with 
officer 

Meet with 
officer 

Meet with 
officer 

1.6.1 – Participate and support the 
Tamar Estuary and Esk River 
program 

4 Design, document, procurement, and supervision of contracts as per 
the specific projects listed in the 2015/2016 Capital Works Program 
 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

2.2.4 - Support new 
developments through the 
Infrastructure Contribution Policy 
6.1.4 - Ensure works are 
undertaken in accordance with 
permit conditions, design 
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specifications and safe work 
practices 
6.5.3 - Deliver the stormwater 
upgrade and renewal program 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $35,000 MVC and Consultants Senior Technical Officer - Engineering 
2 N/A MVC Senior Technical Officer - Engineering 
3 $7,200 MVC Senior Technical Officer - Engineering 
4 Capital Works - $653,000 MVC and Consultants Senior Technical Officer - Engineering 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Complete all high risk catchments by June 2016 
4 Development of project plans, delivery of projects in line with budget, time line, and scope 
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Development Services 
 
Directorate 4. Development Services Program 

number and 
title 

4.1 Land Use & Planning 

Program Objective To carry out planning duties and prepare policies for the sustainable development of the local government area 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Process development applications in accordance with delegated authority Performance 

Target 
Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

1.1.1 - Manage land use and 
planning processes 
 

2 Process Planning Scheme Amendments Performance 
Target 
 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

1.1.2 - Review and update 
Meander Valley Planning 
Scheme 

3 Participate in State Planning Reform Initiative  
 

 Participate in 
Review of 
Regional Land 
Use Strategy  

  1.1.3 - Participate in Statel 
planning initiatives 
 

4 Rezone Land in the Hadspen Growth Area 
 

Rezoning 
Approved by 
Council 

 Rezoning 
Approved by 
Minister 

 1.1.2 - Review and update 
Meander Valley Planning 
Scheme 

5 Carrick Rural Living Area - Rezoning 
 

 Rezoning 
Approved by 
Council 

 Rezoning 
Approved by 
Minister 

1.1.2 - Review and update 
Meander Valley Planning 
Scheme  

6 Department of Education Land Prospect Vale – Development Plan Prepare 
Project 
Plan 

Complete 
Field Surveys 

 Finalise 
Developme
nt Plan 

1.1.1 - Manage land use and 
planning processes 
 

7 Westbury Road Prospect Vale – Activity Centre Plan Prepare 
Project 
Plan and 
engage 
Consultant 

Develop Draft 
Plan 

Present 
Plan to 
Council 

 2.3.2 -Implement Main Street 
Improvement Program 
 

8 Deloraine Outline Development Plan  Prepare 
Project Plan 
and engage 
Consultant 

Prepare 
Plan 

Present 
Plan to 
Council 

1.2.1   Prepare Outline 
Development Plans for 
Meander Valley townships 
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9 Westbury Townscape Plan  Prepare 

Project plan 
and engage 
Consultant 

Prepare 
Plan 

Present 
Plan to 
Council 

2.3.2 -Implement Main Street 
Improvement Program 
 

10 Develop a Vision and Purpose Statement for Westbury Public Recreation 
Spaces  

Prepare 
Project 
Plan 

Community 
consultation 

Present 
draft vision 
to Council 

 4.2.6 – Development of a 
network of fitness trails, 
playscapes and associated 
infrastructure within the local 
government area 

11 Participate in State Policy Development – Natural Hazard Framework 
 

 Attend 
meeting 

 Attend 
meeting 

4.4.5 - Provide assistance to 
the State Government in 
development of State Policy 
on the Natural Hazard 
Framework 
 

 
Resource requirements 
 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1-2,  $600,000 

 
MVC Director Development  Services 

3  In-kind MVC Director Development Services and Senior Town 
Planner 

4 $20,000 MVC Senior Town Planner 
5 Officer Time MVC Senior Town Planner 
6 $20,000 MVC Director Development Services 
7 $32,500 MVC and Consultants Senior Town Planner and Economic Development 

Officer 
8 $40,000 MVC and Consultants Director Development Services 
9 $15,000 MVC and Consultants Director Development Services 
10 $5,000 MVC Director Development Services 
11 In-kind MVC Director Development Services and Senior Town 

Planner 
 
Action performance targets 
 
No. Performance target 
1 Within Statutory time frames, 100% Conformance 
2 Within Statutory time frames, 100% Conformance 
4 Hadspen Growth Area rezoned 

GOV 2



Meander Valley Council Annual Plan 2015/2016 

  46 
 

 
Directorate 4. Development Services Program 

number and 
title 

4.2 Building Control  

Program Objective To carry out statutory responsibilities for the administration and enforcement of the Building Act 2000 and the Tasmanian 
Building Regulations 2004. 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 

1 Building Services -  undertake assessments, inspections and surveying for 
Building Applications 
 

Performance 
Target 

 

Performance 
Target 

 

Performance 
Target 

 

Performance 
Target 

 

4.3.1 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
Building Control services 
 

2 Permit Authority – Process Building Applications Performance 
Target 

 

Performance 
Target 

 

Performance 
Target 

 

Performance 
Target 

 

4.3.3 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities as a 
Permit Authority 
 

3 Permit Authority – Manage outstanding Building Completions and Illegal Works    Reduce 
outstanding 
completions 
by 20% 

4.3.1 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
Building Control services 
 

4 Coordinate Major Events applications Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

3.2.2 - Support local events and 
activities that respond to a 
community need 
 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1, 3 $130,000 MVC Director Development Services 
2-4 $120,000 (incorporating Plumbing administration 

support) 
MVC Director Development Services and Permit Authority 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Where Council is issuing the Certificate of Likely Compliance, complete assessment and surveying within 21 working days of receipt of application and receipt of required 

documentation.  Achieve 95% conformance. 
2 Issue Building Permits within 7 working days from the date all other permits and documents as required by Building Act, are received by Council. Achieve 95% conformance. 
4 Respond to applications with 7 working days. 
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Directorate 4. Development Services Program 

number and 
title 

4.3 Environmental Health  

Program 
Objective 

Manage Council’s statutory obligations in relation to Environmental Protection and Preventative Health 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 

1 Monitor and sample water quality of recreational waters 
 

Record 
Results 

Record 
Results 

Record 
Results 

Record Results 4.3.6 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
preventative health  
 
1.6.3 - Undertake prescribed 
water sampling programs 

2 Inspect Places of Assembly annually as per program 
 
 

Issue 
Annual 
Licence 
 

Issue 
Annual 
Licence 

Issue 
Annual 
Licence 

Issue Annual 
Licence 

4.3.6 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
preventative health 

3 Inspect and register food premises annually Inspections 
per 
Schedule 

Inspections 
per 
Schedule 

Inspections 
per 
Schedule 

Issue annual 
registration for 
all food 
premises 

4.3.6 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
preventative health 

4 Co-ordinate immunisation clinics    Complete 
Immunisation 
Program 

4.3.6 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
preventative health 

5 Investigate incidents and complaints re notifiable diseases, public health or 
environmental nature 

Monitor and 
Report to 
Agencies 

Monitor and 
Report to 
Agencies 

Monitor and 
Report to 
Agencies 

Monitor and 
Report to 
Agencies 
 

4.3.5 – Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
Environmental Protection  
 

4.3.6 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
preventative health 

6 Process applications for special plumbing permits and on site waste water 
disposal 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 
 

4.3.5 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
Environmental Protection  
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Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1-4 $147,000 MVC, External Consultants and Immunisation Nurses Director Development Services 
5-6 $91,000 MVC and External Environmental Consultants Director Development Services 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 

1 Respond to non-conformances within 48 hours 
2 Conduct inspections as per program 
3 Conduct inspections as per program 
4 Provide school based immunisations as per  program 
5 Commence investigation of cases and complaints with 5 days of notification 
6 Process applications within 14 days of receiving all required information, achieve 95% compliance 

GOV 2
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Directorate 4. Development Services Program 

number and 
title 

4.4 Plumbing & Drainage Control  

Program 
Objective 

To carry out statutory responsibilities for the administration and enforcement of the plumbing legislation. 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 31/12 Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 

1 Conduct inspections and process applications for Plumbing Permits Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

4.3.4 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
Plumbing and Drainage Control 
services 
 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $138,000 

 
MVC Director Development Services  

Plumbing Surveyor 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Process plumbing applications within 7 days and special connection permits within 14 days of receipt of all information 
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Directorate 4. Development Services Program 

number and 
title 

4.5 General Inspector 

Program Objective To carry out statutory responsibilities for the administration and enforcement of the Dog Control Act 2000, Fire Services 
Act 1979 and the Local Government Act 1993. 
 

 

Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic 

Outcome linkage 
1 Annual Audit of Dog Registrations  Conduct 

Audit 
 

  4.3.7 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
animal management services 
across the local government 
area  
 

2 Fire Abatement Management 
 

 Issue Fire 
Abatement 
Notices 

Issue Fire 
Abatement 
Notices 

 5.6.1 – Implement processes 
to ensure compliance with the 
Local Government Act and 
other relevant legislation  

3 Investigate incidents and complaints regarding animal control 
 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

Performance 
Target 

4.3.7 - Undertake Councils 
legislative responsibilities in 
animal management services 
across the local government 
area  
 

4 Participate in Fire Management Area Committees   Fire 
Protection 
Plan 
Completed 

  4.4.4 – Develop, implement 
and review a Fire Protection 
Plan for the local government 
area 

 

Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1,3 $135,600 MVC and and External Consultants Director Development Services and General Inspector 
2 $32,000 MVC and External Contractors Director Development Services and General Inspector 
4 In Kind MVC Director Development Services  
 

Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
3 Investigate all cases and complaints with 10 days 
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Works 
 
Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and 
title 

5.1 Parks, Reserves, Sports Grounds & 
Cemeteries 

Program Objective To ensure that Meander Valley Council’s parks, reserves, cemeteries and sports grounds are maintained to provide a 
clean tidy and pleasant appearance that is acceptable to community and sporting organisations.  
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Undertake the maintenance work in accordance with the level of service required 

 
Report to 
performance 
target 
 

Report to 
performance 
target 

Report to 
performance 
target 

Report to 
performance 
target 

6.4.2 – Deliver an open space 
facility inspection and 
maintenance program 

2 Undertake capital works as per the specific projects listed in the 2015/2016 
Capital Works Program 

Report to 
program 

 

Report to 
program 

 

Report to 
program 

 

Report to 
program 

 

4.2.6 – Development of a 
network of fitness trails, 
playscapes and associated 
infrastructure within the local 
government area  

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $902,900 MVC Director Works, Work Supervisors 
2 Capital Works 

$15,000 – Cemetery improvements 
$20,000 – Park furniture (renewal and new) 

 
MVC 
MVC 

 
Director Works, Work Supervisors 
Director Works, Work Supervisors 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Achieve 95% conformance with Customer Service Request System (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
1 Conformance with annual budget 
2 Conformance with project budget and works program  
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Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and 
title 

5.2 Roadside Verges & Nature Strips  

Program Objective To ensure Meander Valley Council’s road verges and nature strips are maintained to a safe and acceptable standard. 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Undertake the maintenance work in accordance with the level of service 

required. 
Report to 
performance 
target 
 

Report to 
performance 
target 

Report to 
performance 
target 

Report to 
performance 
target 

6.3.7 – Deliver a road and 
footpath inspection and 
maintenance program 
 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $409,000 MVC Director of Works 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Achieve 95% conformance with Customer Service Request System (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
1 Conformance with annual budget 
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Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and 
title 

5.3 Roads 

Program 
Objective 

To construct and maintain a safe and effective road network to meet the needs of residents and visitors. 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Undertake maintenance work in accordance with the level of service required Report to 

performance 
target 
 

Report to 
performance 
 target 

Report to 
performance 
target 

Report to 
performance 
target 

6.3.7 – Deliver a road and 
footpath inspection and 
maintenance program 

2 Undertake capital works as per the specific projects listed in the 2015/2016 
Capital Works Program 
 

Report to 
program 

 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

6.3.4 - Deliver a road 
reconstruction and upgrade 
program 
 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $1,936,600 (includes $150,000 R2R amount) MVC Director Works, Work Supervisors 
2 Capital Works 

$1,225,000 – Road construction 
$1,050,000 – Road reseal and gravel re-sheeting 
$30,000 – Street furniture (renewal and new) 
$160,000 – Footpath construction 
$20,000 – Pedestrian access improvements (ramps) 

 
MVC and External Contractor 
MVC and External Contractor 
MVC 
MVC 
MVC and External Contractor 
 

 
Director Works, Work Supervisors 
Director Works, Work Supervisors 
Director Works, Work Supervisors 
Director Works, Work Supervisors 
Director Works, Work Supervisors 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Achieve 95% conformance with Customer Service Request system (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
1 Conformance with annual budget 
2 Conformance with project budget and works program 
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Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and 
title 

5.4 Toilets, Street Cleaning & Litter 
Collection 

Program 
Objective 

To maintain streets and public toilets in a clean and tidy condition in accordance with environmental standards. 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

linkage 
1 Undertake street litter bin collection and cleaning in accordance with the current 

level of service 
Report to 
performance 
target 
 

Report to 
performance 
target 

Report to 
performance 
target 

Report to 
performance 
target 

1.6.2 - Implementation of a 
street and pit cleaning program 
 

2 Undertake cleaning of toilets in accordance with the current level of service  Report to 
performance 
target 
 

Report to 
performance 
target 

Report to 
performance 
target 

Report to 
performance 
target 

6.4.7 - Deliver a public toilet 
operation and maintenance 
program 
 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $221,500 MVC Director of Works 
2 $247,100 MVC Director of Works 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Achieve 95% conformance with Customer Service Request System (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
1 Conformance with annual budget 
2 Achieve 95% conformance with Customer Service Request System and environmental standards (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
2 Conformance with annual budget 
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Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and 
title 

5.5 Urban Stormwater 

Program Objective To maintain a safe and effective stormwater drainage network 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete 

by 30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complete 
by 31/3 

Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Undertake maintenance work in accordance with the level of service required Report to 
performance 
target 
 

Report to 
performance 
target 

Report to 
performance 
target 

Report to 
performance 
target 

6.5.2 – Undertake a stormwater 
inspection and maintenance 
program 

2 Undertake capital works as per the specific projects listed in the 2015/2016 
Capital Works Program 
 

Report to 
program 
 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

6.5.3 – Deliver the stormwater  
upgrade and renewal program 
 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $127,900 MVC Director Works, Work Supervisors 
2 Capital Works 

$115,000 – Stormwater main upgrades and new 
$20,000 – Stormwater pit replacements 

 
MVC 
MVC 

 
Director Works, Work Supervisors 
Director Works, Work Supervisors 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Achieve 95% conformance with Customer Service Request system (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
1 Conformance with annual budget 
2 Conformance with project budget and works program 
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Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and 
title 

5.6 Plant 

Program 
Objective 

To provide suitable plant and equipment at a competitive hire rate to accommodate Councils activities 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete 

by 30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complete 
by 31/3 

Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Manage plant to achieve operational objectives   Complete 
review 

 5.2.4 - Review and undertake 
plant replacement program 
 

2 Complete risk assessment of major plant Report to 
performance 
target 
 

Report to 
performance 
target 

  5.4.5 - Develop and implement 
a Workplace Health and Safety 
Program 
 

3 Undertake plant purchase/trade in accordance with 10 year Major Plant 
Replacement Program and the projects listed in the 2015-16 Capital Works 
Program 

Report to 
program 
 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

Report to 
program 

5.2.4 - Review and undertake 
plant replacement program 
 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $328,000 MVC Director Works, Work Supervisors 
2 N/A MVC Director Works, Work Health and Safety Officer 
3 Capital Works 

$382,000 – Major plant (renewal and new) 
$20,000 – Minor plant (renewal and new) 

 
MVC 

 
Director Works 
Director Works 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 To be competitive with private hire rates (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
1 Major plant utilisation reviewed to inform 10 year Plant Replacement Program 
2 All major plant items risk assessed and any identified actions completed (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
3 Conformance with project budget and works program 
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Directorate 5. Works Program 

number and 
title 

5.7 Works & Maintenance Program 

Program Objective To develop Works and Maintenance Program for new financial year 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete 

by 30/9 
Complete 
by 31/12 

Complete 
by 31/3 

Complete 
by 30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 
linkage 

1 Develop Works and Maintenance Program by June for the following financial year   Undertake 
assessment 

Develop 
work 
program 

6.1.3 – Operate a system for the 
planned maintenance of our 
infrastructure assets and 
services  

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 N/A MVC Director of Works and Director of Infrastructure Services 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Conform with projected Works Program and estimates (activity is an ongoing task throughout the year) 
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Economic Development & Sustainability 
 
Directorate 6. Economic Development & 

Sustainability 
Program 

number and 
title 

6.1 Natural Resource Management 

Program Objective Facilitate Natural Resource Management for Council and Community 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 

Complete by 

31/12 

Complete by 

31/3 

Complete by 

30/6 

Delivery Plan Strategic Outcome 

 linkage 

1 Continue implementation of NRM strategies as per annual work plan 

 

Achieve 

Performance 

Target  

Achieve 

Performance 

Target 

Achieve 

Performance 

Target 

Achieve 

Performance 

Target 

1.3.3 - Deliver NRM program 

activities 

2 Implement the actions of the Community Energy Efficiency Program (CEEP) Complete all 

Council installs  

Complete 

Project and 

Final Report 

  1.4.3 – Deliver the 

Commonwealth Energy 

Efficiency Program 

3 Participate in the Tamar Estuary Esk Rivers Program (TEER)   Report on TEER 

activities 

 1.6.1 – Participate in the TEER 

program 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 

1 $5,000 MVC NRM Officer 

2 $4,000 MVC NRM Officer 

4 $11,000 MVC General Manager 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 

1 Complete actions within timeframes and within budget 
3 Comply with CEEP Deed Agreement 

4 Attend annual meetings and support a regional approach to river catchment management 
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Directorate 6. Economic Development & 

Sustainability 
Program 

number and 
title 

6.2 Economic Development 

Program Objective To create an investment ready environment in the Meander Valley Local Government Area 
 

 
Operational detail 
No. Actions and Tasks Complete by 

30/9 
Complete by 

31/12 
Complete by 

31/3 
Complete by 

30/6 
Delivery Plan Strategic 

Outcome linkage 
1 
 

Promote investment in Meander Valley to support the growth of identified 
industry sectors 

Identify 
opportunities 
and report on 
progress 

Identify 
opportunities 
and report on 
progress 

Identify 
opportunities 
and report on 
progress 

Identify 
opportunities 
and report on 
progress 

2.1.1 - Implement actions 
of the Meander Valley 
Economic Development 
Strategy 

2 
 

Implement the actions contained in the Communication Action Plan Review 
progress and 
reset 
priorities 

Report on 
progress via 
the Briefing 
Report 

Report on 
progress via 
the Briefing 
Report 

Report on 
progress via 
the Briefing 
Report  

5.3.1 - Implement and 
review Council’s 
Communication Strategy 

3 
 

Support activities of the Sustainable Environment Committee Report on 
progress via 
quarterly 
meeting 
minutes 

Report on 
progress via 
quarterly 
meeting 
minutes  

Report on 
progress via 
quarterly 
meeting 
minutes  

Report on 
progress via 
quarterly 
meeting 
minutes 

1.4.2 - Support the 
operation of Councils 
Sustainability Committee 
and implement approved 
projects 

4 
 

Support the progress of Hadspen rezoning   
 

Report on 
progress 

Report on 
progress 

Report on 
progress 

1.2.1 - Prepare Outline 
Development Plans for 
Meander Valley townships 

 a. Prioritise key actions of the Hadspen Growth Area Master Plan with emphasis 
on DSG State Road ownership, Tas Water Infrastructure capacities, Tas 
Networks Infrastructure planning 

Identify 
priority 
actions  

Update 
Council on 
progress 

Update 
Council on 
progress 

Update 
Council on 
progress 

1.2.1 - Prepare Outline 
Development Plans for 
Meander Valley townships 

 b. Commence discussions and negotiations with landowners on a part 5 
agreement 

  Commence 
discussions 

Report on 
progress 

1.2.1 - Prepare Outline 
Development Plans for 
Meander Valley townships 

5 Monitor the progress of the Economic Renewal Action Group (ERAG) Provide 
minutes to 
Council 

Provide 
minutes to 
Council 

Provide 
minutes to 
Council 

Provide 
minutes to 
Council 

2.1.3 – Monitor the 
Economic Renewal Action 
Group program 
implementation 

6 Develop Council’s Asian Engagement Strategy  Complete 
Project Scope 
 

Present 
Strategy to 
Council 

 2.1.1 - Implement actions 
of the Meander Valley 
Economic Development 
Strategy 
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7 Project Sponsor the Thoroughbred Breeding Strategic Plan Project in partnership 

with TasBreeders  
Appoint 
consultant  

Monitor 
project 
progress 

Strategic Plan 
completed and 
Govt grant 
acquitted  

 
 
 
 

2.1.1 - Implement actions 
of the Meander Valley 
Economic Development 
Strategy 

8 Operate the Great Western Tiers Visitor Centre efficiently and effectively Report on 
visitation 
statistics and 
sales revenue 

Report on 
visitation 
statistics and 
sales revenue 

Report on 
visitation 
statistics and 
sales revenue 

Report on 
visitation 
statistics and 
sales revenue 

2.4.2 – Manage the 
operations of the Great 
Western Tiers Visitor 
Centre 

 

 
Resource requirements 
No. Budget allocation Resources needed Responsible Officer 
1 $46,000 MVC Director Economic Development and Sustainability 
2 $18,000 MVC Communication Officer 
3 $10,800 MVC Project Officer  
4 Budget allocated in Development Services Budget MVC Director Economic Development and Sustainability/ 

Project Officer/Director Development Services   
5 $5,000 MVC Director Economic Development and Sustainability 
6 $18,000 MVC Director Economic Development and Sustainability 
7 $26,000 MVC/DSG/TasBreeders Director Economic Development and Sustainability 
8  $326,200 MVC Director Economic Development and 

Sustainability/Manager Great Western Tiers Visitor Centre 

 
Action performance targets 
No. Performance target 
1 Report on new development opportunities where commercial in confidence arrangements allow 
2 Implement priority actions as agreed by Council’s Management Team 
3 Report on the progress of priority actions as set by the Sustainable Environment Committee 
4 Meet project timeframes as agreed by the specific Project Teams 
5 Advise Council of ERAG activity progress 
6 Table Strategy 
7 Meet requirements of State Government Deed Agreement 
8 Track expenditure and income against budget 

 

 

 

 

GOV 2



Meander Valley Council Meeting Agenda – 14 July 2015  Page 175 

 

GOV 3  NOTICE OF MOTION – CR IAN MACKENZIE - 

COUNCIL AMALGAMATION 
 

1) Introduction        

 

The purpose of this report is for Council to consider a Notice of Motion from 

Councillor Mackenzie in relation to Council amalgamation. 

 

2) Background (Councillor Ian Mackenzie) 

 

All councils in the State have received a request from the Minister for Local 

Government, Mr Peter Gutwein to consider amalgamation or local government 

reform. 

 

Council has received a number of requests from neighbouring councils to hold 

talks about amalgamation or resource sharing.  There has been a meeting of the 

Local Government Association of Tasmania (LGAT) to discuss amalgamation. 

 

It is considered to be a complete waste of time and Council resources until such 

time that Councils have a path forward or a picture as to what amalgamation may 

look like.  The commentary from aldermen of neighbouring councils is about 

boundary adjustments and this is not amalgamation. 

 

There are a number of groups that have specific agendas to push, so the 

Government needs to lead financial and social modelling. 

 

There may be an argument that Tasmania is over governed (may be over 

legislated not over governed) and that there are too many councils and too many 

councillors.  So how many is needed, is it 10, 15, or 21? 

 

What are the true savings and costs?   

 

What is it that everyone wants to achieve out of amalgamation and how will it be 

achieved? 

 

It is considered that Council and Council officers are wasting time and resources 

on this matter and these resources could be better used to provide better 

benefits for the community. 

 

 

 

 



Meander Valley Council Meeting Agenda – 14 July 2015  Page 176 

 

3) Strategic/Annual Plan Conformance     

 

Has a direct linkage to Council’s Community Strategic Plan Future Direction (5) 

‘Innovative leadership and community governance’. 

 

4) Policy Implications      

 

Not Applicable 

 

5) Statutory Requirements      

 

Not Applicable 

 

6) Risk Management       

 

Not Applicable 

 

7) Consultation with State Government and other Authorities 

 

The debate regarding local government reform was initiated by the Government, 

in direct response to calls for reform from within local government and industry 

and community interest groups. 

 

Minister Gutwein has asked all councils to consider amalgamation or resource 

sharing or shared services options.  The Government has provided matching 

funding to assist to engage consultants to assist with this process.  The Minister 

has requested regular updates from all councils as to the progress being made. 

 

8) Community Consultation      

 

To date there has been no community consultation other than the questions 

being currently asked in Council’s Community Satisfaction Survey. 

 

9) Financial Impact 

 

This motion does not impose any financial impact on Council as it is asking the 

Government to fund financial and social modelling. 

 

10) Alternative Options      

 

Council can elect to amend or not support Councillor Mackenzie’s motion. 
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11) Officers Comments      

 

Council is currently working with the George Town, Northern Midlands and West 

Tamar Councils on undertaking a benchmark of services project. 

 

Launceston City Council has written to Council seeking a meeting to discuss what 

benefits voluntary amalgamation could provide for ratepayers.  Council has 

accepted this offer and a meeting has been arranged for 21 July, 2015, with the 

Mayor, Deputy Mayor and Councillor Connor to represent Council. 

 

George Town and West Tamar Council representatives will also join this meeting. 

 

If this motion is approved by Council then Council would not participate in this 

meeting. 

 

AUTHOR: Greg Preece 

GENERAL MANAGER 

 

12) Recommendation (Councillor Ian Mackenzie) 

 

It is recommended that Council does not support any conversations or 

discussions around Council amalgamations until there is State Government 

led financial/social modelling providing a pathway for the future. 

 

 

 

 

DECISION: 
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ED & S 1 NOTICE OF MOTION – CR ANDREW CONNOR - 

NATIONAL BROADBAND NETWORK AREA SWITCH 

APPLICATION  
 

1) Introduction        

 

The purpose of this report is for Council to consider a Notice of Motion from 

Councillor Andrew Connor to consider submitting an area switch application to 

NBN Co for Westbury and Hadspen areas to be upgraded from Fibre-to-the-

Node to Fibre-to-the-Premises technology. 

 

2) Background (Councillor Andrew Connor)    

 

Original NBN plans for Hadspen & Westbury were for a rollout with future-proof 

Fibre-to-the-Premises (FttP) technology. The current plan has downgraded the 

rollout technology to Fibre-to-the-Node (FttN) which is reliant on old copper 

cables.  This results in a slightly cheaper rollout but one that delivers far inferior 

services than for residents of adjacent population centres within Meander 

Valley.   It will create a digital divide between Prospect Vale-Hadspen and 

Westbury-Deloraine if not corrected. This digital divide will affect business and 

residential growth in Westbury & Hadspen as well as contributing to lower 

property values. 

 

The cost of this application is estimated to be $10,000 +GST.  Areas subject to the 

application will include the townships of Westbury & Hadspen as well as adjacent 

areas in the Westbury industrial estate, Hagley and Travellers Rest totalling up to 

2,000 premises currently slated to receive NBN services with FttN technology. 

 

This application will give the community a rough estimate of total cost of 

upgrading the NBN inclusive of design and build costs.   These costs are 

expected to be only the incremental difference between what will currently be 

installed (FttN) and what might be installed (FttP). 

 

Once this assessment has been done and estimates presented to council, the 

council can then decide to proceed to design/build stages and how to fund those 

steps.     

 

3) Strategic/Annual Plan Conformance 

 

Supports the Future Direction of ‘a thriving local economy’ in the Community 

Strategic Plan 2014 – 2024. 

 



Meander Valley Council Meeting Agenda – 14 July 2015  Page 179 

 

 

 

4) Policy Implications      

 

Not Applicable 

 

5) Statutory Requirements      

 

Not Applicable 

 

6) Risk Management       

 

Not Applicable 

 

7) Consultation with State Government and other Authorities 

 

Not Applicable 

 

8) Community Consultation      

 

Not Applicable 

 

9) Financial Impact       

 

Council officers have been advised by NBN Co that a cost estimate application 

which would initially provide Council with a ‘cost estimate range’ would be $4,400 

for Hadspen and $6,600 including GST for Westbury. 

 

There is no allocation in the 2015/2016 budget to undertake the cost estimate 

process. 

 

10) Alternative Options      

 

Council can elect to modify or not to support the recommendations.   

 

11) Officers Comments      

 

Should Council decide to proceed with the application for a cost estimate, NBN 

Co will provide a ‘cost estimation range’ for both Westbury and Hadspen. Council 

can then decide if it wishes to proceed to the stage of a detailed design and build 

quote. 
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We have asked NBN Co to indicate the potential cost range for the design and 

build quote and whilst reluctant to provide such a figure they gave a qualified 

indication (see attached email) that for each township I could be between $10, 

000 and  

$20,000 however as they have stated, this is only a calculated guess. 

 

It should be noted that there is a process in place for an individual premises or a 

collective group of premises (in the same street for example) to apply for a 

technology switch and the cost of the process is carried by the individual or 

organisation. 

 

AUTHOR: Rick Dunn 

  DIRECTOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT & SUSTAINABILITY 

 

12) Recommendation  (Councillor Andrew Connor) 

 

It is recommended that Council submit an area switch application to NBN 

Co for Westbury and Hadspen for a cost estimate to be provided for an 

upgraded service from Fibre-to-the-Node to Fibre-to-the-Premises 

technology. 

 

 

 

 

DECISION: 

  



1

Merrilyn Young

Subject: NBN Email for Cr Connor's Notice of Motion

From: Technology Choice [mailto:technologychoice@nbnco.com.au]  
Sent: Tuesday, 26 May 2015 10:46 AM 
To: Rick Dunn 
Subject: RE: NBN Co: Application received for Technology Choice - Area Switch (AYCA-20KSQV & AYCA-20PA6B) 
[SEC=UNCLASSIFIED] 
 

UNCLASSIFIED 

Hi Rick, 
 
We are in the very early days of Area Switches for Technology Choice, so we do not yet have a good source of 
examples on how much Area Switch Designs will cost.  It will also vary considerably from each Delivery Partner cross 
the country. 
 
As an estimate I would assume that these design fee’s would cost between $10,000 ‐ $20,000 for each town. But 
again that is only a calculated guess on my part. 
 
Thanks 
 

Damien Quinnell 

Senior Account Manager – Commercial Infrastructure 

P +61 2 8918 8754  

Level 11, 100 Arthur Street, North Sydney NSW 2060 

               

Notice to recipient: 
This e-mail is intended only to be read or used by the addressee. It is confidential and may contain information that is subject to legal professional 
privilege or protected by copyright. If you are not the addressee indicated in this message (or responsible for delivery of the message to 
that person), you may not copy or deliver this message to anyone, and you should destroy this message and kindly notify the sender by reply e-
mail. Copyright, confidentiality and legal professional privilege are not waived or lost by reason of mistaken delivery to you.    Emails to/from NBN 
Co Limited ACN 136 533 741 may undergo email filtering and virus scanning, including by third party contractors, however, NBN Co Limited does 
not guarantee that any email or any attachment is secure, error-free or free of viruses or other unwanted or unexpected inclusions.  Any views 
expressed in this message are those of the individual sender, except where the sender specifically states them to be the views of NBN Co Limited 

PLEASE CONSIDER OUR ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING 

 
 
 

From: Serkan Aktas  
Sent: Friday, 22 May 2015 2:16 PM 
To: Rick Dunn 
Cc: Damien Quinnell; Technology Choice 
Subject: RE: NBN Co: Application received for Technology Choice - Area Switch (AYCA-20KSQV & AYCA-20PA6B) 
[SEC=UNCLASSIFIED] 
 

UNCLASSIFIED 

Hi Rick, 

ED & S 1



2

 
Sorry for the late message. 
 
Damien is back from leave and will either give you a call or drop an email with regards to it. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Cheers. 
Serks. 
 
 
Serkan Aktas 
Regional Manager | Commercial Infrastructure 
P +61 2 8918 7141 | M 0416 100 725 E serkanaktas@nbnco.com.au 

Level 11, 100 Arthur Street, North Sydney NSW 2060 

               

 

 

From: Rick Dunn [mailto:rick.dunn@mvc.tas.gov.au]  
Sent: Tuesday, 19 May 2015 1:18 PM 
To: Serkan Aktas 
Subject: RE: NBN Co: Application received for Technology Choice - Area Switch (AYCA-20KSQV & AYCA-20PA6B) 
[SEC=UNCLASSIFIED] 
 
Hi Serkan, 
 
So to clarify ……. These to figures are to undertake ‘cost estimates’? Beyond this I think you mentioned that if we 
wanted to proceed we would have to pay for a fully costed design and construct estimate? If this was the case, can 
you give an indication of what this might cost for both projects …. A typical cost or ball‐park figure is all I need at this 
point. 
 
Cheers, 
 
Rick 

 

Rick Dunn | Director of Economic Development and Sustainability 
Meander Valley Council  
working together 
 
T: 03 6393 5304 | F: 03 6393 1474 | M: 0417 393 483 | E: rick.dunn@mvc.tas.gov.au | W: www.meander.tas.gov.au 
26 Lyall Street (PO Box 102), Westbury, TAS 7303 

     
Please consider the environment before printing this email. 

From: Technology Choice [mailto:technologychoice@nbnco.com.au]  
Sent: Friday, 15 May 2015 4:02 PM 
To: Rick.Dun@mvc.tas.gov.au; Rick Dunn 
Cc: Technology Choice 
Subject: RE: NBN Co: Application received for Technology Choice - Area Switch (AYCA-20KSQV & AYCA-20PA6B) 
[SEC=UNCLASSIFIED] 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Hi Rick, 
 
Hope all is well. 
 
I’ve been meaning to drop a line since our discussion week and a half ago.  
 
We have concluded the first step of the analysis for the area that is being requested to check. In summary, the 
area would be eligible for technology choice. 
 
However to be able to progress this eligibility to a cost estimate process we would need the council to first pay 
application fee for the area(s) as per our policy (www.nbnco.com.au/technologychoice). This is $1100 (inc GST) 
for each FDA. Consequently:- 
 
For AYCA-20PA6B – Hadspen (800 premises)  application fee would be $4400 (inc. GST) and 
     AYCA-20KSQV – Westbury (1200 premises)  application fee would be $6600 (inc. GST) 
 
 

  
 
The application fee would allow us to come back to the council with cost estimate range which would be further 
crystallised with an acceptance of design and quote fee, should the council be happy to proceed through the 
process. Outcome of detailed design and quote fee acceptance would be a firm construction quote to proceed.  
 
Hope this helps. Happy to talk through it, if needed.  
 
 
Serkan Aktas 
Regional Manager | Commercial Infrastructure 
E serkanaktas@nbnco.com.au 
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From: Technology Choice [mailto:technologychoice@nbnco.com.au]  
Sent: Tuesday, 31 March 2015 3:50 PM 
To: Rick.Dun@mvc.tas.gov.au 
Cc: Technology Choice 
Subject: NBN Co: Application received for Technology Choice - Area Switch 
 
Reference ID: AYCA-20KSQV 
Your area details: Lyall Street, Westbury, TAS 7303 
Your organisation: Meander Valley Council 

Dear Mr. Dunn, 

Thank you for submitting your application for an area switch. 

Your reference ID is AYCA-20KSQV. 

Please allow approximately 2 weeks for the complete assessment of your application. In the meantime, we may 
contact you if we require more information. 

If you have any questions about your application, please contact us on 1800 OUR NBN (1800 687 626) or at 
Technology Choice. 

Regards, 

NBN Co Technology Choice Team 

 

 

  

 

View our privacy policy: www.nbnco.com.au/Privacy 

Notice to recipient: 

This e-mail is intended only to be read or used by the addressee. It is confidential and may contain information that is subject to legal 
professional privilege or protected by copyright. If you are not the addressee indicated in this message (or responsible for delivery of the 
message to that person), you may not copy or deliver this message to anyone, and you should destroy this message and kindly notify the 
sender by reply e-mail. Copyright, confidentiality and legal professional privilege are not waived or lost by reason of mistaken delivery to 
you. Emails to/from NBN Co Limited ACN 136 533 741 may undergo email filtering and virus scanning, including by third party contractors, 
however, NBN Co Limited does not guarantee that any email or any attachment is secure, error-free or free of viruses or other unwanted 
or unexpected inclusions. Any views expressed in this message are those of the ind ividual sender, except where the sender specifically 
states them to be the views of NBN Co Limited 

PLEASE CONSIDER OUR ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING 

 
 

Notice of confidential information 
This e-mail is intended only for the use of the addressee. If you are not the addressee, you are requested not to distribute or photocopy this message. If you 
have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender and destroy the original message 
Views and opinions expressed in this transmission are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Meander Valley Council. 
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ED & S 2 SPONSORSHIP REQUEST - ROTARY STATE 

CONFERENCE 2016 
 

1) Introduction        

 

The purpose of this report is for Council to consider a request from Deloraine 

Rotary Club to become the major sponsor of the Rotary Tasmania Annual 

Conference 2016. 

 

2) Background       

 

On Wednesday 18 March 2015 Mayor Perkins and the Director Governance & 

Community Development met with Rotary District Governor Mr John Dare to 

discuss the potential for Council to support the 2016 Rotary Tasmania 

Conference. 

 

Subsequent to this on 24 March 2015 Mr Dare attended a Council Workshop to 

present an overview of the plans to host the 2016 Conference in Deloraine and 

Districts and his desire to unashamedly showcase the Meander Valley to 

delegates. Mr Dare indicated that he was hopeful that Council would consider 

becoming the Major Sponsor of the conference for a contribution of $8 000. 

 

The conference theme is ‘Celebrate’ which will celebrate the achievements of 

Rotary Tasmania and also celebrate the contribution that agriculture in Meander 

Valley makes to the Tasmanian Economy. 

 

The conference will be held on the 8-10 April 2016 inclusive and will include a 

Friday welcome event at Wesley Dale – Chudleigh, Saturday plenary session at 

the Rotary Pavilion and afternoon field visits to developments and scenic 

attractions. Saturday will culminate in a banquet at the Deloraine Community 

Complex with the likelihood of extending an invitation to the community to 

attend. It is proposed that the Westbury Rotary Club will host delegates for 

Sunday lunch on the final day of the conference. 

 

Mr Dare has indicated that approximately 400 delegates are estimated to attend 

this conference. Through discussions with members and clubs both nationally 

and internationally and via previous experiences it is also estimated that around 

20% of delegates will visit from interstate and overseas. Additionally it is expected 

that 60% of the total number of delegates will come from other areas of 

Tasmania outside of Meander Valley.   
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3) Strategic/Annual Plan Conformance 

 

Supports the Future Direction of ‘a thriving local economy’ in the Community 

Strategic Plan 2014 – 2024. 

 

4) Policy Implications      

 

Not Applicable 

 

5) Statutory Requirements      

 

Not Applicable 

 

6) Risk Management       

 

Not Applicable 

 

7) Consultation with State Government and other Authorities 

 

Not Applicable 

 

8) Community Consultation      

 

Not Applicable 

 

9) Financial Impact       

 

After receiving feedback from Councillors at the 24 March 2015 Workshop and 

following subsequent discussions with Mr Dare it is proposed that Council take 

up the Naming Rights sponsorship of the 2016 Rotary Tasmania Conference for a 

cash contribution of $6,000. 

 

Additionally it is recommended that Council provide in kind sponsorship by 

making the Deloraine Community Complex available without hire costs for two 

days of the Conference which would amount to $480 in value. 

 

Should Council support the sponsorship of the conference, funds would be 

allocated from the ED&S Tourism Area Promotion Budget. 

 

Whilst not directly impacting Council, if the forecast numbers of delegates attend 

the Conference, this will provide a significant economic boost to the region. The 

Tasmania Visitor Survey Report – March 2015 indicates that the average daily 
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visitor spend by interstate visitors is $197 per day (Including accommodation, 

transport, consumables, gifts, food & beverages).  

 

Based upon this, an estimate of the economic benefit to the region is as follows: 

 80 interstate/international visitors x $197 x 3 days = $47,280 

 240 intrastate visitors x $100* x 3 days    = $72,000 

        TOTAL          $119,280 

 

*Conservative estimate based upon just over half of the average 

interstate/international visitor spend. 

 

10) Alternative Options      

 

Council can elect to modify or not to support the recommendations.   

 

11) Officers Comments      

 

At a meeting on 28 May 2015 Mr Dare provided details of delegate numbers and 

the desire to promote the importance of regional areas (specifically Meander 

Valley) and the valuable contribution that agriculture makes to regional 

economies.  

 

It was indicated to Mr Dare that a recommendation to support the conference 

would be presented to Council at the July 2015 Council Meeting. 

 

Council has supported significant events of this type in the past.  In 2012 Council 

supported the Commonwealth Fly Fishing Championships which was held in 

Tasmania. The event attracted over 100 international and interstate competitors 

and an additional number of officials and family members.  Council’s contribution 

to the event was $10, 000 plus project support provided by ED&S to assist with 

event logistics. 

 

Mr Dare has indicated that between now and December 2015 he aims to visit and 

make contact with 50 Rotary Clubs nationally to promote the conference and 

encourage delegates. Mr Dare has also indicated that the Great Western Tiers 

Visitor Centre will be promoted as the principle contact point for assisting 

delegates with their accommodation and travel bookings for the conference and 

pre and post the conference for those wishing to extend their Meander Valley 

and Tasmanian stay. 

 

AUTHOR: Rick Dunn 

  DIRECTOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT & SUSTAINABILITY 
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12) Recommendation 

 

It is recommended that Council accept the proposal to become major sponsor 

of the 2016 Rotary Tasmania State Conference and allocate $6,000 cash 

sponsorship and $480 in-kind sponsorship for this purpose. 

 

 

DECISION: 
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ED & S 3 BASS HIGHWAY SIGNAGE AT WESTBURY 
 

1) Introduction        

 

The purpose of this report is to seek Council support for the revised design for 

Bass Highway signage at Westbury. 

 

2) Background        

 

In an effort to support local businesses and address their concerns about 

decreasing visitor numbers, Meander Valley Council developed the ‘Bass Highway 

Lay-by Signage Proposal’ with objectives to: 

 attract more customers; 

 be affordable;  

 be allowed under local/state government laws; and  

 be installed within a reasonable time. 

The Proposal provided detailed designs of new sign structures for two signage 

options: 

1. Construct new sign structures within the lay-bys; or 

2. Replace the existing ‘Be Bowled Over’ signs. 

The options were put to 29 key stakeholders and Council officers; the majority of 

whom preferred option two.  

The proposal was workshopped with Council at the November 2014 meeting 

where a number of Councillors requested more stakeholder engagement – 

particularly with Westbury businesses. 

In response Council officers surveyed 130 residents and business owners. The 

majority of respondents reaffirmed support for option two. 

Preferred text identified by survey respondents informed a revised sign design 

that was presented at the April and May Council Meetings. The item was deferred 

twice to enable time for a working group of Councillors and Council officers to 

make additional changes; refer Figure 1. 

Based on feedback from Councillors, the rationale was to redesign the sign with a 

reduced number of sign boards, fewer words and to enlarge the temporary event 

signs to make it easier for motorists to read. The following changes were 

proposed: 

 Deleting the word ‘Historic’ from the header sign; 

 Removing the ‘Great Western Tiers Touring Route’ sign board; and 

 Removing ‘Traveller Facilities’ from the events sign board. 
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Figure 1: revised design showing colours, header sign, preferred attractions and event 

placeholders (Note: not to scale, schematic only) 

 

Four existing signs will be removed: 

i. Eastern approach Be Bowled Over 

ii. Western approach Be Bowled Over 

iii. Eastern approach Westbury Exton Exit 500m 

iv. Western approach Westbury (Frankford) (Exeter) Exit 400m 

The conditions for business placement and use presented in previous 

reports have not changed and continue to include:  

 Signs promoting upcoming events can include branded colours and logos;  

 The temporary corflute signs would be paid for by individual businesses; 

 The signs should be designed to include the what, when (date and time) 

and where required to promote upcoming events, but not include 

telephone numbers, address details, opening hours, or a website address;  

 The sign owner shall meet all costs of artwork, design and manufacture of 

their corflute signs and, prior to manufacturing their sign, they shall submit 

the sign design to Council for approval; 

 Council will not be responsible for any damage that may occur to the sign 

owner’s temporary sign while attached to the sign structure;  

 Event managers may be charged a fee for installation/removal of corflute 

signs where events are run for profit; and 
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 Event signs would be displayed for three weeks leading up to an event, 

with extensions at the discretion of the Director Development Services. 

 

In addition it is recommended that the proposed application process for business 

to have temporary signs erected is: 

i. The application for a temporary event sign is made to Council’s Director of 

Development Services that includes the applicant’s preferred sign content; 

ii. Council provides approved applicant with preferred font sizes, sentence 

case, as well as contact information for sign manufacturers; 

iii. Applicant arranges manufacture and delivery of sign to Council offices at 

26 Lyall Street, Westbury; and 

iv. Council install sign within one week. 

3) Strategic/Annual Plan Conformance 

 

The update of the entry sign to Westbury complies with Councils future 

directions: 

 A thriving local economy; and 

 Vibrant and engaged communities. 

 

4) Policy Implications      

 

Not Applicable 

 

5) Statutory Requirements      

 

Meander Valley Interim Planning Scheme 2013 

Roads and Jetties Act 1935 

 

6) Risk Management       

 

Installing and removing temporary signs near the road reserve poses a risk to 

Council employees that will be managed by Council’s Director Works in 

consultation with Council’s Work Health and Safety Officer. 

 

7) Consultation with State Government and other Authorities 

 

Feedback and advice from the Department of State Growth (formerly DIER) was 

sought to test the designs, dimensions and positions. Council will work closely 

with the Department during installation. 
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8) Community Consultation      

 

The proposed design was developed through consultation with a subcommittee 

of Westbury business owners. The design was workshopped with elected 

members of Council and then included in a survey that was completed by 130 

Meander Valley residents and business owners.  The design was further revised 

by a working group of Councillors and Council officers. 

 

9) Financial Impact       

 

The Department of State Growth has offered to jointly fund the manufacture and 

installation of the proposed signs, as well as removal of existing signs. Council will 

therefore be required to fund approximately $6,375 of the estimated $12,750 

project (both excluding GST). Costs will need to be confirmed once design is 

approved. 

 

Installation and removal of temporary event signs will have an ongoing 

operational cost that the Director of Works estimates will cost Council around 

$60 to install and remove a single event sign. 

 

The cost to event managers for one corflute event sign using Class 2 materials is 

estimated at $140 (excluding GST). 

 

10) Alternative Options      

 

Council can elect to leave the ‘Be Bowled Over’ signs or amend the proposed 

sign. 

 

11) Officers Comments      

 

The provision of signage structures that enable approved promotion of events 

may encourage more visitors and reduce unapproved signs. This in turn may 

reduce the distraction to passing motorists and risks to members of the public 

who are regularly erecting/removing illegal signs alongside the highway without 

correct traffic management processes. 
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Figure 2: aerial image of Bass Highway near Westbury showing approximate locations of 

the 2 new Information Signs with Temporary Events 

The suggested position of the new signs is just before the first off ramp into 

Westbury on the eastern approach, and at the start of the lay-by on the western 

approach; refer Figure 2. The ground at the new locations is level, and vehicles 

can be positioned three or more meters off the road. The western lay-by will be 

closed by the State road authority over the coming months. 

The locations have been selected to maximise visibility for passing motorists, 

maximise accessibility for Council employees when changing signs and to 

minimise overall risks. Decisions are based on site assessments by Council officers 

– including a formal assessment of risk by Council’s Work Health & Safety Officer 

with the Director Works. The entire process has been undertaken in consultation 

with members of the Traffic Engineering Branch within the Department of State 

Growth. The exact position of signs will be confirmed with the Department at the 

time of installation. 

The ‘Be Bowled Over’ signs are proposed to be relocated to the Westbury 

Recreation Ground. Repurposing the infrastructure will ensure that Council 

maximise the use of existing resources, increase the promotion of the Recreation 

Ground and raise the profile of the giant cricket wicket installation. 

The probability of the Department of State Growth approving a design that 

includes a website address – such as www.visitwestbury.org – was investigated 

with the General Manager of the Department, with the aid of the State 

Government’s Tourism Signs Consultant. They have confirmed that ‘any design 

which includes a website reference will not be acceptable to the Department 

on road safety grounds’.  

 

The reasoning is as follows: 

‘The Department’s concerns relate to the possible actions drivers may take 

in response to reading this element of sign content such as braking 

Western approach 

Eastern approach

 

http://www.visitwestbury.org/
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suddenly, slowing, pulling over and/or reversing to take down the details 

or to access the internet on smart devices in vehicle.  The Department has 

a duty of care to all road users and considers this policy to be consistent 

with the right and proper exercise of that responsibility. Website 

references have not been allowed on any of “Welcome” signs erected on 

the State road network, for the same reasons, including the recent Latrobe 

signs.’ 

 

AUTHOR: Craig Plaisted 

  PROJECT OFFICER 

 

12) Recommendation       

 

It is recommended that Council replace the existing ‘Be Bowled Over’ signs 

with the proposed Information Signs with Temporary Events design shown 

below: 

 

 
 

DECISION: 
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INFRA 1 STRATEGIC ASSET MANAGEMENT PLAN 
 

1) Introduction 

 

The purpose of this report is for Council to adopt the Strategic Asset 

Management Plan. 

 

2) Background 

 

Recent amendments to the Local Government Act 1993 places a greater focus on 

Asset Management.  These changes centre on linking Asset Management to 

strategic objectives of councils and ensuring long term sustainable delivery of 

services to the community. 

 

All Tasmanian councils are required by the Local Government Act to have an 

Asset Management Strategy and Strategic Asset Management Plan (SAMP). 

 

Council’s Asset Management Strategy was first introduced in 2011.  Council as yet 

has not adopted a SAMP. 

 

The format of this SAMP has been developed to incorporate the Asset 

Management Strategy and SAMP into one succinct document and is a summary 

of Council’s current Asset Management Plans. 

 

The SAMP template used by Council has been developed by the Institute of 

Public Works Engineering Australasia (IPWEA) and has been reviewed by the 

Department of Premier and Cabinet as meeting the requirements of the Local 

Government Act 1993 for a combined Asset Management Strategy and SAMP. 

 

The SAMP sets out to link Council’s strategic and Asset Management objectives 

and how these will be achieved. 

 

At the Council’s workshop in June, Council officers provided an overview of the 

proposed SAMP along with details of proposed changes to wording in the 

Executive Summary and Section 5.7 of the Plan.  These changes have been made 

as a result of the potential limitations the Plan could present to Council in relation 

to the implementation of future projects. 

 

3) Strategic/Annual Plan Conformance 

 

The Annual Plan provides for the review and update of Council’s existing Asset 

Management Strategy. 
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4) Policy Implications 

 

Policy 60 – Asset Management sets out goals and objectives to undertake Asset 

Management activities in a structured and coordinated way for Council. 

 

The SAMP delivers the goals and objectives of the Asset Management Policy. 

 

5) Statutory Requirements 

 

The Local Government Act 1993 requires all Tasmanian councils to maintain long-

term financial and Asset Management plans, financial and Asset Management 

strategies, a SAMP and an Asset Management policy. 

 

6) Risk Management 

 

Risk management plays an important part in Council’s Asset Management 

activities.  Through our risk management practices Council can ensure that the 

inherent risks that are associated with asset ownership are minimised. 

 

There are various risks associated with providing services, activities and projects 

to the community, including safety, financial and environmental.  The SAMP 

allows these risks relating to service delivery to be identified and communicated 

to Council. 

 

7) Consultation with State Government and other Authorities 

 

Regional Financial and Asset Management working groups were engaged by the 

Local Government Division of the Department of Premier and Cabinet during the 

development of the Ministerial Orders and changes to the Local Government Act 

1993. 

 

8) Community Consultation 

 

No recent community consultation has been undertaken in the preparation of the 

SAMP, however, results from Council’s community satisfaction surveys conducted 

by Myriad and EMRS in 2009, 2011 and 2013 have been used to inform the 

Community Research and Expectation section of the SAMP. 

 

9) Financial Impact 

 

Sustainability is one of the main objectives of Asset Management.  If Council is 

unable to fund the provision of services at current levels or meet demand for new 
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services in the future, this will have a negative impact on the organisation’s 

financial position. 

 

The SAMP delivers Asset Management outcomes which are informed by strategic 

decisions made by Council using a long term sustainable approach.  This 

information feeds through Council’s Asset Management Plans to the Long Term 

Financial Plan which outlines the predicted spending forecast for Council to 

deliver services to the community over the next 10 year period. 

 

10) Alternative Options 

 

Council can confirm the continuation of the current Asset Management Strategy 

or adopt the SAMP document with amendments. 

 

11) Officers Comments 

 

If endorsed, the SAMP will replace Council’s existing Asset Management Strategy 

and allow Council to meet the requirements of the Local Government Act 1993.  

The ACT requires all Tasmanian councils to maintain a SAMP, maintain an Audit 

Panel and report financial and Asset Management sustainability indicators in 

financial statements. 

 

It is noted that the aim of implementing the SAMP is not to just meet legislative 

requirements.  The SAMP is applied for Council to continue to develop sound 

Asset Management principles within the organisation. 

 

These principles ensure that informed decision making meets Council’s strategic 

goals to provide the community with services that are required over the long 

term and that it is willing to pay for, while understanding the underlying level of 

risk. 

 

The SAMP forms part of Council’s strategic planning documents and outlines how 

Council will deliver strategic objectives through Asset Management practices. 

 

Asset Management takes into consideration many factors which can be very 

detailed.  The goal of the SAMP is to incorporate these factors into one 

document.  Incorporating the Asset Management Strategy and the SAMP will 

reduce the level of documentation managed by Council officers.  Meander Valley 

Council is the first Council in Tasmania to complete it’s SAMP. 

 

AUTHOR: Rob Little 

ASSET MANAGEMENT COORDINATOR 
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12) Recommendation 

 

It is recommended that Council approve the Strategic Asset Management 

Plan 2015 as follows; 

 

 

 

  



 

Meander Valley Council 

 

Insert Organisation Logo 

 

 

 

 

Strategic Asset Management Plan 
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May 2015 

Insert photo of relevant asset 
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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Context 

Meander Valley Council is responsible for the 
acquisition, operation, maintenance, renewal and 
disposal of an extensive range of physical assets with a 
$229,700,000 replacement value, covered by this Plan. 

These assets include land, buildings, parks, recreation 
areas, roads, footpaths, drainage systems, bridges and 
associated operating assets and provide service 
essential to our community’s quality of life. 

This Strategic Asset Management Plan (SAMP) takes 
the organisational objectives in our Meander Valley 
Council Community Strategic Plan 2014 to 2024 and 
develops the asset management (AM) objectives, 
principles, framework and strategies required to 
achieve our organisational objectives. The plan 
summarises activities and expenditure projections 
from individual Asset Management Plans (AMPs) to 
achieve the AM objectives 

Current situation 

Council has achieved a ‘core’ maturity for AM as 
assessed against the Local Government Financial and 
AM Reform Project gap analysis process. Council is 
committed to continue to monitor its current maturity 
and to make improvements where the benefits exceed 
the costs.  Improvement tasks with costs and target 
dates have been identified and documented in Table 
7.2 Improvement Plan. 

What does it Cost? 

Operating Outlays 
The projected operating outlays necessary to provide 
the services covered by this SAMP includes operations 
and maintenance of existing assets over the 10 year 
planning period of $4.20 million on average per year.   

Estimated available funding for this period is $3.96 
million on average per year. This is a funding shortfall 
of $240,000 on average per year as a result of 
increasing operational costs from new and asset 
upgrades currently planned over the next 10 years.  

Capital Outlays 
The projected required capital outlays including 
renewal and upgrade of existing assets and acquisition 
of new assets over the 10 year planning period is 
$5.95 million on average per year.   

Estimated available capital funding for this period is 
$5.95 million on average per year. There is currently 
no capital shortfall as Council is fully funding asset 
renewals and current upgrade projects in our Long 
Term Financial Plan (LTFP).  

What we will do 

Our aim is to provide the services needed by the 
community in a financially sustainable manner. 
Achieving financial sustainability requires balancing 
service levels and performance with cost and risk.  

It may not be possible to meet all expectations for 
services within current financial resources.  We will 
continue to work with our community to ensure that 
needed services are provided at appropriate levels of 
service at an affordable cost while managing risks. 

Managing the Risks 

There are risks associated with providing the service 
and not being able to complete all identified activities 
and projects. We have identified major risks as: 

 Reduced financial assistance grant (FAGs) funding 
to Council 

 Increased loading and shorter life for rural roads 

 Declining real income of community (high 
percentage of population on pensions or welfare) 

 Loss of younger people from the community 

 Funding BPSP, ODPs and OSPs projects 

 Increased traffic volumes on Westbury Road  

 Respond to all mobility access issues  

 Respond to all issues identified as a major concern 
to Council 

 Limited user access of Prospect Vale Park (PVP) 
sports grounds. 

We will endeavour to manage these risks within 
available funding by: 

 Increase strength of high use rural roads 

 Aligning future asset expenditure to match 
adopted projects approved by Council 

 Develop an affordable open drain and stormwater 
upgrade programme 

 Actively identify mobility access issues and 
address based on risk 

 Defer projects to fund any major new risks 
identified by Council. 

Confidence Levels 

This SAMP is based on medium to high level of 
confidence in the information used. 

Our Current Limitations 

Council is currently developing a number of strategic 
documents. Outcomes and projects identified as part 
of these documents are in the process of being 
finalised or adopted by Council.  

These strategic documents include: 

 The Blackstone Heights/Prospect Vale 
Structure Plan (BPSP) and Outline 
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Development Plans (ODP)for Hadspen and 
Westbury 

 Open Space Plan (OSP) outcomes 

 Pipe open drains and undertake extensive 
stormwater upgrades  

Until these outcomes and projects are adopted by 
Council, and given the current funding model these 
projects and their budgets are not included in our 
LTFP.  There is a potential risk of funding not being 
available for an adopted project if it is not identified in 
the LTFP and also in our AMPs. 

The Next Steps 

The actions resulting from this SAMP are: 

 Develop linkage of Council strategic 
documents to our AMPs and the LTFP 

 Improve information about organisational 
objectives and AM objectives in this SAMP 

 Continue to develop and improve Council’s 
understanding of asset risks 

 Develop an asset disposal plan. 
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2. ASSET MANAGEMENT STRATEGY 

2.1 Asset Management System 

AM enables an organisation to realise value from assets in the achievement of organisational objectives, while 
balancing financial, environmental and social costs, risk, quality of service and performance related to assets.

1
 

An AM system is a set of interrelated and interacting elements of an organisation to establish the AM Policy and AM 
objectives, and the processes needed to achieve those objectives. An AM system is more than a ‘management 
information system’. The AM system provides a means for coordinating contributions from, and interactions between, 
functional units within an organisation.

2
 

The AM system includes: 

 The Asset Management Policy 

 The asset management objectives 

 The Strategic Asset Management Plan 

 The Asset Management Plans, which are implemented in 
o Operational planning and control 
o Supporting activities 
o Control activities 
o Other relevant processes.

3
 

2.1.1 Asset Management Policy 

The AM Policy sets out the principles by which the organisation intends applying AM to achieve its organisational 
objectives.

4
 Organisational objectives are the results the organisation plans to achieve, as documented in our 

Meander Valley Council Community Strategic Plan 2014 to 2024. Our adopted AM Policy is available from our web site 
at http://www.meander.tas.gov.au/page.aspx?u=517 

2.1.2 Asset Management Objectives 

The AM objectives, developed in this SAMP provide the essential link between the organisational objectives and the 
AMP(s) that describe how those objectives are going to be achieved.  The AM objectives transform the required 
outcomes (product or service) to be provided by the assets, into activities typically described in the AMPs. AM 
objectives should be specific, measureable, achievable, realistic and time bound (i.e. SMART objectives).

5
 

2.1.3 Strategic Asset Management Plan 

This SAMP is to document the relationship between the organisational objectives set out in the Meander Valley 
Council Community Strategic Plan 2014 to 2024 and the AM (or service) objectives and define the strategic framework 
required to achieve the AM objectives.

6
 

                                                

1
 ISO, 2014, ISO 55000, Sec 2.2, p 2 

2
 ISO, 2014, ISO 55000, Sec 2.5.1, p 5 

3
 ISO, 2014, ISO 55002, Sec 4.1.1, p 2. 

4
 ISO, 2014, ISO 55002, Sec 5.2, p 7. 

5
 ISO, 2014, ISO 55002, Sec 6.2.1, p 9. 

6
 ISO, 2014, ISO 55002, Sec 4.1.1, p 2. 
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This SAMP encompasses the following services: 

 Transport 

 Stormwater 

 Buildings 

 Bridges 

 Recreation. 
 
The strategic AM framework incorporates strategies to achieve the AM objectives. The strategies are developed in 4 
steps: 

 What assets do we have? 

 Our assets and their management 

 Where do we want to be? 

 How will we get there?
7
 

2.1.4 Asset Management Plans 

Supporting the SAMP are AMPs for major service/asset categories.  The AMPs document the activities to be 
implemented and resources to be applied to meet the AM objectives. The SAMP summarises the key issues from  
following AMPs: 

 Meander Valley Council Transport Asset Management Plan 

 Meander Valley Council Stormwater Asset Management Plan 

 Meander Valley Council Buildings Asset Management Plan 

 Meander Valley Council Bridges Asset Management Plan 

 Meander Valley Council Recreation Asset Management Plan. 
 

2.2 What Assets do we have? 

We manage many assets to provide services to our community.  The assets provide the foundation for the community 
to carry out its everyday activities while contributing to overall quality of life. 

Table 2.2:  Assets covered by this Plan 

Asset Class/Category Dimension 

Bridges 215 (No.) 

Sealed Roads 564 (km) 

Unsealed Roads 253 (km) 

Buildings 102 (No.) 

Stormwater Pipes 97 (km) 

Stormwater Nodes (pits, headwall) 2,941 (No.) 

 Playgrounds and outdoor fitness 35 (No.) 

Sports grounds 8 (No.) 

Parks and reserves 74 (No.) 

                                                

7
 LGPMC, 2009, Framework 2, Sec 4.2, p 4. 
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2.3 Our Assets and their management 

2.3.1 Asset Values 

The infrastructure assets covered by this SAMP are shown in Table 2.3.1. These assets are used to provide services to 
the community. 

Table 2.3.1:  Assets covered by this Plan 

Asset Class/Category Total Current Replacement 
Cost 

Current Value Annual Asset Consumption 
(Depreciation) 

Roads $148,704,460 $102,005,448 $2,438,379 

Stormwater $23,090,919 $17,336,714 $306,415 

Buildings $16,684,000 $15,695,616 $367,426 

Bridges $31,493,463 $19,342,283 $622,733 

Recreation $9,721,054 $5,277,129 $414,388 

TOTAL $229,693,896 $159,657,190 $4,149,341 

Note: 
–  figures shown relate to assets covered in AMPs and do not cover other asset classes (eg Plant and Equipment) 
– Council’s Annual Depreciation stated in the Annual Report 2014 is $4,803,751 

 
Figure 1 shows the replacement value of our assets. 

Figure 1: Asset Replacement Values 

 

2.3.2 Asset Condition 

Condition data exists for roads, bridges, buildings and to a lesser degree recreation (predominately playgrounds and 
outdoor fitness equipment). No comprehensive or accurate condition data exists for stormwater assets. 

Council has undertaken a road condition survey in 2015, a building revaluation (including overall building condition) in 
2014, bi-annual bridge inspections and annual comprehensive playground inspections, including outdoor fitness 
equipment.  

Council’s existing asset data needs to be updated with current information and this data needs to be included into the 
asset register. From this summary details of the overall condition of Council’s assets can be ascertained. 

2.3.3 Lifecycle Costs 

Lifecycle costs (or whole of life costs) are the average annual costs that are required to sustain the service levels over 
the longest asset life.  Lifecycle costs include operations and maintenance expenditures plus asset consumption 
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(depreciation). Lifecycle costs can be compared to lifecycle expenditure to give an indication of sustainability in service 
provision.  

Lifecycle expenditures include operations and maintenance expenditures (excluding depreciation) plus capital renewal 
expenditure. The capital renewal component of lifecycle expenditure can vary depending on the timing of asset 
renewals. 

The lifecycle costs and expenditures averaged over the 10 year planning period are shown in Table 2.3.3. 

Table 2.3.3:  Asset Lifecycle Costs 

Asset Class/Category Lifecycle Cost ($M/yr) Lifecycle Expenditure ($M/yr) Lifecycle Sustainability Indicator 

Roads $4.237 $4.138 98% 

Stormwater $0.257 $0.242 95% 

Buildings $0.988 $0.977 99% 

Bridges $1.226 $1.226 100% 

Recreation $1.586 $1.417 89% 

TOTAL $8.280 $8.010 97% 

2.3.4 Asset Management Indicators 

An AM objective is to provide the services that the community needs at the optimum lifecycle cost in a financially 
sustainable manner.  Figure 2 shows the projected operations, maintenance, capital renewal, capital upgrade/new 
expenditure balanced with financial outlays in the long-term financial plan.  

Figure 2: Balanced Position Projected Operating and Capital Expenditure 

 

The purpose of this SAMP is to develop the strategies to achieve the AM objectives through balancing of asset service 
performance, cost and risk. 

2.3.5 Opportunities and Risks 

We have identified opportunities relevant to the services included in this SAMP plan for the future including: 

 Increased agricultural production for irrigation schemes and increased land values and Council revenue 

 Increased population. 
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Relevant risks to the SAMP in the future are:  

 Reduced financial assistance grant (FAG) funding to Council 

 Increased loading and shorter life for rural roads 

 Declining real income of community (high percentage of population on pensions or welfare) 

 Loss of younger people from the community 

 Funding the Blackstone/Prospect Structure Plan, Outline Development Plans and Open Space Plan projects 

 Increased traffic volume on Westbury Road, plus possible traffic control devices at the Country Club Avenue 
intersection 

 Respond to all mobility issues that exist 

 Respond to all issues identified as a major concern to Council 

 Demand on Council to pipe open drains  

 Undertake major stormwater upgrades to address identified network deficiencies 

 Limited user access of Prospect Vale Park (PVP) sports grounds. 
 
Infrastructure risk management plans for these and other relevant risks are summarised with risk management 
activities and resource requirements incorporated in the relevant AMP(s).  

2.3.6 Asset and Financial Management Maturity 

Council has taken steps to improve asset and financial management performance including assessing our AM maturity 
against the 3 Frameworks of the Local Government Financial Sustainability National Consistent Frameworks. Council 
has achieved ‘core’ maturity with the Frameworks. Figure 3 shows the current and target ‘core’ and ‘advanced’ 
maturity scores for the eleven elements of the National Frameworks for asset and financial management. 

 

Figure 3: Maturity Assessment 

Note - maturity assessment results from LGAT Financial and Asset Reform fund Gap Analysis conducted by Jeff Roorda – JRA 
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Improvement in ‘core’ maturity is indicated by movement of the blue (current maturity) line to the red (‘core’ 
maturity) and green line (desired maturity). 

Elements with a maturity score that require some further action include: 

 Linkage of AMP to Strategic objectives 

 Levels of Service 

 Data and systems 

 Skills and processes. 
 
The risk to the organisation from the current maturity is shown in Figure 4.  

 

 

Figure 4: Maturity Risk Assessment 

Reduction in risk from current maturity is indicated by movement of the red (current risk) line to the green line 
(desired risk). 

Elements with high maturity risk to the organisation are: 

 Data & systems 

 Levels of service. 
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2.3.7 Strategy Outlook 

 We are able to provide current services at existing levels into the future. 

 We are able to fund current infrastructure lifecycle costs at current levels of service from available revenue.   

 Our current asset and financial management maturity is at ‘core’ level but some investment is needed to 
improve information management, lifecycle management, service management and accountability and 
strategic direction.  
 

2.4 Where do we want to be? 

2.4.1 Community Expectations 

We have identified community expectations for service levels to be generally consistent with current levels of service. 
This has been identified through biennial customer satisfaction surveys conducted by EMRS and Myriad.  Community 
engagement is necessary to ensure that informed decisions are made on future levels of service and costs and that 
service and risk consequences are known and accepted by stakeholders. 

2.4.2 Organisational Objectives 

Council’s objectives are developed in the Community Strategic Plan under Vision, Mission, Values and Priority Areas as 
shown below. 

Vision 

The backdrop of the Great Western Tiers, the mix of urban lifestyle and rural countryside give Meander Valley its 
unique look and feel, offering liveability and healthy lifestyle choices. 

A Community working together growing for generations to come. 

Values 

To guide our choices and behaviours 

In all that we do we will: 

 Respect, listen and care for one another 

 Be trustworthy, honest and tolerant 

 Be positive and receptive to new ideas 

 Be innovative, creative and learn 

 Take a fair, balanced and long term approach 

 Use sound business practices 

 Work together. 

Our six future directions 

1. A sustainable natural and built environment 

2. A thriving local economy 

3. Vibrant and engaged communities  

4. A Healthy and safe community 

5. Innovative leadership and community governance 

6. Planned infrastructure services. 

 

The organisational objectives developed for priority areas are shown in Table 2.4.2. 
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Table 2.4.2:  Strategic Priority Areas and Organisational Objectives 

Future Direction Strategic Outcomes 

1. Vibrant and engaged 
communities 

3.4 Meander Valley communities have the resilience and capacity to address and 
overcome life’s challenges and emergencies 

2. A Healthy and safe community 4.2 Infrastructure, facilities and programmes encourage increased participation in 
all forms of active and passive recreation 

3. Innovative leadership and 
community governance 

5.2 Long term financial planning and AM underpins the ongoing viability of 
Meander Valley 

4. Planned infrastructure services 
 

6.1 The future of Meander Valley infrastructure assets is assured through 
affordable planned maintenance and renewal strategies 

 6.3 The Meander Valley transport network meets the present and future needs of 
the community and business  

 6.4 Open space, parklands, recreation facilities, cemeteries and public building are 
well utilised and maintained 

 6.5 Stormwater and flooding cause no adverse impacts 

 6.6 Infrastructure services are affordable and meet the community’s needs into 
the future 

 

2.4.3 Asset Management Objectives (Strategies) 

The AM objectives (or strategies) translate the organisational objectives into the required service outcomes to be 
provided by infrastructure assets and activities described in the AMPs.  Actions to achieve the AM objectives with 
performance targets and timelines are shown in Tables 2.4.3 – 2.4.3.5. 
 

Table 2.4.3:  Asset Management Objectives - Roads 

Asset Management Objective Action Performance Target & 
Timeline 

Strategic Outcomes: 3.4 Meander Valley communities have the resilience and capacity to address and overcome life’s 
challenges and emergencies 

Risk and resilience plans are managed 
within AMPs 

Review risks and resilience annually and update AMPs Review completed and 
updated plans 

Strategic Outcomes: 4.2 Infrastructure, facilities and programmes encourage increased participation in all forms of active and 
passive recreation 

Transport service delivery is matched 
to demand 

Review of function and capacity/usage level of service 
indicators annually and update AMPs 

Review completed and 
updated plans 

Strategic Outcomes: 5.2 Long term financial planning and AM underpins the ongoing viability of Meander Valley 

Transport service delivery is 
appropriate and affordable 

Review, update and link AMPs with long-term financial 
plans for budget estimates 

Plans updated and budget 
based on long-term 
financial plan 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.1 The future of Meander Valley infrastructure assets is assured through affordable planned 
maintenance and renewal strategies 

Provide agreed service levels from 
road assets 

Manage operations and maintenance of road assets 
within budget 

Achieve Level of Service 
(LoS) targets 
Annual budget compliance 

Provide agreed service levels from 
road assets 

Renew and replace road assets in accordance with 
AMPs 

CWP compliance 
Annual budget compliance 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.3 The Meander Valley transport network meets the present and future needs of the community and 
business 

Transport services meet community 
demand and usage 

Provide transport services to specified service levels 
and within budget 

Achieve LoS Targets 
Annual budget compliance 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.6 Infrastructure services are affordable and meet the community’s needs into the future 

Transport services are delivered to 
agreed levels of service and within 
budgets 

Provide transport services to specified service levels 
and within budget 

Achieve LoS Targets 
Annual budget compliance 
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Table 2.4.3.1:  Asset Management Objectives - Stormwater 

Asset Management Objective Action Performance Target & 
Timeline 

Strategic Outcomes: 3.4 Meander Valley communities have the resilience and capacity to address and overcome life’s 
challenges and emergencies 

Risk and resilience plans are managed 
within AMPs 

Review risks and resilience annually and update AMPs Review completed and 
updated plans 

Strategic Outcomes: 4.2 Infrastructure, facilities and programmes encourage increased participation in all forms of active and 
passive recreation 

Stormwater service delivery is 
matched to demand 

Review of function and capacity/usage level of service 
indicators annually and update AMPs 

Review completed and 
updated plans 

Strategic Outcomes: 5.2 Long term financial planning and AM underpins the ongoing viability of Meander Valley 

Stormwater service delivery is 
appropriate and affordable 

Review, update and link AMPs with long-term financial 
plans for budget estimates 

Plans updated and budget 
based on long-term 
financial plan 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.1 The future of Meander Valley infrastructure assets is assured through affordable planned 
maintenance and renewal strategies 

Provide agreed service levels from 
Stormwater assets 

Manage operations and maintenance of Stormwater 
assets within budget 

Achieve LoS targets 
Annual budget compliance 

Provide agreed service levels from 
Stormwater assets 

Renew and replace Stormwater assets in accordance 
with AMPs 

CWP compliance 
Annual budget compliance 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.5 Stormwater and flooding cause no adverse impacts 

Stormwater services meet community 
demand and usage 

Provide Stormwater services to specified service levels 
and within budget 

Achieve LoS Targets 
Annual budget compliance 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.6 Infrastructure services are affordable and meet the community’s needs into the future 

Stormwater services are delivered to 
agreed levels of service and within 
budgets 

Provide Stormwater services to specified service levels 
and within budget 

Achieve LoS Targets 
Annual budget compliance 

 

Table 2.4.3.2:  Asset Management Objectives - Buildings 

Asset Management Objective Action Performance Target & 
Timeline 

Strategic Outcomes: 3.4 Meander Valley communities have the resilience and capacity to address and overcome life’s 
challenges and emergencies 

Risk and resilience plans are managed 
within AMPs 

Review risks and resilience annually and update AMPs Review completed and 
updated plans 

Strategic Outcomes: 4.2 Infrastructure, facilities and programmes encourage increased participation in all forms of active and 
passive recreation 

Building service delivery is matched to 
demand 

Review of function and capacity/usage level of service 
indicators annually and update AMPs 

Review completed and 
updated plans 

Strategic Outcomes: 5.2 Long term financial planning and AM underpins the ongoing viability of Meander Valley 

Recreation service delivery is 
appropriate and affordable 

Review, update and link AMPs with long-term financial 
plans for budget estimates 

Plans updated and budget 
based on long-term 
financial plan 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.1 The future of Meander Valley infrastructure assets is assured through affordable planned 
maintenance and renewal strategies 

Provide agreed service levels from 
building assets 

Manage operations and maintenance of building 
assets within budget 

Achieve LoS targets 
Annual budget compliance 

Provide agreed service levels from 
building assets 

Renew and replace building assets in accordance with 
AMPs 

CWP compliance 
Annual budget compliance 
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Strategic Outcomes: 6.4 Open space, parklands, recreation facilities, cemeteries and public building are well utilised and 
maintained 

Building services meet community 
demand and usage 

Provide building services to specified service levels and 
within budget 

Achieve LoS Targets 
Annual budget compliance 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.6 Infrastructure services are affordable and meet the community’s needs into the future 

Building services are delivered to 
agreed levels of service and within 
budgets 

Provide building services to specified service levels and 
within budget 

Achieve LoS Targets 
Annual budget compliance 

Table 2.4.3.3:  Asset Management Objectives - Bridges 

Asset Management Objective Action Performance Target & 
Timeline 

Strategic Outcomes: 3.4 Meander Valley communities have the resilience and capacity to address and overcome life’s 
challenges and emergencies 

Risk and resilience plans are managed 
within AMPs 

Review risks and resilience annually and update AMPs Review completed and 
updated plans 

Strategic Outcomes: 5.2 Long term financial planning and AM underpins the ongoing viability of Meander Valley 

Bridge service delivery is appropriate 
and affordable 

Review, update and link AMPs with long-term financial 
plans for budget estimates 

Plans updated and budget 
based on long-term 
financial plan 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.1 The future of Meander Valley infrastructure assets is assured through affordable planned 
maintenance and renewal strategies 

Provide agreed service levels from 
bridge assets 

Manage operations and maintenance of bridge assets 
within budget 

Achieve LoS targets 
Annual budget compliance 

Provide agreed service levels from 
bridge assets 

Renew and replace bridge assets in accordance with 
AMPs 

CWP compliance 
Annual budget compliance 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.3 The Meander Valley transport network meets the present and future needs of the community and 
business 

Bridge services meet community 
demand and usage 

Provide bridge services to specified service levels and 
within budget 

Achieve LoS Targets 
Annual budget compliance 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.6 Infrastructure services are affordable and meet the community’s needs into the future 

Bridge services are delivered to agreed 
levels of service and within budgets 

Provide bridge services to specified service levels and 
within budget 

Achieve LoS Targets 
Annual budget compliance 

 
Table 2.4.3.4:  Asset Management Objectives – Recreation 

Asset Management Objective Action Performance Target & 
Timeline 

Strategic Outcomes: 3.4 Meander Valley communities have the resilience and capacity to address and overcome life’s 
challenges and emergencies 

Risk and resilience plans are managed 
within AMPs 

Review risks and resilience annually and update AMPs Review completed and 
updated plans 

Strategic Outcomes: 4.2 Infrastructure, facilities and programmes encourage increased participation in all forms of active and 
passive recreation 

Recreation service delivery is matched 
to demand 

Review of function and capacity/usage level of service 
indicators annually and update AMPs 

Review completed and 
updated plans 

Strategic Outcomes: 5.2 Long term financial planning and AM underpins the ongoing viability of Meander Valley 

Recreation service delivery is 
appropriate and affordable 

Review, update and link AMPs with LTFP for budget 
estimates 

Plans updated and budget 
based on long-term 
financial plan 
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Strategic Outcomes: 6.1 The future of Meander Valley infrastructure assets is assured through affordable planned 
maintenance and renewal strategies 

Provide agreed service levels from 
recreation assets 

Manage operations and maintenance of land 
improvement  and recreation assets within budget 

Achieve LoS targets 
Annual budget compliance 

Provide agreed service levels from 
recreation assets 

Renew and replace land improvement and recreation 
assets in accordance with AMPs 

CWP compliance 
Annual budget compliance 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.4 Open space, parklands, recreation facilities, cemeteries and public building are well utilised and 
maintained 

Recreation services meet community 
demand and usage 

Provide recreation services to specified service levels 
and within budget 

Achieve LoS Targets 
Annual budget compliance 

Strategic Outcomes: 6.6 Infrastructure services are affordable and meet the community’s needs into the future 

Recreation services are delivered to 
agreed levels of service and within 
budgets 

Provide recreation services to specified service levels 
and within budget 

Achieve LoS Targets 
Annual budget compliance 

2.5 Asset Management Vision 

To ensure the long-term financial sustainability of the organisation, it is essential to balance the community’s 
expectations for services with their ability to pay for the infrastructure assets used to provide the services. 
Maintenance of service levels for infrastructure services requires appropriate investment over the whole of the asset 
lifecycle. To assist in achieving this balance, we aspire to: 

 Develop and maintain AM governance, skills, process, systems and data in order to provide the level of 
service the community needs at present and in the future, in the most cost-effective and fit for purpose 
manner. 

In line with the vision, the objectives of the SAMP are to: 

 ensure that our infrastructure services are provided in an economically optimal way, with the appropriate 
level of service to residents, visitors and the environment determined by reference to our financial 
sustainability 

 safeguard our assets including physical assets and employees by implementing appropriate AM strategies 
and appropriate financial resources for those assets 

 adopt the LTFP as the basis for all service and budget funding decisions 

 meet legislative requirements for all our operations 

 ensure resources and operational capabilities are identified and responsibility for AM is allocated 

 provide high level oversight of financial and AM responsibilities through Audit Committee reporting to 
Council on development and implementation of the SAMP, AMP(s) and LTFP. 

Strategies to achieve this position are outlined in Section 2.6. 
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2.6. How will we get there? 

The SAMP proposes strategies to enable the organisational objectives and AM policies to be achieved.  

Table 2.6: Asset Management Strategies 

No Strategy Desired Outcome 

1 Adopt long term financial planning supporting informed decision 
making principles for Council 

The long term implications of all 
services are considered in annual 
budget deliberations 

2 Annually review AMPs and SAMP covering at least 10 years for all 
major asset classes (80% of asset value) 

Identification of services needed 
by the community and required 
funding to optimise ‘whole of life’ 
costs. 

3 Maintain a LTFP covering 10 years incorporating AMP expenditure 
projections with a sustainable funding position outcome 

Sustainable funding model to 
provide our services 

4 Incorporate Year 1 of LTFP revenue and expenditure projections 
into annual budgets 

Long term financial planning drives 
budget deliberations 

5 Review and update AMPs, SAMP and LTFP after adoption of 
annual budgets. Communicate any consequence of funding 
decisions on service levels and service risks 

We and the community are aware 
of changes to service levels and 
costs arising from budget decisions 

6 Report our financial position at Fair Value in accordance with 
Australian Accounting Standards, financial sustainability and 
performance against organisational objectives in Annual Reports 

Financial sustainability information 
is available for Council and the 
community 

7 Ensure Council decisions are made from accurate and current 
information in asset registers, on service level performance and 
costs and ’whole of life’ costs 

Improved decision making and 
greater value for money 

8 Report on our resources and operational capability to deliver the 
services needed by the community in the annual report 

Services delivery is matched to 
available resources and 
operational capabilities 

9 Ensure responsibilities for AM are identified and incorporated into 
staff position descriptions 

Responsibility for AM is defined 

10 Monitor improvement plan progress to ensure ‘core’ maturity for 
the financial and AM competencies is appropriate 

Improved financial and AM 
capacity within the organisation 

11 Report six monthly to Council by Audit Committee on 
development and implementation of SAMP, AMPs and LTFPs 

Oversight of resource allocation 
and performance 

 

2.7 Asset Management Improvement Plan 

The tasks required to achieve a ‘core’ financial and AM maturity are shown in priority order in the AM improvement 
plan in Section 7.2 

2.8. Consequences if actions are not completed 

There are consequences for the Council if the improvement actions are not completed.  These include: 

 Inability to achieve strategic and organisational objectives 

 Inability to achieve financial sustainability for the organisation’s operations 

 Current risks to infrastructure service delivery are likely to eventuate and response actions may not be 
appropriately managed 

 We may not be able to accommodate and/or manage changes in demand for infrastructure services. 
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3. LEVELS OF SERVICE 

3.1 Consumer Research and Expectations 

The expectations and requirements of various stakeholders were considered in the preparation of AMPs summarised 
in this SAMP. Table 3.1 shows available satisfaction levels for these services. 

Table 3.1:  Community Satisfaction Levels 

Asset Management 
Plan  

Service Satisfaction Level 

2009 2011 2013 

Roads Road network 66% 66% 66% 

Roads Footpaths 72% 68% 70% 

Stormwater Function of stormwater 72% 68% 72% 

Buildings Sport facilities 76% 80% 80% 

Buildings Public halls 72% 76% 76% 

Buildings Museums/art galleries 64% 68% 64% 

Bridges Function of bridges 72% 72% 76% 

Recreation Sports grounds 76% 80% 80% 

Sourced from: 
EMRS Community Satisfaction Survey 2009 and 2013 
Myriad Research Community Survey 2011 

 

3.2 Organisational Objectives 

Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of this SAMP reported the organisational objectives from the Meander Valley Council 
Community Strategic Plan 2014 to 2024 and AM objectives developed from the organisational objectives.  

The organisational and AM objectives provide focus for the community and technical level of service tables in Section 
3.4. 

3.3 Legislative Requirements 

We have to meet many legislative requirements including Australian and State legislation and State regulations.  
These are detailed in the various AMPS summarised in this SAMP. 

3.4 Levels of Service 

We have defined service levels in two terms. 

Community Levels of Service measure how the community receives the service and whether the organisation is 
providing community value. 

Community levels of service measures used in the AMP are: 

 Quality        How good is the service? 

 Function        Does it meet users’ needs? 

 Capacity/Utilisation  Is the service usage appropriate to capacity? 

Our current and projected community levels of service are shown in the AMPs are summarised in this SAMP. 
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Technical Levels of Service – Supporting the community service levels are operational or technical measures of 
performance. These technical measures relate to the allocation of resources to service activities that the organisation 
undertakes to best achieve the desired community outcomes and demonstrate effective organisational performance. 

Technical service measures are linked to annual budgets covering: 

 Operations – the regular activities to provide services such as availability, cleansing, mowing, etc 

 Maintenance – the activities necessary to retain an asset as near as practicable to an appropriate service 
condition (eg road patching, unsealed road grading, building and structure repairs) 

 Renewal – the activities that return the service capability of an asset up to that which it had originally (eg 
road resurfacing and pavement reconstruction, pipeline replacement and building component replacement) 

 Upgrade – the activities to provide a higher level of service (eg widening a road, sealing an unsealed road 
replacing a pipeline with a larger size) or a new service that did not exist previously (eg a new library). 

Service managers plan, implement and control technical service levels to influence the customer service levels.
8
 

Together the community and technical levels of service provide detail on service performance, cost and whether 
service levels are likely to stay the same, get better or worse. 

Our current and projected technical levels of service shown in the AMPs are summarised in this SAMP. 

Tables summarising the current and desired technical levels of service are shown in Appendix A. 

                                                

8
 IPWEA, 2011, IIMM, p 2.22 
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4. FUTURE DEMAND 

4.1 Demand Drivers 

Drivers affecting demand include population change, changes in demographics, seasonal factors, climate change, 
vehicle ownership rates, consumer preferences and expectations, government decisions, technological changes, 
economic factors, agricultural practices, environmental awareness, etc. 

4.2 Demand Forecast 

The present position and projections for demand drivers that may impact future service delivery and utilisation of 
assets were identified and are documented in Table 4.3. 

4.3 Demand Impact on Assets 

The impact of demand drivers that may affect future service delivery and utilisation of assets are shown in Table 4.3. 

Table 4.3:  Demand Drivers, Projections and Impact on Services 

Projection Impact on services 

Federal Assistance Grant funding 

Reduced funding available to Council Reduce Council’s ability to fund levels of service at current standards into the future 

Further development in Prospect Vale and Blackstone Heights 

Increased traffic volume Increased congestion on higher use roads 

Changing weather patterns 

High intensity rainfall events & under 
capacity stormwater network 

Increased risk of flooding of properties requires upgrading of stormwater network 

Population 

18,900 (2006) to 20,000 (2028) Main growth in urban area to increase traffic volumes 

Demographics 

Increase in 45 to 75 age group Shift from rural to urban living 

15% decrease  0 to 15 age group by 2046 Reduced demand for recreation and play spaces 

Health & well being 

Promotion of community activity Demand for more walkway and recreation areas 

Increased sporting activity at PVP PVP already at capacity for existing sports club users 

 

4.4 Demand Management Plan 

Demand for new services will be managed through a combination of managing existing assets, upgrading of existing 
assets and providing new assets to meet demand and demand management.  Demand management practices include 
non-asset solutions, insuring against risks and managing failures.    

Non-asset solutions focus on providing the required service without the need for the organisation to own the assets 
and management actions including reducing demand for the service, reducing the level of service (allowing some 
assets to deteriorate beyond current service levels) or educating customers to accept appropriate asset failures

9
.  

Examples of non-asset solutions include providing joint services from existing infrastructure such as aquatic centres 
and libraries that may be in another community area or public toilets provided in commercial premises. 

Opportunities identified for demand management are shown in Table 4.4.   

                                                

9
 IPWEA, 2011, IIMM, Table 3.4.1, p 3|58. 
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Table 4.4:  Demand Management Plan Summary 

Service Impact  Demand Management Plan 

Reduced grant funding Council make informed decisions on new and asset upgrade to minimise financial 
impact on rate payers 

Increased risk of flooding of properties 
requires upgrading of stormwater 
networks  

Upgrades identified through stormwater modelling and the development of upstream 
detention basins where possible 

Main growth in urban area to increase 
traffic volumes 

Construction of new control measures such as lighted intersections & roundabouts 

Shift from rural to urban living Construction of unit developments and independent living facilities 

Reduced demand for recreation and 
play spaces 

Open space strategic planning process 

Demand for more walkway and 
recreation areas 

Areas of need identified through community consultation process of 
Blackstone/Prospect Structure Plan and Outline Development Planning documents 

PVP already at capacity for existing 
sports club users 

Outcomes identified in the PVP Strategic Plan to accommodate user needs 

 

4.5 Asset Programmes to meet Demand 

The new assets required to meet growth will be acquired free of cost from land developments and 
constructed/acquired by the organisation.  New assets constructed/acquired by the organisation are discussed in 
Section 5.5.  

Acquiring new assets will commit the organisation to fund ongoing operations, maintenance and renewal costs for the 
period that the service provided from the assets is required.  These future costs are identified and considered in 
developing forecasts of future operations, maintenance and renewal costs in Section 5. 
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5. LIFECYCLE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

The lifecycle management plan details how the organisation plans to manage and operate the assets at the agreed 
levels of service (defined in Section 3) while optimising lifecycle costs. 

5.1 Background Data 

5.1.1 Physical parameters 

The assets covered by this SAMP are shown in Tables 2.2 and 2.3.1. 

5.1.2 Asset capacity and performance 

The organisation’s services are generally provided to meet design standards where these are available. 

Asset capacity and performance is monitored for 3 community service measures, condition (quality), function and 
utilisation/capacity in a State of the Assets report. The state of the assets is shown in Figure 5. 

Figure 5:  State of the Assets 

State of the assets graph is currently not available for all asset classes. 

(Identified as an AM Improvement Plan project, Section 7.2.) 

5.2 Infrastructure Risk Management Plan 

An assessment of risks associated with service delivery from infrastructure assets conducted for each relevant AMP 
identified critical risks that will result in loss or reduction in service from infrastructure assets or a ‘financial shock’ to 
the organisation.  The risk assessment process identifies credible risks, the likelihood of the risk event occurring, the 
consequences should the event occur, develops a risk rating, evaluates the risk and develops a risk treatment plan for 
non-acceptable risks. 

Critical risks, being those assessed as ‘Very High’ - requiring immediate corrective action and ‘High’ – requiring 
prioritised corrective action identified in the Infrastructure Risk Management Plan(s) and the adopted treatment plan 
are summarised in Table 5.2.  These risks are regularly reported to management and Council. 

Table 5.2:  Critical Risks and Treatment Plans 

Service or Asset at Risk What can Happen Risk Rating (VH, 
H) 

Risk Treatment Plan 

 
Valuation assets 

Asset write offs Renewal of existing assets H Increase AM knowledge within Council to increase 
understanding of the impact write offs have 

Linking Strategic Planning to AM 

Disconnect between 
Strategic objectives and 
AMPs 

No funding available for 
future projects or 
understanding of the 
impact on the LTFP 

H Develop process to allow Strategic documents to 
inform future AMP reviews with decisions of 
Council 

 

5.3 Routine Operations and Maintenance Plan 

Operations include regular activities to provide services such as public health, safety and amenity, eg cleansing, utility 
services, street sweeping, grass mowing and street lighting.  

Routine maintenance is the regular on-going work that is necessary to keep assets operating, including instances 
where portions of the asset fail and need immediate repair to make the asset operational again. 
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5.3.1 Operations and Maintenance Plan 

Operations activities affect service levels including quality and function, such as cleanliness, appearance, etc., through 
street sweeping and grass mowing frequency, intensity and spacing of street lights and cleaning frequency and 
opening hours of buildings and other facilities.  

Maintenance includes all actions necessary for retaining an asset as near as practicable to an appropriate service 
condition including regular ongoing day-to-day work necessary to keep assets operating, eg road patching but 
excluding rehabilitation or renewal.  

Maintenance expenditure levels are considered to be adequate to meet projected service levels, which may be less 
than or equal to current service levels.  Where maintenance expenditure levels are such that will result in a lesser level 
of service, the service consequences and service risks have been identified and service consequences highlighted in 
the respective AM Plan and service risks considered in the Infrastructure Risk Management Plan. 

5.3.2 Operations and Maintenance Strategies 

We will operate and maintain assets to provide the defined level of service to approved budgets in the most cost-
efficient manner.  The operation and maintenance activities include: 

 Scheduling operations activities to deliver the defined level of service in the most efficient manner 

 Undertaking maintenance activities through a planned maintenance system to reduce maintenance costs and 
improve maintenance outcomes. Undertake cost-benefit analysis to determine the most cost-effective split 
between planned and unplanned maintenance activities (50 – 70% planned desirable as measured by cost) 

 Maintain a current infrastructure risk register for assets and present service risks associated with providing 
services from infrastructure assets and reporting Very High and High risks and residual risks after treatment 
to management and Council 

 Review current and required skills base and implement workforce training and development to meet 
required operations and maintenance needs 

 Review asset utilisation to identify underutilised assets and appropriate remedies, and over utilised assets 
and customer demand management options 

 Maintain a current hierarchy of critical assets and required operations and maintenance activities 

 Develop and regularly review appropriate emergency response capability 

 Review management of operations and maintenance activities to ensure we are obtaining best value for 
resources used. 

 
5.3.3 Summary of future operations and maintenance expenditures 

Future operations and maintenance expenditure is forecast to trend in line with the value of the asset stock as shown 
in Figure 6 with estimated available operating budget funding.  Note that all costs are shown in current dollar values 
(ie real values). 
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Figure 6:  Projected Operations and Maintenance Expenditure and Budget 

The consequences of deferred maintenance, ie works that are identified for maintenance and unable to be funded are 
to be included in the risk assessment and analysis in the infrastructure risk management plan(s).  

5.4 Renewal/Replacement Plan 

Renewal and replacement expenditure is major work which does not increase the asset’s design capacity but restores, 
rehabilitates, replaces or renews an existing asset to its original or lesser required service potential.  Work over and 
above restoring an asset to original service potential is upgrade/expansion or new works expenditure. 

5.4.1 Renewal and Replacement Strategies 

We will plan capital renewal and replacement projects to meet level of service objectives and minimise infrastructure 
service risks by:  

 Planning and scheduling renewal projects to deliver the defined level of service in the most efficient manner 

 Undertaking project scoping for all capital renewal and replacement projects to identify 
o the service delivery ‘deficiency’, present risk and optimum time for renewal/replacement 
o the project objectives to rectify the deficiency 
o the range of options, estimated capital and lifecycle costs for each options that could address 

the service deficiency 
o and evaluate the options against criteria adopted by Council, and 
o select the best option to be included in capital renewal programmes  

 Using optimal renewal methods (cost of renewal is less than replacement) wherever possible 

 Maintain a current infrastructure risk register for assets and service risks associated with providing services 
from infrastructure assets and reporting Very High and High risks and residual risks after treatment to 
management and Council 

 Review current and required skills base and implement workforce training and development to meet 
required construction and renewal needs 

 Maintain a current hierarchy of critical assets and capital renewal treatments and timings required 

 Review management of capital renewal and replacement activities to ensure we are obtaining best value for 
resources used. 
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Renewal ranking criteria 

Asset renewal and replacement is typically undertaken to either: 

 Ensure the reliability of the existing infrastructure to deliver the service it was constructed to facilitate (eg 
replace a bridge that has a 5 t load limit), or 

 To ensure the infrastructure is of sufficient quality to meet the service requirements (eg roughness of a 
road).

10
 

 
It is possible to get some indication of capital renewal and replacement priorities by identifying assets or asset groups 
that: 

 Have a high consequence of failure 

 Have a high utilisation and subsequent impact on users would be greatest 

 The total value represents the greatest net value to the organisation 

 Have the highest average age relative to their expected lives 

 Are identified in the AMP as key cost factors 

 Have high operational or maintenance costs 

 Where replacement with modern equivalent assets would yield material savings.
11

 
 
The ranking criteria used to determine priority of identified renewal and replacement proposals is detailed in the 
respective AMP(s). 

Selection criteria 

Candidate proposals are inspected to verify need and to develop a preliminary renewal estimate.  Verified proposals 
are ranked by priority against the ranking criteria and available funds and scheduled in future works programmes.   

5.4.2 Summary of future renewal and replacement expenditure 

Projected future renewal and replacement expenditures are forecast to increase over time as the asset stock increases 
from growth.  The projected expenditure and estimated available capital renewal budget funding is summarised in 
Figure 7. Note that all amounts are shown in real values. 

                                                

10
 IPWEA, 2011, IIMM, Sec 3.4.4, p 3|60. 

11
 Based on IPWEA, 2011, IIMM,  Sec 3.4.5, p 3|66. 
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Figure 7:  Projected Capital Renewal and Replacement Expenditure and Budget 

Where renewal projections are based on estimates of asset useful lives, the useful lives are documented in the 
relevant AMP(s). Projected capital renewal and replacement programmes are shown in Appendix B. 

5.5 Creation/Acquisition/Upgrade Plan 

New works are those works that create a new asset that did not previously exist, or works which upgrade or improve 
an existing asset beyond its existing capacity.  They may result from growth, social or environmental needs.  Assets 
may also be acquired at no cost to the organisation from land development.  These assets from growth are discussed  
in Section 4.5. 

5.5.1 Selection criteria 

New assets and upgrade/expansion of existing assets are identified from various sources such as councillor or 
community requests, proposals identified by strategic plans or partnerships with other organisations. Candidate 
proposals are inspected to verify need and to develop a preliminary proposal estimate.  Verified proposals are ranked 
by priority and available funds and scheduled in future works programmes.  The priority ranking criteria is detailed in 
the respective AMPs.  
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5.5.2 Capital Investment Strategies 

We will plan capital upgrade and new projects to meet level of service objectives by:  

 Planning and scheduling capital upgrade and new  projects to deliver the defined level of service in the most 
efficient manner 

 Undertake project scoping for all capital upgrade/new projects to identify 
o the service delivery ‘deficiency’, present risk and required timeline for delivery of the 

upgrade/new asset 
o the project objectives to rectify the deficiency including value management for major projects 
o the range of options, estimated capital and lifecycle costs for each options that could address 

the service deficiency 
o management of risks associated with alternative options 
o evaluate the options against evaluation criteria adopted by Council, and 
o select the best option to be included in capital upgrade/new programmes 

 Review current and required skills base and implement training and development to meet required 
construction and project management needs 

 Review management of capital project management activities to ensure we are obtaining best value for 
resources used. 

 
Standards and specifications for maintenance of existing assets and construction of new assets and 
upgrade/expansion of existing assets are detailed in relevant AMPs. 

5.5.3 Summary of future upgrade/new assets expenditure 

Projected upgrade/new asset expenditures and estimated available budgets are summarised in Figure 8. The 
projected upgrade/new capital works programme is shown in Appendix C.  All amounts are shown in real values. 

 

Figure 8:  Projected Capital Upgrade/New Asset Expenditure and Budget 

5.6 Disposal Plan 

Disposal includes any activity associated with disposal of a decommissioned asset including sale, demolition or 
relocation. Assets identified for possible decommissioning and disposal are shown in the respective AMPs summarised 
in this SAMP. 
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5.7 Service Consequences and Risks 

The organisation has prioritised decisions made in the AMPs to obtain the optimum benefits from its available 
resources and these have been summarised in this SAMP.  

The AMPs are based on balancing service performance, cost and risk to provide an agreed level of service from 
available resources in our long-term financial plan. 

5.7.1 Our Current Limitations 

Given our current funding model, there are some operations and maintenance activities and capital projects that are 
able to be undertaken within the next 10 years.  These are shown in Appendix D.   The major activities and projects 
include: 

 Outcomes from the Blackstone Heights/Prospect Vale Structure Plan 

 Outcomes from the Hadspen Outline Development Plan 

 Outcomes from the Westbury Outline Development Plan 

 Outcomes from the Westbury and Deloraine Sport and Recreation Study. 
 
Section 7 - Improvement Plan and Monitoring outlines improvements or recommendations to Council’s current 
processes to address these issues identified as ‘Our Current Limitations’. 
 
5.7.2 Service consequences 

Operations and maintenance activities and capital projects that cannot be undertaken will maintain or create service 
consequences for users.  

 Delivery of projects from the Blackstone Heights/Prospect Vale Structure Plan, Outline Development Plans 
and Open Space Plan strategic plans, given our current funding model 

 Prospect Vale Park is at capacity and limits ground availability to users. 
 
Section 7 - Improvement Plan and Monitoring outlines improvements or recommendations to Council’s current 
processes to address these identified ‘Service Consequence’ issues. 

 
5.7.3 Risk consequences 

The operations and maintenance activities and capital projects that cannot be undertaken may maintain or create risk 
consequences for the organisation.   

 Address all mobility issues that exist 

 Undertake major stormwater upgrades to address all identified network deficiencies. 
 

Any risks will be included in the Infrastructure Risk Management Plan summarised in the relevant AMP and risk 
management plans actions and expenditures included within projected expenditures. 
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6. FINANCIAL SUMMARY 

This section contains the financial requirements resulting from all the information presented in the previous sections 
of this AMP.  The financial projections will be improved as further information becomes available on desired levels of 
service and current and projected future asset performance. 

6.1 Financial Indicators and Projections 

Asset Renewal Funding Ratio 

The Asset Renewal Funding Ratio indicates whether projected capital renewal and replacement expenditure are able 
to be financed in the long-term financial plan.  It is calculated by dividing the projected capital renewal expenditure 
shown in the AMPs by the estimated capital renewal budget provided in the long-term financial plan. Over the next 10 
years, we are forecasting that we will have 100% of the funds required for the optimal renewal and replacement of 
assets.  

 

6.2 Funding Strategy 

The funding strategy to provide the services covered by this SAMP and supporting AMPs is contained within the 
organisation’s 10 year LTFP. 

6.3 Valuation Forecasts 

Asset values are forecast to increase as additional assets are added to the asset stock from construction and 
acquisition by the organisation and from assets constructed by land developers and others and donated to the 
organisation.  Figure 9 shows the projected replacement cost asset values over the planning period in real values. 

 

 

Figure 9:  Projected Asset Values 
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Depreciation expense values are forecast in line with asset values as shown in Figure 10. 

 

 

Figure 10:  Projected Depreciation Expense 

The depreciated replacement cost will vary over the forecast period depending on the rates of addition of new assets, 
disposal of old assets and consumption and renewal of existing assets.  Forecast of the assets’ depreciated 
replacement cost is shown in Figure 11. The depreciated replacement cost of contributed and new assets is shown in 
the darker colour and in the lighter colour for existing assets. 

 

Figure 11:  Projected Depreciated Replacement Cost 
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6.4 Key Assumptions made in Financial Forecasts 

This section details the key assumptions made in presenting the information contained in this SAMP and in preparing 
forecasts of required operating and capital expenditure and asset values, depreciation expense and carrying amount 
estimates.  It is presented to enable readers to gain an understanding of the levels of confidence in the data behind 
the financial forecasts. 

Key assumptions made in this SAMP and risks that these may change are shown in Table 6.4.  

Table 6.4:  Key Assumptions made in AM Plan and Risks of Change 

Key Assumptions Risks of Change to Assumptions 

Increase AMP budgets by the 2015 LGAT Council Cost Index of 2.48% Low 

Use of ABS Australian Roads and Bridge Index Dec 13 to Dec 14 for Transport AMP Low 

PVP, initial budget $5m over 20 years (indexed to $273,000 for 2015-16 CWP) Low 

Bridge renewals based on AusSpan 2014 BMS report Low 

Stormwater upgrade estimated based on current knowledge of deficient sections of 
network 

Medium 

 

6.5 Forecast Reliability and Confidence 

The expenditure and valuations projections in this SAMP are based on best available data.  Currency and accuracy of 
data is critical to effective asset and financial management. 

The estimated confidence level for and reliability of data used in this SAMP is shown in Table 6.5. 

Table 6.5:  Data Confidence Assessment for AMPs summarised in SAMP 

Asset Management Plan Confidence Assessment Comment 

Transport High Good network data and replacement rate. Further work required on year of 
construction for all assets 

Stormwater High Good network data and replacement rate. Further work required on 
identifying upgrades due to capacity issues 

Bridges High Data provided through AusSpan BMS reports 

Buildings High Valuation information provided by Herron Todd White 

Recreation Medium Audit of asset data for asset class required to dispose of assets no longer 
owned by Council. Many assets have been grouped together and given 
generic names, e.g. ‘Landscaping’ 

 
Over all data sources, the data confidence is assessed as high confidence level for data used in the preparation of this 
SAMP.  

Actions to mitigate the adverse effects of data quality are included within Table 7.2 Improvement Plan.  
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7. PLAN IMPROVEMENT AND MONITORING 

7.1 Status of Asset Management Practices 

Changes to Council’s current organisational systems which are considered to provide major benefits include: 

 Develop process to inform AMPs and LTFP of projects which deliver strategic objectives and are approved 
and adopted by Council 

 Capture corporate knowledge of assets and increase awareness of AM within Council with Councillors and 
Council officers 

 Continue to improve asset information 

 Outline improvements to Council processes as identified in the recommendations from the ‘ Tasmanian Audit 
Office, Report of the Auditor General No. 5 of 2013-14’ detailed in Appendix E 

 Annual review process detailed in Appendix G 
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7.2 Improvement Programme 

The AM improvement tasks identified from the AM maturity assessment and preparation of this SAMP are shown in 
Table 7.2. 

Table 7.2:  Improvement Plan 

Task 
No 

Task Responsibility Timeline Resources 
Required 

1 Meet AM Improvement targets outlined in the 
2014/15 Annual Plan 

AM Coordinator 30 Jun 15 - 

2 Data and systems, improve asset data accuracy, 
document inspection processes and standards. Use 
Maturity Assessment to benchmark AM performance 
and AM practices 

AM Coordinator 30 Dec 15 - 

3 Fine tune AMP service levels to the standard that 
defines operational standards. Link AMP service levels 
to operational service standards. Costs of providing 
current levels of service can be described in value for 
money reporting for key activities. (e.g. mowing, gravel 
resheet, resurfacing, building maintenance) 

AM 
Coordinator/Director 

of Works 

30 Jun 16 
 

- 

4 Complete development of a corporate strategic plan 
that has a closer link between strategic plan and LTFP 
that reports on levels of service targets achievable 
under the LTFP and AMPs. Include a statement about 
future outlook for service levels in the update of the 
corporate strategic plan 

Directors 30 Jun 16 - 

5 Review of AM Plans to include documented 
hierarchies, asset utilisation and performance, where 
necessary (e.g. disposal plans, service request targets) 

AM Coordinator 30 Jun 16 - 

6 Include a schedule for roles and responsibilities in all 
AMPs (see example in the Buildings AMP) together 
with an overall matrix for key responsibilities for 
service level and risk monitoring 

AM Coordinator 30 Jun 16 - 

7 Review existing AM Policy to include defined training, 
roles, responsibilities, reporting frame work and areas 
identified as deficient in Maturity Assessment 

AM Coordinator 30 Jun 16 - 

8 Implement a state of asset reporting to provide 
overview for service level trends 

AM Coordinator 30 Jun 16 - 

9 Where relevant Annual Report needs to report on 
policy initiatives and how these changes might impact 
on Councils Strategic Plan 

Director 
Infrastructure 

TBC - 

10 Refer to Strategic Plan in the Annual Budget to 
establish the link. Review community engagement 
process as part of the Strategic Plan 

Director 
Infrastructure 

TBC - 

11 Formalise training and induction for Councillors and 
staff.  Separate upgrade from renewal to allow annual 
review of unit costs for renewal activities 

AM Team TBC - 
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Table 7.2:  Improvement Plan continued - by AMP 

Bridges 

12 Asset handover at PC, using Council’s ‘Asset Data 
Sheet’ standard format 

AM Coordinator & 
Technical Officer 
Roads 

40 hours Current 

13 Review of bridge signage requirements. Use 
information provided in AusSpan inspections 

Technical Officer 
Bridges 

20 hours + Bridge 
Maintenance 
Contract 

Current 

14 Review of guard rail requirements. Use information 
provided in AusSpan inspections 

Technical Officer 
Bridges 

40 hours + Bridge 
Maintenance 
Contract 

Current 

15 Develop disposal plan for bridges - primarily low use 
bridges 

Technical Officer 
Bridges 

20 hours Current 

16 Report value of bridge assets in good/ very good, fair & 
poor/very poor against condition, function and 
capacity metrics  

AM Coordinator 20 hours + Bridge 
Maintenance 
Contract 

Current 

Buildings 

17 Report value of buildings assets in good/ very good, 
fair & poor/very poor against condition, function and 
capacity metrics  

Property Officer 40 hours + $10k 
consultant 

Current 

18 Develop a service hierarchy to define quality of service 
standards to be delivered and maintained for each 
building category. Get current draft approved and 
added to AMP 

Property Officer 40 hours Current 

19 Investigate componentisation  and /or unit rate 
renewal costs as a method of valuation for calculating 
depreciation 

Property Officer 40hrs PO + 20 hrs 
AM + $20k 
consultant 

Current 

Recreation 

20 Develop and document a maintenance management 
plan including; general routine maintenance and defect 
maintenance 

Technical Officer P&R 80 hours Current 

21 Develop a criterion for defect repairs to ensure that all 
defects are repaired in a timely manner. 

AM Coordinator 40 hours Current 

22 Set up asset handover process at PC. , using Council’s 
‘Asset Data Sheet’ standard format 

AM Coordinator 20 hours Current 

23 Record Capital Works jobs on Conquest as they are 
completed (ongoing) 

Technical Officer P&R 40 hours Current 

24 Include new Westbury Industrial Estate footbridge and 
Pitcher Parade footbridge on bridge inspection and 
maintenance schedules 

AM Coordinator 4 hours Current 

25 Develop and document a long term management 
strategy for parks trees, including a 3 year 
maintenance plan based on 3 yearly tree inspection 
cycle 

Technical Officer P&R 40 hours Current 

26 Develop management of Elm Leaf Beetle issues within 
the municipality 

Technical Officer P&R 40 hours + ~$10k 
consultant 

Current 

27 Developing strategic direction for all recreational 
activities (HOSP) 

Technical Officer P&R 160 hours + ODP & 
OSP 

Current 

28 Develop a management plan for sports grounds to 
ensure ground suitability between summer and winter 
club requirements - including inspections and hardness 
testing 

Technical Officer P&R 20 hours Current 

29 Create a cyclic action for annual mechanical aeration of 
soft fall. Action is to start in October and finish in 
November 

AM Coordinator 2 hours Completed 
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Table 7.2:  Improvement Plan continued - by AMP 

Roads 

30 Develop Special Conditions of Contract and processes 
for managing officers, to assist in the update of asset 
information and GIS. Including – Sub divisions, as-
constructed data, contract management & Safety 
Management Plan 

Technical Officer Rds 
& AM Coordinator 

80 hours + ~$5k 
consulting 
(mapping) 

Current 

31 Road Revaluation – TAO Valuation Report Outcomes 
and develop a checklist of minimum requirements (use 
accounting principle of a checklist etc) 

AM Coordinator 240 hours Current 

32 Meet Tas Audit Office AM requirements: 
- Develop maintenance plans 
- Annual RUL assessment (condition, capacity 

& function) 
- Annual depreciation method assessment 
- Disposal of assets 
- Report annually on renewal & upgrade/new 
- (others as identified) 

AM Coordinator 120 hours Current 

33 Develop service levels responses for defect 
identification, eg potholes (depth, size, location) 

AM Coordinator 40 hours Current 

34 Implement new Council Road Hierarchy AM Coordinator 20 hours Current 
 

Stormwater 

35 Develop data collection systems for new assets  from 
works programme  

 CWP jobs first  

 Relate to Special Condition of Contract format  

 sub division assets 

AM Coordinator 40 hours 
 

Current 

36 Develop catchment plan with risk overlay. Based on; 
Flooding ,Environment & Development 

Technical Officer 
Stormwater 

120 hours Current 

37 Stormwater modelling  

 Develop standard for modelling reports (eg Harley 
Parade catchment) 

 Update GIS & asset register data to include asset 
IDs 

 Pick up data (include open drains)  

 Asset IDs linked to modelling data 

 Look at adding modelling data to conquest not GIS 
tables 

 Quantify extent of network for catchment 
modelling (length of network, number of 
catchments, priority) 

 Consultant to assist with data management 

Technical Officer 
Stormwater 

40 hours + $10K 
consulting  

Current 

38 Stormwater modelling  

 Pick up data including open drains & updated 
existing data 

 Update GIS/Asset register attributes for modelling  

Technical Officer 
Stormwater 

160 hours Current 
(ongoing) 

Current 

39 Asset & GIS officers to develop: 

 standard requirements for data to be recorded in 
Conquest & GIS 

 best process for modelling data management 
(MapInfo tables – Conquest) 

AM Coordinator 40 hours Current 

40 Inspections to respond to heavy rainfall events & 
onsite truthing during and after flood events. 
Record defects/actions against stormwater assets (eg 
pits, pipes) from flood events 

Technical Officer 
Stormwater & Works 

40 hours Current 
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Table 7.2:  Improvement Plan continued - by AMP 

41 Asset handover at PC : 

 Include all construction costs 

 useful life (including consideration of function, 
capacity & condition)  

 Valuation considerations (eg unit rates) 

 Renewal requirements & timeframes specified 

 Specify minimum maintenance standard, 
inspections requirements & timeframes (eg rain 
gardens) 

 Maintenance actions & reminders action tasks 
recorded in Conquest, at time of asset handover. 
Include list of works done prior year & add to new 
actions for current year 

AM Coordinator 40 hours Current 

 

7.3 Monitoring and Review Procedures 

The SAMP has a life of 4 years (Council election cycle) and is due for complete revision and updating within 12 months 
of each Council election. 

The SAMP is reviewed and updated annually to ensure this document’s currency and accuracy is maintained. 

7.4 Performance Measures 

The effectiveness of the SAMP can be measured in the following ways: 

 The degree to which the required projected expenditures identified in this SAMP are incorporated into the 
organisation’s LTFP 

 The degree to which 1-5 year detailed works programmes, budgets, business plans and organisational structures 
take into account the ‘global’ works programme trends provided by the summarised AMPs 

 The degree to which the existing and projected service levels and service consequences (what we cannot do),risks 
and residual risks are incorporated into the organisation’s Strategic Plan and associated plans 

 The Asset Renewal Funding Ratio achieving the target of 100% (AMP renewal verses budgeted renewal) 
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Appendix A  Summary Levels of Service for Services 

Table A1: Summary Technical Levels of Service – Roads 

Service 
Attribute 

Service Objective Activity Measure 
Process 

Current Performance * Desired for Optimum Lifecycle 
Cost ** 

Agreed Sustainable Position *** 

TECHNICAL LEVELS OF SERVICE  

Operations Provide a safe and 
reliable road network 

 Reactive and programmed 
activities 

Develop programmed approach to 
operational activities 

Costed services levels delivered over a 
planned programme approach 

  Budget $33,800 $34,000 $34,000 

Maintenance Provide a safe and 
reliable road network 

 Reactive and proactive repairs Move to high number of proactive 
and planned maintenance tasks 

Cost effective planned maintenance 
activities that reduces overall cost to 
Council 

  Budget $1,880,600 $1,900,000 $1,900,000 

Renewal Planned renewal of 
road network assets 

 Renewal budget as per Transport 
AMP generic budget allocations 

Renewal to included road condition 
data 

Renewal budget based on AMP 
budget informed by road condition 
survey 

  Budget $2,765,000 (included additional 
R2R funding) 

$2,251,000 $2,765,000 (due to additional R2R 
funding) 

Upgrade/New Upgrade road network 
as per road hierarchy 
and strategic planning 

 Ad hoc upgrade of roads based on 
road hierarchy & new demand from 
Westbury Rd transport study 

Upgrade/New budget as per 
Transport AMP & aligns to aligned 
to Strategic Plans & objectives 

Upgrade/New budget as per 
Transport AMP & aligns to aligned to 
Strategic Plans & objectives 

  Budget $1,205,000 $1,128,000 $1,128,000 

Note: *      Current activities and costs (currently funded). 
 **    Desired activities and costs to sustain current service levels and achieve minimum lifecycle costs (not currently funded). 

*** Activities and costs communicated and agreed with the community as being sustainable (funded position following trade-offs, managing risks and delivering agreed service 
levels).  
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Table A2: Summary Technical Levels of Service - Stormwater 

Service 
Attribute 

Service Objective Activity Measure 
Process 

Current Performance * Desired for Optimum Lifecycle 
Cost ** 

Agreed Sustainable Position *** 

TECHNICAL LEVELS OF SERVICE  

Operations Provide a safe &  
effective network which 
minimises flooding 

 Both planned and reactive tasks in 
an ad hoc approach 

Developed programme of routine 
tasks to minimise costs &  reduce 
reactive responses to issues 

Developed programme of routine 
tasks to minimise costs &  reduce 
reactive responses to issues 

  Budget $71,600 $71,600 $71,600 

Maintenance Provide a safe &  
effective network which 
minimises flooding 

 Reactive maintenance activities Understand cost/benefit of current 
maintenance techniques 

Develop cost effective maintenance 
treatments, adopting planned 
programme approach 

  Budget $127,600 $127,600 $127,600 

Renewal Planned renewal of 
stormwater assets 

 Renewals identified from network 
modelling, low level of confidence 
in renewal demand 

Ensure stormwater assets reach the 
end of their useful life or remaining 
life aligns with predicted renewals 

Ensure stormwater assets reach the 
end of their useful life or remaining 
life aligns with predicted renewals 

  Budget $61,000 $25,000 $25,000 

Upgrade/New Upgrade to address 
identified network 
deficiencies 

 Low level of confidence in quantity 
of upgrade demand to address 
network deficiencies  

Upgrade/New budget as per AMP 
& aligns to aligned to Strategic 
Plans & objectives 

Upgrade/New budget as per AMP & 
aligns to aligned to Strategic Plans & 
outcomes from stormwater 
modelling  

  Budget $550,000 $227,000 $227,000 

Note: *      Current activities and costs (currently funded). 
 **    Desired activities and costs to sustain current service levels and achieve minimum lifecycle costs (not currently funded). 

*** Activities and costs communicated and agreed with the community as being sustainable (funded position following trade-offs, managing risks and delivering agreed service 
levels).  
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Table A3: Summary Technical Levels of Service - Bridges 

Service 
Attribute 

Service Objective Activity Measure 
Process 

Current Performance * Desired for Optimum Lifecycle 
Cost ** 

Agreed Sustainable Position *** 

TECHNICAL LEVELS OF SERVICE  

Operations Provide a safe & 
appropriate bridge 
network  

 Both planned and reactive tasks  Develop planned approach for 
operational tasks 

Reduce reliance on unplanned tasks 
& reduce operating cost over the long 
term  

  Budget $55,000 $55,000 $55,0000 

Maintenance Provide a safe & 
appropriate bridge 
network 

 Work identified from BMS 
inspections 

Understand cost/benefit of current 
maintenance techniques 

Develop cost effective maintenance 
treatments, adopting planned 
programme approach 

  Budget $98,000 $98,000 $98,000 

Renewal Renewal of bridges as 
per BMS programme  

 Renewal of timber bridges with 
concrete structures 

Reduce lifecycle costs of bridges Reduce lifecycle costs of bridges and 
maintain or extend life of both timber 
& concrete structures 

  Budget $1,047,000 $979,000 $979,000 

Upgrade/New Safety upgrades and 
widening as identified 
appropriate   

 Nil  Guardrail upgrades Guardrail upgrades &  widening of 
selected bridges were  demonstrated 
need has been identified 

  Budget $0 $30,000 $30,000 

Note: *      Current activities and costs (currently funded). 
 **    Desired activities and costs to sustain current service levels and achieve minimum lifecycle costs (not currently funded). 

*** Activities and costs communicated and agreed with the community as being sustainable (funded position following trade-offs, managing risks and delivering agreed service 
levels).  
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Table A4: Summary Technical Levels of Service - Buildings 

Service 
Attribute 

Service Objective Activity Measure 
Process 

Current Performance * Desired for Optimum Lifecycle 
Cost ** 

Agreed Sustainable Position *** 

TECHNICAL LEVELS OF SERVICE  

Operations Provide safe buildings  Routine tasks undertaken on an as 
needed and routine basis 

Develop planned tasks to maximise 
cost saving of routine tasks 

Develop planned tasks to maximise 
cost saving of routine tasks 

  Budget $686,500 $686,500 $686,500 

Maintenance Provide safe buildings & 
ensure they reach their 
intended life 

 Planned and reactive maintenance 
undertaken tasks undertaken on an 
as needed and routine basis 

Utilise proactive maintenance 
activities to maximise benefits of 
cost saving & reduce reactive issues  

Utilise proactive maintenance 
activities to maximise benefits of cost 
saving & reduce reactive issues 

  Budget $155,300 $155,300 $155,300 

Renewal Building components 
replaced based on 
planned renewals 

 Planned renewals detailed in 
Building AMP 

Develop optimum renewal which 
aligns to AMP based on condition 
assessments & component  register 

Develop optimum renewal which 
aligns to AMP based on condition 
assessments & component  register 

  Budget $290,000 $224,000 $224,000 

Upgrade/New New buildings & major 
upgrades are delivered 
in line with strategic 
objectives 

 Upgrade & new assets detailed in 
Building AMP 

New & upgrades align with 
strategic planning, lifecycle costs 
impact considered during project 
assessment and selection 

New & upgrades align with strategic 
planning, lifecycle costs impact 
considered during project assessment 
and selection 

  Budget $126,000 $46,000 $46,000 

Note: *      Current activities and costs (currently funded). 
 **    Desired activities and costs to sustain current service levels and achieve minimum lifecycle costs (not currently funded). 

*** Activities and costs communicated and agreed with the community as being sustainable (funded position following trade-offs, managing risks and delivering agreed service 
levels).  
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Table A5: Summary Technical Levels of Service – Recreation 

Service 
Attribute 

Service Objective Activity Measure 
Process 

Current Performance * Desired for Optimum Lifecycle 
Cost ** 

Agreed Sustainable Position *** 

TECHNICAL LEVELS OF SERVICE  

Operations Provide safe & reliable 
park, reserves and 
sports grounds 

 Routine tasks undertaken on an as 
needed and routine basis 

Identify levels of service and cost to 
deliver these service 

Move to costed levels of service 
delivered on a structured planned 
approach 

  Budget $593,500 $593,500 $593,500 

Maintenance Provide safe & reliable 
park, reserves and 
sports grounds 

 Planned and reactive maintenance 
undertaken tasks undertaken on an 
as needed and routine basis 

Identify levels of service and cost to 
deliver these service 

Move to costed levels of service 
delivered on a structured planned 
approach 

  Budget $259,500 $259,500 $259,500 

Renewal Planned renewal of 
land improvement 
assets 

 Planned renewals detailed in 
Recreation AMP 

Develop optimum renewal which 
aligns to AMP based on condition 
assessments & complete register 

Develop optimum renewal which 
aligns to AMP based on condition 
assessments & complete register 

  Budget $110,000 $250,000 $250,000 

Upgrade/New New & major upgrade 
of land improvement 
assets align to strategic 
objectives 

 Upgrade & new assets detailed in 
Recreation AMP 

New & upgrades align with 
strategic planning, lifecycle costs 
impact considered during project 
assessment and selection 

New & upgrades align with strategic 
planning, lifecycle costs impact 
considered during project assessment 
and selection 

  Budget $70,000 $271,000 $271,000 

Note: *      Current activities and costs (currently funded). 
 **    Desired activities and costs to sustain current service levels and achieve minimum lifecycle costs (not currently funded). 

*** Activities and costs communicated and agreed with the community as being sustainable (funded position following trade-offs, managing risks and delivering agreed service 
levels).  
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Appendix B  Projected Capital Renewal Programme 

Roads 

  
Meander Valley  

 

 
Projected Capital Renewal Works Programme - Transport 

 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2015   Network Renewals   

  1 201.k - Reseals $730 

  2 201.j - Capital Gravelling $310 

  3 201.l - Urban Asphalting $270 

  4 201.b - Footpath renewal $105 

  5 201.f - Road Reconstruction $550 

  6 201.i - Street Trees $70 

2015   Total $2,035 

  
    

2016   Network Renewals   

  1 201.k - Reseals $752 

  2 201.j - Capital Gravelling $301 

  3 201.l - Urban Asphalting $401 

  4 201.b - Footpath renewal $166 

  5 201.f - Road Reconstruction $552 

  6 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, drainage, lighting) $30 

  7 201.g - Kerb Renewals $50 

2016   Total $2,251 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2017   Network Renewals   

  1 201.k - Reseals $752 

  2 201.j - Capital Gravelling $301 

  3 201.l - Urban Asphalting $401 

  4 201.b - Footpath renewal $166 

  5 201.f - Road Reconstruction $552 

  6 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, drainage, lighting) $30 

  7 201.g - Kerb Renewals $50 

2017   Total $2,251 

  
    

2018   Network Renewals Estimate 

  1 201.k - Reseals $752 

  2 201.j - Capital Gravelling $301 

  3 201.l - Urban Asphalting $401 

  4 201.b - Footpath renewal $166 

  5 201.f - Road Reconstruction $552 

  6 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, drainage, lighting) $30 

  7 201.g - Kerb Renewals $50 

2018   Total $2,251 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2019   Network Renewals   

  1 201.k - Reseals $752 

  2 201.j - Capital Gravelling $301 

  3 201.l - Urban Asphalting $401 

  4 201.b - Footpath renewal $166 

  5 201.f - Road Reconstruction $552 

  6 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, drainage, lighting) $30 

  7 201.g - Kerb Renewals $50 

2019   Total $2,251 
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Roads cont. 

2020   Network Renewals   

  1 201.k - Reseals $752 

  2 201.j - Capital Gravelling $301 

  3 201.l - Urban Asphalting $401 

  4 201.b - Footpath renewal $166 

  5 201.f - Road Reconstruction $552 

  6 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, drainage, lighting) $30 

  7 201.g - Kerb Renewals $50 

2020   Total $2,251 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2021   Network Renewals   

  1 201.k - Reseals $752 

  2 201.j - Capital Gravelling $301 

  3 201.l - Urban Asphalting $401 

  4 201.b - Footpath renewal $166 

  5 201.f - Road Reconstruction $552 

  6 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, drainage, lighting) $30 

  7 201.g - Kerb Renewals $50 

2021   Total $2,251 

  
    

2022   Network Renewals   

  1 201.k - Reseals $752 

  2 201.j - Capital Gravelling $301 

  3 201.l - Urban Asphalting $401 

  4 201.b - Footpath renewal $166 

  5 201.f - Road Reconstruction $552 

  6 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, drainage, lighting) $30 

  7 201.g - Kerb Renewals $50 

2022   Total $2,251 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2023   Network Renewals   

  1 201.k - Reseals $752 

  2 201.j - Capital Gravelling $301 

  3 201.l - Urban Asphalting $401 

  4 201.b - Footpath renewal $166 

  5 201.f - Road Reconstruction $552 

  6 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, drainage, lighting) $30 

  7 201.g - Kerb Renewals $50 

2023   Total $2,251 

  
    

2024   Network Renewals   

  1 201.k - Reseals $752 

  2 201.j - Capital Gravelling $301 

  3 201.l - Urban Asphalting $401 

  4 201.b - Footpath renewal $166 

  5 201.f - Road Reconstruction $552 

  6 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, drainage, lighting) $30 

  7 201.g - Kerb Renewals $50 

2024   Total $2,251 
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 Stormwater 

  
Meander Valley  

 
 

Projected Capital Renewal Works Programme - Stormwater 
 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2015   Network Renewals   

  1 351 - Meander Valley Road Stormwater Renewal $10 

2015   Total $10 

2016   Network Renewals   

  1 351 - Stormwater renewals resulting from capacity restraints $25 

2016   Total $25 

2017   Network Renewals   

  1 351 - Stormwater works (inc new, capacity restraints, WSUD and management of 80/45/45) $50 

2017   Total $50 

2018   Network Renewals Estimate 

  1 351 - Stormwater renewals resulting from capacity restraints $50 

2018   Total $50 

2019   Network Renewals   

  1 351 - Stormwater renewals resulting from capacity restraints $50 

2019   Total $50 

2020   Network Renewals   

  1 351 - Stormwater renewals resulting from capacity restraints $50 

2020   Total $50 

2021   Network Renewals   

  1 351 - Stormwater renewals resulting from capacity restraints $50 

2021   Total $50 

2022   Network Renewals   

  1 351 - Stormwater renewals resulting from capacity restraints $50 

2022   Total $50 

2023   Network Renewals   

  1 351 - Stormwater renewals resulting from capacity restraints $50 

2023   Total $50 

2024   Network Renewals   

  1 351 - Stormwater renewals resulting from capacity restraints $50 

2024   Total $50 

 

Buildings 

  
Meander Valley  

 
 

Projected Capital Renewal Works Programme - Buildings 
 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2015   Network Renewals   

  1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting, Kitchen $15 

  2 525b - Fitout, External, Internal, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $110 

2015   Total $125 

2016   Network Renewals   

  1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting, Services $72 

  2 525b - Fitout, External, Internal, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting, Security System $31 

  3 100b - HVAC $35 

 
4 525B - DEMOLITION OF 432 WESTBURY ROAD (SUBJECT TO SALE OF MATERIALS)*         $50 

  5 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM RENEWALS $25 

  6 515b - change room repairs $10 

2016   Total $224 

2017   Network Renewals   

  1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $36 

  2 525b - Fitout, External, Internal, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting, Flooring $31 

  3 525B - WSC INDUCTION LIGHTING (CEEP FUTURE FUND)* $10 

  4 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM RENEWALS $25 

  5 525b - Asbestos (proposed Del Racecourse) (Prioritised Removal of Asbestos) (was 505b)* $31 

2017   Total $134 
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Buildings Cont. 

2018   Network Renewals Estimate 

  1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $68 

  2 525b - Fitout, External, Internal, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $21 

  3 100b - HVAC $30 

  4 525B - WSC KITCHEN REFURBISHMENT* $20 

  5 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM RENEWALS $25 

2018   Total $164 

2019   Network Renewals   

  1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $68 

  2 525b - Fitout, External, Internal, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $21 

  3 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM RENEWALS $25 

2019   Total $114 

2020   Network Renewals   

  1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $68 

  2 525b - Fitout, External, Internal, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $21 

  3 100b - HVAC $30 

  4 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM RENEWALS $25 

2020   Total $144 

2021   Network Renewals   

  1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $68 

  2 525b - Fitout, External, Internal, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $21 

  3 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM RENEWALS $25 

2021   Total $114 

2022   Network Renewals   

  1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $68 

  2 525b - Fitout, External, Internal, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $21 

  3 100b - HVAC $30 

  4 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM RENEWALS $25 

2022   Total $144 

2023   Network Renewals   

  1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $68 

  2 525b - Fitout, External, Internal, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $21 

  3 525B - DEMOLITION OF CHANGE ROOMS AND GRANDSTAND DELORAINE FC* $50 

  4 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM RENEWALS $25 

2023   Total $164 

2024   Network Renewals   

  1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $68 

  2 525b - Fitout, External, Internal, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $21 

  3 100b - HVAC $30 

  4 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM RENEWALS $25 

2024   Total $144 

 

Bridges 

  
Meander Valley  

 
 

Projected Capital Renewal Works Programme - Bridges 
 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2015   Network Renewals   

  1 210 - Bridge Renewals $1,065 

2015   Total $1,065 

2016   Network Renewals   

  1 Bridge Renewals $959 

  2 210 - Scoping Budget $20 

2016   Total $979 

2017   Network Renewals   

  1 Bridge Renewals (inc Union Bridge $800k) $1,360 

2017   Total $1,360 

2018   Network Renewals Estimate 

  1 Bridge Renewals (inc Union Bridge $800k) $1,686 

2018   Total $1,686 

INFRA 1



- 44 - 

MEANDER VALLEY COUNCIL – STRATEGIC ASSET MANAGEMENT PLAN  

Bridges Cont. 

2019   Network Renewals   

  1 Bridge Renewals $644 

2019   Total $644 

2020   Network Renewals   

  1 Bridge Renewals $707 

2020   Total $707 

2021   Network Renewals   

  1 Bridge Renewals $1,353 

2021   Total $1,353 

2022   Network Renewals   

  1 Bridge Renewals $964 

2022   Total $964 

2023   Network Renewals   

  1 Bridge Renewals $1,840 

2023   Total $1,840 

2024   Network Renewals   

  1 Bridge Renewals $277 

2024   Total $277 

 

Recreation 

 

  

Meander Valley  
 

 

Projected Capital Renewal Works Programme - Recreation 
 

   

($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2015   Network Renewals   

  1 525r - Rec Ground Renewals (PVP, Rec Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, BMX, Furniture, etc) $115 

  2 565r - Park Renewals (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, BMX, Outdoor gym, Trails, Trees, Furniture) $20 

2015   Total $135 

  

    

2016   Network Renewals   

  1 525r - Rec Ground Renewals (PVP, Rec Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, BMX, Furniture, etc) $100 

  2 565r - Park Renewals (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, BMX, Outdoor gym, Trails, Trees, Furniture) $150 

2016   Total $250 

   

$0 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2017   Network Renewals   

  1 525r - Rec Ground Renewals (PVP, Rec Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, BMX, Furniture, etc) $100 

  2 565r - Park Renewals (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, BMX, Outdoor gym, Trails, Trees, Furniture) $150 

2017   Total $250 

  

    

2018   Network Renewals Estimate 

  1 525r - Rec Ground Renewals (PVP, Rec Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, BMX, Furniture, etc) $100 

  2 565r - Park Renewals (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, BMX, Outdoor gym, Trails, Trees, Furniture) $150 

2018   Total $250 

   

$0 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2019   Network Renewals   

  1 525r - Rec Ground Renewals (PVP, Rec Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, BMX, Furniture, etc) $100 

  2 565r - Park Renewals (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, BMX, Outdoor gym, Trails, Trees, Furniture) $150 

2019   Total $250 

    2020   Network Renewals   

  1 525r - Rec Ground Renewals (PVP, Rec Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, BMX, Furniture, etc) $100 

  2 565r - Park Renewals (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, BMX, Outdoor gym, Trails, Trees, Furniture) $150 

2020   Total $250 

   

$0 

INFRA 1
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Land Improvements Cont. 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2021   Network Renewals   

  1 525r - Rec Ground Renewals (PVP, Rec Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, BMX, Furniture, etc) $100 

  2 565r - Park Renewals (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, BMX, Outdoor gym, Trails, Trees, Furniture) $150 

2021   Total $250 

  

    

2022   Network Renewals   

  1 525r - Rec Ground Renewals (PVP, Rec Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, BMX, Furniture, etc) $100 

  2 565r - Park Renewals (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, BMX, Outdoor gym, Trails, Trees, Furniture) $150 

2022   Total $250 

   

$0 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2023   Network Renewals   

  1 525r - Rec Ground Renewals (PVP, Rec Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, BMX, Furniture, etc) $100 

  2 565r - Park Renewals (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, BMX, Outdoor gym, Trails, Trees, Furniture) $150 

2023   Total $250 

  

    

2024   Network Renewals   

  1 525r - Rec Ground Renewals (PVP, Rec Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, BMX, Furniture, etc) $100 

  2 565r - Park Renewals (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, BMX, Outdoor gym, Trails, Trees, Furniture) $150 

2024   Total $250 

INFRA 1
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Appendix C   Projected Upgrade/Exp/New Capital Works Programme  

Roads 

  
Meander Valley  

 
 

Projected Capital Upgrade/New Works Programme - Transport 
 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2015 1 201.b - New Footpaths (inc major link, DDA and new) $291 

  2 201.g - Prospect Vale, Westbury Rd transport study $606 

  3 201.f - Road Reconstruction Upgrades $475 

  4 201.e - Main Street Kerbing upgrades (Meander Valley Rd, Mole Creek Rd) $63 

  5 201.i - Drainage Improvements  $50 

2015   Total $1,485 

2016 1 201.b - New Footpaths (inc major link, DDA and new) $100 

  2 201.g - Prospect Vale, Westbury Rd Transport Study $553 

  3 201.h - Road Safety Improvements $110 

  4 201.f - Road Reconstruction Upgrades $110 

  5 201.e - Main Street Upgrades $44 

  6 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, Lighting) $30 

  7 201.b - Blackstone Footpath Programme (+$300k State Funding 15/16) $150 

  8 201 I - Kerb and channel $30 

2016   Total $1,128 

2017 1 201.b - New Footpaths (inc major link, DDA and new) $100 

  2 201.h - Road Safety Improvements $110 

  3 201.f - Road Reconstruction Upgrades $110 

  4 201.e - Main Street Upgrades $44 

  5 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, Lighting) $30 

  6 201.b - Blackstone Footpath Programme $150 

  7 201 I - Kerb and channel $30 

  8 201.g - Prospect Vale, Westbury Rd Transport Study $602 

2017   Total $1,177 

2018 1 201.b - New Footpaths (inc major link, DDA and new) $100 

  2 201.h - Road Safety Improvements $110 

  3 201.f - Road Reconstruction Upgrades $110 

  4 201.e - Main Street Upgrades $44 

  5 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, Lighting) $30 

  6 201.b - Blackstone Footpath Programme $150 

  7 201 I - Kerb and channel $30 

  8 201.g - Prospect Vale, Westbury Rd Transport Study $602 

2018   Total $1,177 

2019 1 201.b - New Footpaths (inc major link, DDA and new) $100 

  2 201.h - Road Safety Improvements $110 

  3 201.f - Road Reconstruction Upgrades $110 

  4 201.e - Main Street Upgrades $44 

  5 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, Lighting) $30 

  6 201 I - Kerb and channel $30 

2019   Total $425 

2020 1 201.b - New Footpaths (inc major link, DDA and new) $100 

  2 201.h - Road Safety Improvements $110 

  3 201.f - Road Reconstruction Upgrades $110 

  4 201.e - Main Street Upgrades $44 

  5 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, Lighting) $30 

  6 201 I - Kerb and channel $30 

2020   Total $425 

2021 1 201.b - New Footpaths (inc major link, DDA and new) $100 

  2 201.h - Road Safety Improvements $110 

  3 201.f - Road Reconstruction Upgrades $110 

  4 201.e - Main Street Upgrades $44 

  5 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, Lighting) $30 

  6 201 I - Kerb and channel $30 

2021   Total $425 

INFRA 1
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Road Cont. 

2022 1 201.b - New Footpaths (inc major link, DDA and new) $100 

  2 201.h - Road Safety Improvements $110 

  3 201.f - Road Reconstruction Upgrades $110 

  4 201.e - Main Street Upgrades $44 

  5 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, Lighting) $30 

  6 201 I - Kerb and channel $30 

2022   Total $425 

2023 1 201.b - New Footpaths (inc major link, DDA and new) $100 

  2 201.h - Road Safety Improvements $110 

  3 201.f - Road Reconstruction Upgrades $110 

  4 201.e - Main Street Upgrades $44 

  5 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, Lighting) $30 

  6 201 I - Kerb and channel $30 

2023   Total $425 

2024 1 201.b - New Footpaths (inc major link, DDA and new) $100 

  2 201.h - Road Safety Improvements $110 

  3 201.f - Road Reconstruction Upgrades $110 

  4 201.e - Main Street Upgrades $44 

  5 201.i - Miscellaneous (Street Trees, Lighting) $30 

  6 201 I - Kerb and channel $30 

2024   Total $425 

 

Stormwater 

 
 

 
Meander Valley  

 
 

Projected Capital Upgrade/New Works Programme - Stormwater 
 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2015 1 351 - Stormwater works (inc new, capacity restraints, WSUD and management of 80/45/45) $250 

  2 351 - Stormwater upgrade, Emu Bay Rd $75 

  3 351 - Stormwater improvements on Meander Valley Rd $37 

  4 351 - Upgrade to rain garden, Martins Lane Exton $15 

2015   Total $377 

  
  ($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2016 1 351 -Stormwater works (inc modelling, new, capacity restraints, WSUD & 80/45/45 management) $227 

2016   Total $227 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2017 1 351 -Stormwater works (inc modelling, new, capacity restraints, WSUD & 80/45/45 management) $201 

2017   Total $201 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2018 1 351 -Stormwater works (inc modelling, new, capacity restraints, WSUD & 80/45/45 management) $201 

2018   Total $201 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2019 1 351 -Stormwater works (inc modelling, new, capacity restraints, WSUD & 80/45/45 management) $201 

2019   Total $201 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2020 1 351 -Stormwater works (inc modelling, new, capacity restraints, WSUD & 80/45/45 management) $201 

2020   Total $201 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2021 1 351 -Stormwater works (inc modelling, new, capacity restraints, WSUD & 80/45/45 management) $201 

2021   Total $201 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2022 1 351 -Stormwater works (inc modelling, new, capacity restraints, WSUD & 80/45/45 management) $201 

INFRA 1



- 48 - 

MEANDER VALLEY COUNCIL – STRATEGIC ASSET MANAGEMENT PLAN  

Stormwater Cont. 

2022   Total $201 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2023 1 351 -Stormwater works (inc modelling, new, capacity restraints, WSUD & 80/45/45 management) $201 

2023   Total $201 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2024 1 351 -Stormwater works (inc modelling, new, capacity restraints, WSUD & 80/45/45 management) $201 

2024   Total $201 

 

Bridges 

  
Meander Valley  

 
 

Projected Capital Upgrade/New Works Programme - Bridges 
 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2015 1 210 - Bridge Renewal Upgrade $470 

  2 210 - Guardrail Upgrades $40 

2015   Total $510 

  
  ($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2016 1 210 - Guardrail Upgrades $30 

2016   Total $30 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2017 1 210 - Guardrail Upgrades $30 

  2 Union Bridge Widening $201 

2017   Total $231 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2018 1 210 - Guardrail Upgrades $30 

  2 Union Bridge Widening $201 

2018   Total $231 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2019 1 210 - Guardrail Upgrades $30 

2019   Total $30 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2020 1 210 - Guardrail Upgrades $30 

2020   Total $30 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2021 1 210 - Guardrail Upgrades $30 

2021   Total $30 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2022 1 210 - Guardrail Upgrades $30 

2022   Total $30 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2023 1 210 - Guardrail Upgrades $30 

2023   Total $30 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2024 1 210 - Guardrail Upgrades $30 

2024   Total $30 
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Buildings 

  
Meander Valley  

 
 

Projected Capital Upgrade/New Works Programme - Buildings 
 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2015 1 505b - Roof, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting, Kitchen $32 

  2 525b - Club Room Upgrade $238 

2015   Total $270 

  
  ($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2016 1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $5 

  2 525b - Security $16 

  3 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM UPGRADES $25 

2016   Total $46 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2017 1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $5 

  2 525b - Flooring $5 

  3 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM UPGRADES $25 

2017   Total $35 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2018 1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $5 

  2 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM UPGRADES $25 

2018   Total $30 

    Year Item Description Estimate  

2019 1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $5 

  2 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM UPGRADES $25 

2019   Total $30 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2020 1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $5 

  2 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM UPGRADES $25 

2020   Total $30 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2021 1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $5 

  2 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM UPGRADES $25 

2021   Total $30 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2022 1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $5 

  2 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM UPGRADES $25 

2022   Total $30 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2023 1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $5 

  2 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM UPGRADES $25 

2023   Total $30 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2024 1 505b - Roof, Asbestos, Rewire, Flooring, Lighting $5 

  2 525B - SPORTS CLUBROOM UPGRADES $25 

2024   Total $30 
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Recreation 

  
Meander Valley  

 
 

Projected Capital Upgrade/New Works Programme - Recreation 
 

   
($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2015 1 525r - Rec Ground Improvements (PVP, Sport Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, Furniture, etc) $509 

  2 565r - Park Renewals Improvements (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, Outdoor gym, Trails, Furniture) $37 

2015   Total $546 

  
  ($000) 

Year Item Description Estimate  

2016 1 525r - Rec Ground Improvements (PVP, Sport Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, Furniture, etc) $223 

  2 565r - Park Renewals Improvements (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, Outdoor gym, Trails, Furniture) $47 

2016   Total $271 

    Year Item Description Estimate  

2017 1 525r - Rec Ground Improvements (PVP, Sport Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, Furniture, etc) $223 

  2 565r - Park Renewals Improvements (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, Outdoor gym, Trails, Furniture) $47 

2017   Total $271 

  
    

Year Item Description Estimate  

2018 1 525r - Rec Ground Improvements (PVP, Sport Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, Furniture, etc) $223 

  2 565r - Park Renewals Improvements (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, Outdoor gym, Trails, Furniture) $47 

2018   Total $271 

    Year Item Description Estimate  

2019 1 525r - Rec Ground Improvements (PVP, Sport Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, Furniture, etc) $223 

  2 565r - Park Renewals Improvements (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, Outdoor gym, Trails, Furniture) $47 

2019   Total $271 

    Year Item Description Estimate  

2020 1 525r - Rec Ground Improvements (PVP, Sport Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, Furniture, etc) $223 

  2 565r - Park Renewals Improvements (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, Outdoor gym, Trails, Furniture) $47 

2020   Total $271 

    Year Item Description Estimate  

2021 1 525r - Rec Ground Improvements (PVP, Sport Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, Furniture, etc) $223 

  2 565r - Park Renewals Improvements (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, Outdoor gym, Trails, Furniture) $47 

2021   Total $271 

  
    

Year Item Description Estimate  

2022 1 525r - Rec Ground Improvements (PVP, Sport Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, Furniture, etc) $223 

  2 565r - Park Renewals Improvements (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, Outdoor gym, Trails, Furniture) $47 

2022   Total $271 

    Year Item Description Estimate  

2023 1 525r - Rec Ground Improvements (PVP, Sport Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, Furniture, etc) $223 

  2 565r - Park Renewals Improvements (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, Outdoor gym, Trails, Furniture) $47 

2023   Total $271 

  
    

Year Item Description Estimate  

2024 1 525r - Rec Ground Improvements (PVP, Sport Grounds, Playgrounds, Skate parks, Furniture, etc) $223 

  2 565r - Park Renewals Improvements (Waterways, Playgds, Skate parks, Outdoor gym, Trails, Furniture) $47 

2024   Total $271 

 

 

 

INFRA 1
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Appendix D  Unfunded Initiatives and Capital Works proposals 

Projects generated from the following strategic documents have not been formally approved by Council. 

Roads 

 Blackstone Heights/Prospect Vale Structure Plan  

 Hadspen Outline Development Plan (ODP) 

 Westbury ODP 
 

Stormwater 

 Blackstone/Prospect Structure Plan  

 Hadspen ODP 

 Westbury ODP 
 

Bridges 

 Nil 

Buildings 

None identified 

Recreation 

 Blackstone/Prospect Structure Plan  

 Hadspen ODP and Open Space Plan (OSP) 

 Westbury ODP and OSP  

 Deloraine OSP 

 Water ways booklet 

 Recreation and reserve play-space/scape improvements 
 

 

 

Appendix E  Tasmanian Audit Office – Report No 5 2013-14 Recommendations 

A summary outline of the 23 recommendations is detailed on pages 8 to 10 in the report. 

Link to Report No 5 2013-14 Infrastructure Financial Accounting in Local Government 

 

INFRA 1
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Appendix F  Asset Revaluation Process 

The following detail outlines Meander Valley Council’s approach to asset revaluations.  

Fair Value - subsequent to the initial recognition of assets, non-current physical assets, other than Land 
Improvements, Plant and Equipment, Heritage and Intangibles, are measured at their fair value in accordance with 
AASB 116 Property, Plant & Equipment and AASB 13 Fair Value Measurement.  

Council reviews the carrying value of the individual classes of assets measured at fair value to ensure that each asset 
materially approximates its fair value.  Where the carrying value materially differs from the fair value at balance date, 
this would lead to a revaluation of this asset class. 

In addition, Council undertakes a formal revaluation of asset classes, measured on the fair value basis on a three-year 
rolling cycle. The valuation is performed either by experienced Council officers or independent experts. The cost of 
acquisitions and capital works during the year is considered to represent their fair value. 

When assets are revalued, the revaluation increments are credited directly to the asset revaluation reserve except to 
the extent that an increment reverses a prior year decrement for that class of asset that had been recognised as an 
expense in which case the increment is recognised as revenue up to the amount of the expense.   

Revaluation decrements are recognised as an expense except where prior increments are included in the asset 
revaluation surplus for that class of asset in which case the decrement is taken to the reserve to the extent of the 
remaining increments.  Within the same class of assets, revaluation increments and decrements within the year are 
offset. 
(Meander Valley Council - Annual Report 2014) 

Council annually reviews indicators that lead to the asset carrying value to materially differs from the fair value. 

The following indicators may require a revaluation out of the ordinary cycle: 

 Material change in costs 

 Material change to an index (ABS, CCI) 

 Unexpected and significant natural disaster 

Asset Classes revalued on a three cycle as detailed below (notwithstanding the effect of indicators): 

 2014-15 

o Land 
o Bridges 

 2015-16 

o Roads 

 2016-17 

o Stormwater 

 Buildings 

Asset classes not revalued and valued at historical cost: 

 Land Improvements 

 Plant and Equipment 

 Heritage 

 Intangible  

 Valuation 

 

Appendix G  Annual Reviews 

Detail annual review process and include recommendations from LGAT Financial Sustainability Practice Summary 14. 

The following link to LGAT Practice Summary 14 details the practice summary information for Annual Reviews. 

INFRA 1
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DECISION: 



Meander Valley Council Meeting Agenda – 14 July 2015  Page 196 

 

Councillor x moved and Councillor x seconded “that, pursuant to Regulation 15(1) of 

the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015, Council close the 

meeting to the public.” 

 

 

ITEMS FOR CLOSED SECTION OF THE MEETING: 

 

GOV 4  APPLICATIONS FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

GOV 5  STANDARDS PANEL REPOR 
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