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GUIDELINES FOR PUBLIC QUESTIONS 

Division 4 of the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2025 

 

This guide helps community members understand how to ask questions during Public Question Time 
at a Council meeting or sending in questions to be placed on the meeting Agenda, based on the 
Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2025, as well as any other determinations 
made by Council.   

Please remember, this time is for asking questions only—there will be no discussion or debate about 
the questions or the answers. 

 

How to Ask a Question: You can ask a question either: 

• In writing (before the meeting) (see questions on notice 
below), or 

• In person at a regular Council meeting (see questions 
without notice below). 

Your question must be about Council activities only. 

Purpose of Question Time: • This time is for asking questions, not for debating them. 

• Answers will be given, but there won’t be any discussion. 

Written Questions 
(Questions on Notice): 

 

• Must be sent at least 7 days before the meeting. 

• The 7-day period includes weekends and public holidays, 
but not the day you submit the question or the day of the 
meeting. 

• Title your submission clearly as “Question/s on Notice.” 

Verbal Questions (Questions 
Without Notice): 

 

• At least 15 minutes will be set aside during the meeting for 
these. 

• A maximum of three (3) questions will be allowed per 
person, per meeting. 

• You can’t ask about topics already on the meeting 
agenda. 

• If your question can’t be answered right away, it will be 
answered at the next meeting or as soon as possible. 

Rules for Asking Questions: 

 

Your question should: 

• Be short and clear; 

• Not be a statement; 

• Have little or no introduction. 

 

The Chairperson may reject your question if it: 

• Is offensive, defamatory, or illegal; 

• Doesn’t relate to Council business; 

• Is unclear, repetitive, or about confidential matters. 

 

 
 

 

 

https://www.legislation.tas.gov.au/view/whole/html/inforce/current/sr-2025-025?query=((PrintType%3D%22act.reprint%22+AND+Amending%3C%3E%22pure%22+AND+PitValid%3D%40pointInTime(20250708000000))+OR+(PrintType%3D%22act.reprint%22+AND+Amending%3D%22pure%22+AND+PitValid%3D%40pointInTime(20250708000000))+OR+(PrintType%3D%22reprint%22+AND+Amending%3C%3E%22pure%22+AND+PitValid%3D%40pointInTime(20250708000000))+OR+(PrintType%3D%22reprint%22+AND+Amending%3D%22pure%22+AND+PitValid%3D%40pointInTime(20250708000000)))+AND+Title%3D(%22meeting%22+AND+%22regulations%22)&dQuery=Document+Types%3D%22%3Cspan+class%3D%27dq-highlight%27%3EActs%3C%2Fspan%3E%2C+%3Cspan+class%3D%27dq-highlight%27%3EAmending+Acts%3C%2Fspan%3E%2C+%3Cspan+class%3D%27dq-highlight%27%3ESRs%3C%2Fspan%3E%2C+%3Cspan+class%3D%27dq-highlight%27%3EAmending+SRs%3C%2Fspan%3E%22%2C+Search+In%3D%22%3Cspan+class%3D%27dq-highlight%27%3ETitle%3C%2Fspan%3E%22%2C+All+Words%3D%22%3Cspan+class%3D%27dq-highlight%27%3Emeeting+regulations%3C%2Fspan%3E%22%2C+Point+In+Time%3D%22%3Cspan+class%3D%27dq-highlight%27%3E08%2F07%2F2025%3C%2Fspan%3E%22
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AGENDA of an Ordinary Meeting of Council 
Kingborough Civic Centre, 15 Channel Highway, Kingston 

Monday, 6 July 2026 at 5.30pm 

WELCOME 

The Chairperson will declare the meeting open and welcome all in attendance.  The Chairperson will 
advise all persons attending the meeting that they are to be respectful of, and considerate towards, 
other persons attending the meeting. 

AUDIO RECORDING 

The Chairperson will advise that Council meetings are recorded and made publicly available on its 
website.  In accordance with Council’s policy the Chairperson will request confirmation that the audio 
recording has commenced. 

1 ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF TRADITIONAL CUSTODIANS 

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

2 ATTENDEES 

Councillors:  

Acting Mayor Councillor C Street 
Councillor A Antolli 
Councillor D Bain 
Councillor G Cordover 
Councillor K Deane 
Councillor F Fox 
Councillor A Midgley 
Councillor M Richardson 
 

3 APOLOGIES 

 

4 CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the Minutes of the open session of the Council Meeting No.11 held on 15 June 2026 be 
confirmed as a true record. 
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5 WORKSHOPS HELD SINCE LAST COUNCIL MEETING 

Date Topic Detail Consultant 

22 June 2026 Social Media Policy & 
WHS Policies 

Blackmans Bay Water 
Quality 

Discussion on draft new 
council policies. 

Presentation on Blackmans 
Bay water quality 
investigation work undertaken 
to date. 

 

 

Dr Carryn Manicom - 
Marine Solutions 

 

 

6 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

In accordance with Regulation 10 of the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2025 
and Council’s adopted Code of Conduct, the Mayor requests Councillors to indicate whether they have, 
or are likely to have, a pecuniary interest (any pecuniary benefits or pecuniary detriment) or conflict of 
interest in any item on the Agenda. 

7 TRANSFER OF AGENDA ITEMS 

Are there any items, which the meeting believes, should be transferred from this agenda to the closed 
agenda or from the closed agenda to the open agenda, in accordance with the procedures allowed 
under Section 15 of the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2025. 

 

 

8 QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE FROM THE PUBLIC 

Council has determined that questions on notice or questions taken on notice from a previous meeting 
should not contain lengthy preambles or embellishments and should consist of a question only.  To this 
end, Council reserves the right to edit questions for brevity so as to table the question only, with some 
context if need be, for clarity. 
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9 QUESTIONS ON NOTICE FROM THE PUBLIC 

9.1 COMPLAINT REGARDING ODOUR FROM BURNING INCENSE LEWAN AVENUE 
(COUNCIL’S REFERENCE: 32.10):  

  

Emma McNab on behalf of Sarah and Phillip Freeman, Nicole Page, Elene Jonson and Barry 
Salter submitted the following question on notice: 

 

1. Can Council explain what criteria or threshold must be satisfied before it will investigate 
and/or take enforcement action in relation to odour complaints under the Environmental 
Management and Pollution Control Act 1994? Specifically, what factors are considered when 
determining whether an odour constitutes an environmental nuisance? 
 
2. Can Council detail the investigation undertaken in relation to our incense odour complaint, 
including: 

• the number and dates of site inspections; 
• the times of day at which inspections occurred; 
• whether any inspections were conducted during the evening, late night or outside normal 
business hours when the odour was reported to occur most frequently; 
• whether weather conditions and wind direction were considered; and 
• what evidence was relied upon in concluding that the statutory threshold for an environmental 
nuisance had not been met? 

3. During the investigation, Council officers advised complainants that Council's "hands were 
tied", that incense burning was a grey area, and that Council could not take enforcement action. 
However, Council's written response states that Council does have enforcement powers but 
determined that the threshold for action had not been met.  
Can Council explain why complainants were repeatedly advised that Council could not act, when 
Council's formal position in response to our complaint is that it can act where the statutory 
threshold is met? 
 
4.What rights are available to residents and ratepayers, who are experiencing repeated odour 
entering their property, affecting their health, wellbeing and ability to reasonably use and enjoy 
their homes and what does Council advise we do? 
 
5. In circumstances where multiple neighbouring households report the same recurring 
nuisance, what steps does Council take to ensure complainants can have confidence that 
investigations are sufficiently thorough, consistent and transparent before a decision is made not 
to take enforcement action? 
 
6. Does Council continue to stand by the decision that the odour complained of does not 
constitute an environmental nuisance, and if so, is Council satisfied that the investigation 
undertaken was sufficiently comprehensive to reach that conclusion?  
 
If Council is not satisfied that the investigation adequately assessed the frequency, timing and 
impact of the odour, will it commit to undertaking further investigation, including observations at 
times when the odour is reported to occur most frequently?  

Officer’s Response: 

Council has undertaken a thorough investigation in accordance with the relevant legislation and has 
adhered to the process outlined in Council’s Complaints Management Policy in relation to this 

https://assets.kingborough.tas.gov.au/uploads/2022/03/Complaints-Management_v2-1.pdf
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matter.  The Complaints Management Policy allows for both internal and external review of complaint 
outcomes and, in maintaining the integrity of the process, remains the appropriate avenue for raising 
and addressing any concerns or inquiries relating to this matter. 

Liz Quinn, Manager Environmental Services 

 
 

9.2 LCZ  

At the Council meeting on 15 June 2026, Natisha Knight asked the following questions without 
notice to the Chief Executive Officer, with a response that the question would be taken on notice: 

1. Has Council undertaken any assessment of the properties adversely affected by the Crown Road 
access issue?  

2. If such an assessment has been undertaken, will it be publicly available? 

3. If no assessment has been undertaken, how can Council be satisfied that the proposed zoning 
recommendations will not result in unintended restrictions on affected landowners, particularly 
where the issue was only formally acknowledged after the representations had already been 
lodged and hearings were underway? 

4. When did Council first become aware that Crown Road frontage may prevent or significantly 
impede development within the Rural and Landscape Conservation Zone? 

5. If Council was aware of this issue and knew which properties may be affected, why were those 
landowners not individually notified before the hearing process commenced, or at the very least 
before the hearings concluded, so that they could make fully informed representations to the 
Tasmanian Planning Commission? 

6. Further to that, given that this issue may directly affect property rights, development potential, and 
land value for individual landowners, how does Council consider publication in a general 
newsletter to satisfy the principles of transparency, procedural fairness and natural justice, 
particularly when affected landowners could have been identified and contacted directly? 

 

Officer’s Response: 

 

The following response provides a consolidated context and response to the questions raised at the 
Council meeting on 15 June 2026, noting that responses to each question are interrelated and cannot 
be appropriately addressed in isolation. 
 

Council has previously provided information on Crown Road access and the relevant State Planning 
Provisions (SPPs) in Council agendas dated 20 October 2025, 3 November 2025, 2 February 2026 
and 18 May 2026. Information has also been provided directly to the Kingborough Land Users Body 
and included in the Kingborough email newsletter. 
 

The requirement for new dwellings in the Rural, Agriculture and Landscape Conservation Zones 
(LCZ) to have lawful and permanent access to a public road is a requirement of the SPPs of the 
Tasmanian Planning Scheme (TPS), rather than a Council rule introduced through the draft Local 
Provisions Schedule (LPS) process. The SPPs were publicly released in 2017 and have been publicly 
accessible since that time.  
 
The issue is not specific to Kingborough, or to the Landscape Conservation Zone and similar issues 
have been / are being experienced in other Tasmanian municipalities with rural and regional areas 
where historical access arrangements have relied on Crown reserved roads.  

Council sought advice on this matter from Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania, and the 
advice received, together with landowner concerns, has been provided by Council to the Tasmanian 
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Planning Commission (TPC) and the State Planning Office (SPO). 
 

In preparing the draft LPS, Council was required to apply the LPS criteria and zone application 
guidelines. Under the TPS, there are many requirements across the different zones that have 
changed from the interim schemes which will result in impacts to future development, including this 
requirement.   Specific development standards contained in the SPPs are not matters that are 
assessed on a property-by-property basis when determining zoning.  

 

In relation to the identification of individual properties that may be impacted by this requirement, 
Council has previously advised, in February 2026, that it is not feasible to identify these from existing 
datasets. Determining this would require a manual, property-by-property assessment of all land 
proposed to transition to the relevant zones. For each property, officers would need to consider 
matters such as: 

 

• whether the property is vacant or contains an existing approved dwelling; 

• whether it has frontage or practical access to a road maintained by a road authority; 

• whether any access relies on a Crown reserved road; 

• whether there is an existing registered right of way, easement or other permanent legal access 
arrangement; 

• whether a right of way or easement over Crown land could be granted by the Crown; and 

• whether any other site-specific constraints affect access. 

 

Some of this data is not held by Council, and there is no consolidated dataset that could be reliably 
generated through spatial analysis or automated reporting. It would require individual title, tenure and 
access investigations for each potentially affected lot. 

 

In relation to whether Council advised that potentially impacted landowners would be contacted 
directly by letter, Council has reviewed previous Council meetings where the matter has been 
discussed in response to questions without notice. Officer’s have only advised that the information 
would be provided through the Kingborough LPS newsletter, rather than by direct letter to individual 
landowners. 

 

Council will continue to assess any future development applications in accordance with the planning 
scheme in force at the time. Where Crown Road access is relevant to an application, Council will 
consider all compliant options available to the applicant and will seek to support the most 
straightforward and least onerous lawful pathway available. Importantly, as previously advised, 
existing approved development is not required to retrospectively satisfy the new dwelling access 
standard. Council will also continue to raise these concerns through available mechanisms when they 
arise, including when the SPPs are reviewed. 

 

Council considers that this response, along with the information previously provided, remains relevant 
and do not have any further information available that can be shared regarding this matter. Council 
will provide updates if new advice or information becomes available from the relevant State agencies 
or the TPC.   

Deleeze Chetcuti, Director Environment, Development & Community Services 
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9.3 TPC HEARING 

  

At the Council meeting on 15 June 2026, Joel Hodson asked the following question without notice to 
the Chief Executive Officer, with a response that the question would be taken on notice: 

It was stated at a TPC hearing by the planning authority that we need more rural zone in 
Kingborough. Where has this new approach come from and why is there such an emphasis on run? 
Zone when the value of our agricultural production is so low, the fifth lowest of all LG's at only 0.45% 
of total state value, and where the predominant activity at 96 percent is grazing, which is also in no 
permit required in rural living zone.  

Officer’s Response: 

The reference at the hearing related to the Agriculture Zone, not the Rural Zone, and reflects the 
requirements of the Tasmanian Planning Scheme rather than a new local policy shift.  

The Agriculture Zone has been applied in accordance with LPS Guideline (please refer to the LPS 
supporting document - page 39), which requires all land suitable for agriculture to be identified using 
the State Government’s ‘Land Potentially Suitable for Agriculture Zone’ mapping on LISTmap, 
supported by local-level analysis. This process was refined in Kingborough using the AK Consultants 
Decision Tree methodology (2018), which filters mapping based on factors such as existing land use, 
capability, vegetation, and constraints, but still required detailed interpretation due to known 
inaccuracies and local conditions. To address this, Council further refined the approach through the 
RMCG Agricultural Profile, to better reflect actual land use patterns, mixed rural enterprises, and site-
specific constraints.   

While Kingborough contributes a relatively small share of Tasmania’s total agricultural value (around 
0.45%) and production is dominated by grazing, agriculture is still widely distributed, occurs across 
multiple land parcels, and is supported by a mix of higher-value intensive activities such as eggs, 
poultry, cherries, and cut flowers. Much of this production occurs on relatively small land areas, with 
only a small proportion of the municipal area actively farmed, but with additional land held as part of 
broader agricultural businesses. The methodology therefore focuses on protecting land with 
demonstrated or potential agricultural capability, not just current output to avoid fragmentation, 
support future diversification and expansion, and manage land-use conflict over the long term.  

Where the Agriculture Zone is not considered appropriate, the LPS Guidelines also recognise that the 
Rural Zone can provide protection for valuable agricultural land, while allowing for a broader range of 
compatible uses to be accommodated within that zone. 

The final zoning to be informed by public feedback and the Tasmanian Planning Commission's 
hearing process. 

Deleeze Chetcuti, Director Environment, Development & Community Services 

  

9.4 CCTV CAMERAS 

 

At the Council meeting on 15 June 2026, Boyden Hingston-Muir asked the following question without 
notice to the Chief Executive Officer, with a response that the question would be taken on notice: 

1. In light of the recent assaults we have seen in our community, can Council confirm whether its 
CCTV coverage at the Kingston Bus Interchange is limited to partial coverage of the B Stop area 
in front of the banks by the cameras mounted on the front of Dave Noodles, and that there is 

https://assets.kingborough.tas.gov.au/uploads/2025/04/Supporting-LPS-report-2024.pdf
https://assets.kingborough.tas.gov.au/uploads/2025/04/Supporting-LPS-report-2024.pdf
https://assets.kingborough.tas.gov.au/uploads/2025/04/Supporting-LPS-report-2024.pdf


Ordinary Council Meeting Agenda No. 12  6 July 2026 

 

 Page 7 

currently no CCTV coverage of the A Stop, which is directly across the road at the corner of 
Channel Highway and Goshawk Way? 

2. Can Council confirm that all of its current security cameras are fully functional and still monitored in 
the Kingston police station? And what percentage of time are these cameras being actively 
monitored if at all? 

 

Officer’s Response: 

1. Council has CCTV cameras located in the roundabout at the intersection of the Channel 
Highway/Goshawk Way and Freeman Street, but these do not provide targeted coverage of the 
Bus Interchange.  Metro Tasmania has a CCTV camera that is specifically focussed on the Bus 
Interchange. 

 
2. Council’s public facing CCTV cameras feed to the Kingston Police station and there is a reliance 

on Tasmania Police to report outages.  Some cameras are currently out of action in Kingston Park 
due to electrical issues that are currently being investigated. 

Daniel Smee, Director Governance, Recreation & Property Services 

  

9.5 LPS HEARINGS 

  

At the Council meeting on 15 June 2026, Alison Rogers asked the following question without notice to 
the Chief Executive Officer, with a response that the question would be taken on notice: 

Given the covering letter submitted with the response to Direction 69, which indicated that Council 
had an appetite for high risk and that, where possible, the more restrictive zone should apply, why did 
the Planning Authority not indicate a different position at that point, even when the Tasmanian 
Planning Commission appeared to be providing an opportunity for the Planning Authority to change its 
position? 

Officer’s Response: 

The TPC is aware of Council’s stated risk appetite as outlined in the covering letter submitted with the 
Irene Inc report and has indicated at the hearings that this will inform its considerations before a final 
decision is made. Accordingly, there is no obligation or expectation for Council’s delegate to restate 
that position during the hearing unless specifically requested by the panel. Where further clarification 
is required, the TPC may issue a formal direction to Council seeking confirmation or reconsideration, 
as occurred with Direction 139 in relation to zoning in the Kettering West locality, which effectively 
allows Council now to also consider its risk appetite of that locality in light of the direction and 
questioning at the hearing. 

It should also be noted that the TPC’s questions and observations form part of a deliberative process 
designed to test evidence, interrogate methodologies, and better understand submissions from both 
representors and the Planning Authority. These exchanges do not indicate a predetermined outcome, 
nor do the views of individual delegates imply consensus or foreshadow the TPC’s final decision. The 
questions instead serve to assess the robustness of the draft LPS, including the methodology 
underpinning the Irene Inc report, which is recognised as a guiding rather than prescriptive framework 
to be applied alongside broader planning considerations. The TPC is not bound to adopt its 
recommendations and may form its own conclusions based on the totality of evidence before it. 

While Council understands the reasoning behind the question, its position is that matters of this 
nature are most appropriately addressed through the formal LPS hearing process, rather than at a 
Council meeting. This ensures that all relevant parties have the opportunity to respond in a 
transparent and structured manner, and to be properly heard.  Accordingly, Council is not in a position 
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to answer such questions during Council meetings and will respond consistently should similar 
questions be raised in the future. 

For the same reasons, the Tasmanian Planning Commission (TPC) has also advised, in response to 
enquiries, that it does not comment on discussions held during a hearing outside of that formal 
process. 

Deleeze Chetcuti, Director Environment, Development & Community Services 

  

9.6 DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS 

  

At the Council meeting on 15 June 2026, Mark Donnellon asked the following question without notice 
to the Chief Executive Officer, with a response that the question would be taken on notice: 

1. Are advertised development applications perpetually public information, and can an individual ask 
for the details of a DA that has passed its advertising period?  

2. What is the process involved in completing a request for information regarding a DA, especially 
with regard to the labour required by Council Staff? Say you want to request information about a 
DA that has passed its advertising period, what's the process for doing that and what sort of 
labour is involved on the Council side.  

 

Officer’s Response: 

1. The process and requirements for accessing and requesting documentation relating to a 
development, building or plumbing permit are outlined in Council’s Release of Documents Policy 
3.22. The applicable requirements vary depending on the type of document requested, the type of 
application, the relevant legislation, and, where applicable, the stage of assessment. 

2. In general, the process involves Council’s Records staff reviewing the specifics of the request 
against the relevant legislative and policy framework, processing any applicable fees, locating the 
requested documents within Council’s records systems, and, where required, contacting the permit 
holder to seek consent. Access is then provided either through inspection at the Council offices or 
by supplying copies where permitted. While the process involves a number of steps to ensure 
compliance with legislative and privacy obligations, it is not considered unduly onerous. 

Deleeze Chetcuti, Director Environment, Development & Community Services 

 

10 QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE FROM COUNCILLORS 

 

11 QUESTIONS ON NOTICE FROM COUNCILLORS 

11.1 COUNCIL’S RESPONSE TO INVESTIGATING NOISE COMPLAINTS AT THE SALTY DOG 
HOTEL: 

Cr Deane submitted the following question on notice: 

https://assets.kingborough.tas.gov.au/uploads/2022/01/Policy-3.22-Release-of-Documents.pdf
https://assets.kingborough.tas.gov.au/uploads/2022/01/Policy-3.22-Release-of-Documents.pdf
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1. Has Council engaged an external consultant to undertake sound testing into live music at the 
venue? 

2. If so, what will testing involve e.g. when it will occur, how often, under what conditions etc.? 

3. What cost will there be to Council to undertake this testing? 

4. What are the conditions in the Salty Dog’s permit and noise management plan relating to live music 
being played at the venue? 

5. Are there currently any conditions that specify decibel limits? 

6. Once sound testing is complete, how will Council use these results to investigate/resolve noise 
complaints moving forward? 

7. Will the testing results establish a fixed decibel limit to impose on Salty Dog live music activities 
(either through their planning permit or noise management plan)? 

Officer’s Response: 

1. Yes, a noise consultant has been engaged. 

2. The monitoring will involve taking noise measurements at several locations in the vicinity of the 
Salty Dog Hotel as well as at the Hotel. Monitoring will occur on one occasion during a set of live 
music on a Sunday afternoon, provided weather conditions are suitable.    

3. The noise monitoring will cost under $5000. 

4. The planning permit for the venue has the following condition: 

 ‘Amplified outdoor music, live and non-live, must cease at 7:00pm, except for New Years Eve 
when it must cease at 12 midnight’.  

The Noise Management Plan is not a public document and therefore information within it cannot 
be disclosed on a Council Agenda.  

5. No 

6. The noise monitoring will allow Council and the Salty Dog to understand the volume of live music 
sessions both at the venue and in adjacent residential areas. This information will assist Council 
to determine if noise emissions are being managed in accordance with relevant legislation.  

7. This will be determined once the noise monitoring is complete. 

Liz Quinn, Manager Environmental Services 
  

11.2 TEXTILE UPPAREL RECYCLING  

Cr Amanda Midgley submitted the following questions on notice: 

1. Has Council considered the Australian textile recycling organisation UPPAREL as a potential 
partner for textile recycling initiatives within Kingborough?  

2. Would Council consider introducing a textile recycling solution at the Barretta Waste Management 
Facility, either through a dedicated textile recycling collection day or by establishing a permanent textile 
collection point for residents? 
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Officer’s Response: 

1. Yes, Council has previously contacted representatives of the UPPAREL program and have a 
meeting scheduled for Thursday 2 July 2026 to discuss a proposal.  

2. Yes, depending on the cost benefits of the program and the proposal from the UPPAREL 
meeting later this week will determine whether we proceed with the program. 

Stuart Baldwin, Manager Kingborough Waste Services 
  

11.3 BIOCHAR PROGRAMS  

  

Cr Amanda Midgley submitted the following question on notice: 

Many councils across Australia, including Glenorchy City Council, have trialled or implemented 
biochar programs with positive outcomes for waste reduction, carbon sequestration and improving soil 
performance. 

Has Council thought about investigating whether a similar biochar program could reduce waste costs 
while creating a new income stream for Council? 

 

Officer’s Response: 

Council has conducted preliminary investigations into an industrial-scale biochar facility which has 
suggested a strong return on investment over its life. This facility would manage organic waste on-
site, different to the moveable community kiln used by Glenorchy Council. A more detailed business 
case and further research is required to better understand the cost benefit of such a venture and the 
up-front investment that would be required. 

Padraig Pearce, Climate Change Advisor 
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12 PETITIONS STILL BEING ACTIONED  

There are no petitions still being actioned. 

13 PETITIONS RECEIVED IN LAST PERIOD 

13.1 OPPOSITION TO PROPOSED DOG EXERCISE AND OBEDIENCE TRAINING FACILITY 
AT SEDGEBROOK ROAD RESERVE (LOT 1 TARONGA ROAD)  

  

A petition containing 160 signatures has been received by Council petitioning Council to:  

Reconsider the proposed relocation of the Southern Obedience Club, and provision of an off-lead dog 
area, to the Sedgebrook Road Reserve (Lot 1 Taronga Road) and instead pursue alternative locations. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the petition Opposition to Proposed Dog Exercise and Obedience Training Facility at Sedgebrook 
Road Reserve (Lot 1 Taronga Road) containing 160 signatures be received and referred to the 
appropriate Department for a report to Council. 
 

14 OFFICERS REPORTS TO COUNCIL 

14.1 APPENDICES 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the Appendices attached to the Agenda be received and noted. 

 
 

14.2 FINANCIAL REPORT - MAY 2026 

File Number: 10.47 

Author: Anthony Lovell, Manager Finance 

Authoriser: David Spinks, Director People & Finance  

  
Strategic Plan Reference 

Key Priority Area: 5.  Doing the essentials efficiently and effectively  so we can build for the future.
 

 

Strategic Outcome: 5.1  Council has financial capacity to meet future needs and opportunities.  

1. PURPOSE 

1.1 To provide the May 2026 Financial Report Summary to Council for review 

2. BACKGROUND 

2.1 The attached report has been prepared based on current information with estimates and 
accruals being used where final information is not available as per standard accounting 
practice. 
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3. STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS 

3.1 The are no specific requirements under the Local Government Act 1993 regarding financial 
reporting, however good practice indicates a monthly financial report is required to enable 
adequate governance of council finances.  

4. DISCUSSION 

4.1 Operating Revenue and Expenditure  

The summary Operating statement contains several variances to original budget. Both 
revenue and expenditure are favourable to budget for the YTD May 2026. 

The following are the major variances and explanations  

REVENUE  

YTD Total Revenue $2.76m positive variance to Budget, the main variances are explained: 

• $1.195m positive to Budget Grants Recurrent:  Grants from State Government in 
relation to cost recovery for staffing, project management and associated costs of 
the AFL High Performance centre ($1.074M). Revisions have been made during the 
year to forecast for this income, in addition to matching expense lines. 

• $0.716m positive to budget - Statutory Fees and Fines: driven by increase in 
planning application fees. Forecast adjustments of totalling $570,000 have been 
made for full year forecast.  

• $0.276m positive to budget - Other Income: mainly due to higher receipts for the 
Environmental fund, Private Works revenue and AFL reimbursements for staff 
secondment 

• $0.365m positive variance for User Fees mainly driven by Kingborough Sports 
Centre, for which an adjustment to full year forecast has been made of $330k  

EXPENSES 

• Total Expenses $184K favourable to Budget May YTD.  

• Employment total is the most significant showing underspend of $693K to YTD 
Budget.  Governance and Business Services are both significant underspends being 
$508K and $150K YTD respectively. Engineering shows an overspend due to the 
AFL HPC staff costs but as covered in prior reports has been adjusted in our FY26 
forecast and has been funded by State government grants and reimbursements  

• Materials and Services, $218K in excess of YTD budget for May, partially due to 
factors which are funded (AFL-HPC $507K YTD) and also such as Consulting in 
Planning and Development stemming from the planning reviews; however, there are 
favourable results to YTD budget in areas such as contractors, materials and fuel 
(all up being $968K favourable) 

4.2 Council’s cash position at the end of May amounted to $13.3m offset by $10.9m in 
borrowings with a net position of $2.426m.   

4.3 The year-to-date detailed Capital expenditure report against Budget is attached.  

 

5. FINANCE 

5.1 The year-to-date underlying result is $3.382m favourable to budget at the end of May 2026.   

5.2 As detailed above several full year forecast variations have been outlined which would see 
the full year deficit forecast at $1.059m.   

6. ENVIRONMENT 
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6.1 There are no direct environmental issues associate with this report.  

7. COMMUNICATION AND CONSULTATION 

7.1 The financial results for May 2026 are available for public scrutiny in the Council meeting 
agenda. 

8. CONCLUSION 

8.1 May YTD underlying surplus is $1.604m, with the forecast result for FY26 for an underlying 
deficit of $1.059m (original budget ($2.524m). 

9. RECOMMENDATION 

That Council endorses the attached Financial Report as at 31 May 2026. 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Financial Report Summary May 2026   
2. Capital Report May 2026    
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14.3 KINGBOROUGH SPORTS PRECINCT DEVELOPMENT ARRANGEMENTS AND LAND 
DISPOSAL 

File Number: 51.2 

Author: Daniel Smee, Director Governance, Recreation & Property Services 

Authoriser: Dave Stewart, Chief Executive Officer  

  
Strategic Plan Reference 

Key Priority Area: 5.  Doing the essentials efficiently and effectively  so we can build for the future. 

 

Strategic Outcome: 5.4  Statutory and governance functions which are delivered to a high standard. 

1. PURPOSE 

1.1 The purpose of this report is to seek Council’s approval to: 

a) Advertise its intent to dispose of public land within the Kingborough Sports Precinct by 
means of a lease to the State Government; and 

b) Finalise agreements associated with the construction of the Tasmanian Devil’s High 
Performance Training Centre and associated infrastructure within the Kingborough Sports 
Precinct in accordance with Council policies and relevant legislation. 

2. BACKGROUND 

2.1 At its meeting of 16 December 2024, Council authorised the Chief Executive Officer to 
commence negotiations with the State Government regarding the Heads of Agreement and 
transfer of land required associated with the development of the Tasmanian Devils Football 
Club’s (TDFC) proposed High Performance Training Centre (HPTC) at the Kingston Twin 
Ovals. 

2.2 At its meeting of 3 November 2025, Council resolved to advertise its intent to dispose of 
public land within the Kingborough Sports Precinct by means of a long-term lease to the 
Tasmanian Devils Football Club for the purpose of constructing a HPTC. 

2.3 Having been through the prescribed advertising and public notification process and 
receiving no objections to the proposal, Council at its meeting of 16 February 2026, 
authorised the CEO to negotiate long term lease agreements with the TDFC over the 
footprint of the land required for the construction of their HPTC. 

2.4 The terms of the proposed lease agreement included provision for a reversionary lease to 
the State Government if the lease with the TDFC was terminated.  This provided important 
protection for Council from the potential to take on responsibility for a $100m asset. 

2.5 At its meeting of 16 February 2026, Council resolved to advertise its intent to lease the Twin 
Ovals AFL Oval to the TDFC.   

2.6 Having gone through the prescribed advertising and public notification process and 
receiving no objections, Council at its meeting of 1 June 2026, resolved to proceed with a 
long-term lease to the Tasmanian Devils Football Club. 

3. STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS 

3.1 This report is being considered in Open Session as it relates to the disposal of public land. 

3.2 The requirements for the disposal of public land are detailed in Section 178 of the Local 
Government Act 1993. 

4. DISCUSSION 
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4.1 Council has received independent legal advice that the Reversionary Lease to the State 
Government over the footprint of land for the HPTC is captured by the requirements of 
section 178 of the Act. 

4.2 Accordingly, Council has been advised to proceed with that instrument in accordance with 
the requirements of section 178 of the Act (ie go through the process as prescribed by the 
Act). 

4.3 In regard to the lease to the TDFC over both the land for the HPTC and the existing AFL 
Oval, negotiations have progressed in accordance with the terms and conditions as outlined 
in Council’s resolutions. However, the leases cannot be signed until the subdivision of the 
main Kingborough Sports Precinct title to create discrete titles is completed. 

4.4 To enable the TDFC to occupy the land and commence work on the HPTC and AFL Oval 
in the interim, construction licences are required. 

4.5 Due to synergies associated with the construction of the HPTC and the new Oval 3, in 
principle agreement has been reached for the TDFC to manage the construction of the 
latter.  Council approval is sought to authorise the CEO to finalise the terms of the 
construction licence for this project. 

4.6 The TDFC will have use of this oval (Oval 3), as well as the existing Cricket ground (Oval 
2) during the winter season.  As this use won’t be exclusive, the provisions of Section 178 
of the Act don’t apply, however, there is an intent to capture the terms of this use within a 
shared use licence agreement. 

4.7 The key principles underpinning this licence agreement will be terms and conditions of 
access to the respective facilities by all stakeholders (including the TDFC, Tigers Football 
Club and the Knights Cricket Club), with use by the TDFC to be on a cost recovery basis. 

5. FINANCE 

5.1 The cost of the construction of the HPTC and reconstruction of any displaced infrastructure 
is being met by the State Government and the AFL. 

5.2 This commitment is to be captured in agreements between Council, the TDFC and the State 
Government. 

6. ENVIRONMENT 

6.1 Environmental impacts associated with this project will be addressed through the 
development application process. 

7. COMMUNICATION AND CONSULTATION 

7.1 Section 178(4) of the Local Government Act requires the following public notification 
process to be followed: 

If a council intends to sell, lease, donate, exchange or otherwise dispose of public land, the 
general manager is to – 

(a) publish that intention on at least 2 separate occasions in a daily newspaper circulating 
in the municipal area; and 

(ab) display a copy of the notice on any boundary of the public land that abuts a highway; 
and 

(b) notify the public that objection to the proposed sale, lease, donation, exchange or 
disposal may be made to the general manager within 21 days of the date of the first 
publication. 

 

8. RISK 
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8.1 Having the TDFC deliver the construction of Oval 3 removes elements of risk to Council 
associated with management of the project (eg cost, time and reputation). 

8.2 Legal advice indicates that there is a risk that Council has not fully satisfied the requirements 
of Section 178 of the Local Government Act if it does not go through the prescribed process 
for the reversionary lease to the State Government. 

9. CONCLUSION 

9.1 Council has previously resolved to dispose of public land within the Kingborough Sports 
Precinct by means of a lease to the Tasmanian Devils Football Club over land for the AFL 
HPTC and existing AFL Oval.  Council approval is sought to authorise the CEO to finalise 
and execute these agreements. 

9.2 However, these leases cannot be enacted until a subdivision process is completed and title 
issued.  Construction licences are therefore proposed to enable the TDFC to occupy the 
land and commence work in the interim.  Council approval is therefore sought to authorise 
the CEO to finalise these licences. 

9.3 Legal advice has indicated that Council is also required to go through the prescribed 
process for the disposal of public land for the proposed reversionary lease with the State 
Government for the site of the HPTC.  Council approval is sought to commence this process. 

9.4 It is proposed that the TDFC will manage the construction of the new Oval 3, which will 
become the home of the Tigers Football Club.  Council approval is sought to authorise the 
CEO to finalise a construction licence to formalise this arrangement. 

9.5 Funding for the construction of community infrastructure associated with the project is being 
provided by the State Government.  Council approval is sought to authorise the CEO to 
finalise the funding agreements that formalise these commitments. 

9.6 Use of the new Oval 3 and existing Oval 2 (and associated pavilions) by the TDFC will be 
managed by Council via a shared use licence agreement.  Council approval is sought to 
authorise the CEO to finalise this agreement. 

10. RECOMMENDATION 

That Council: 

a) Pursuant to section 178(1) of the Act, Council confirms by absolute majority its decisions to 
dispose of public land at 10 Kingston View Drive, Kingston, Certificate of Title reference 
164078/2, PID 3202222 (being the footprint of land required for the construction of the AFL 
High Performance Training Centre and the existing AFL Oval) by means of leases to the 
Tasmanian Devils Football Club and authorises the Chief Executive Officer to execute the 
final agreements. 

 
b) Pursuant to section 178(1) of the Local Government Act 1993, resolves of its intention to 

dispose of public land at 10 Kingston View Drive, Kingston, Certificate of Title reference 
164078/2, PID 3202222 by means of a lease to the State Government and directs the Chief 
Executive Officer to undertake the public notice requirements pursuant to section 178(4) of 
the Act. 

 
c) Authorises the Chief Executive Officer to finalise and execute agreements with the Tasmanian 

Devils and the State Government at 10 Kingston View Drive, Kingston, Certificate of Title 
reference 164078/2, PID 3202222 required for the construction of the AFL High Performance 
Training Centre and the existing AFL Oval. 

 
d) Authorises the Chief Executive Officer to finalise and execute agreements for funding with the 

State Government and the Tasmanian Devils Football Club for the provision of community 
infrastructure in the Kingborough Sports Precinct associated with the development of the 
Tasmanian Devils Football Club’s High Performance Training Centre. 
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e) Authorises the Chief Executive Officer to finalise and execute a shared use licence agreement 

with the Tasmanian Devils Football Club in relation to use of ovals and their associated 
infrastructure within the Kingborough Sports Precinct.  

 
f) Authorises the Chief Executive Officer to finalise and execute agreements with the State 

Government, the Tasmanian Devils Football Club and contractors for: 

 
i) The construction of Oval 3 and associated works; and 

ii) Related works within the Kingborough Sports Precinct. 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

Nil 

 

15 NOTICES OF MOTION 

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

 

16 CONFIRMATION OF ITEMS TO BE DEALT WITH IN CLOSED SESSION 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

That in accordance with the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2025 Council, by 
absolute majority, move into closed session to consider the following items: 

Confirmation of Minutes 

Regulation 40(6) At the next closed meeting, the minutes of the previous closed meeting, after any necessary 
correction, are to be confirmed as the true record by the council or council committee and signed by the 
chairperson of the closed meeting. 

Applications for Leave of Absence 

Regulation 17(2)(i) applications by councillors for a leave of absence 

 

 

 

In accordance with the Council Meetings & Councillor Workshops Audio Recording Guidelines Policy, 
recording of the open session of the meeting ceased. 

 

Open Session of Council adjourned at  

 

OPEN SESSION ADJOURNS 
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OPEN SESSION RESUMES 

 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION 

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

Item  Decision 

Confirmation of Minutes  

Applications for Leave of Absence  

 
 

 

 


	9.1 Complaint regarding odour from burning incense Lewan Avenue (Council’s reference: 32.10):
	Officer’s Response:

	9.2 LCZ
	Council sought advice on this matter from Natural Resources and Environment Tasmania, and the advice received, together with landowner concerns, has been provided by Council to the Tasmanian Planning Commission (TPC) and the State Planning Office (SPO).
	In preparing the draft LPS, Council was required to apply the LPS criteria and zone application guidelines. Under the TPS, there are many requirements across the different zones that have changed from the interim schemes which will result in impacts t...
	In relation to the identification of individual properties that may be impacted by this requirement, Council has previously advised, in February 2026, that it is not feasible to identify these from existing datasets. Determining this would require a m...
	• whether the property is vacant or contains an existing approved dwelling;
	• whether it has frontage or practical access to a road maintained by a road authority;
	• whether any access relies on a Crown reserved road;
	• whether there is an existing registered right of way, easement or other permanent legal access arrangement;
	• whether a right of way or easement over Crown land could be granted by the Crown; and
	• whether any other site-specific constraints affect access.
	Some of this data is not held by Council, and there is no consolidated dataset that could be reliably generated through spatial analysis or automated reporting. It would require individual title, tenure and access investigations for each potentially a...
	In relation to whether Council advised that potentially impacted landowners would be contacted directly by letter, Council has reviewed previous Council meetings where the matter has been discussed in response to questions without notice. Officer’s ha...
	Council will continue to assess any future development applications in accordance with the planning scheme in force at the time. Where Crown Road access is relevant to an application, Council will consider all compliant options available to the applic...
	Council considers that this response, along with the information previously provided, remains relevant and do not have any further information available that can be shared regarding this matter. Council will provide updates if new advice or informatio...

	9.3 TPC Hearing
	It was stated at a TPC hearing by the planning authority that we need more rural zone in Kingborough. Where has this new approach come from and why is there such an emphasis on run? Zone when the value of our agricultural production is so low, the fif...
	Officer’s Response:
	The reference at the hearing related to the Agriculture Zone, not the Rural Zone, and reflects the requirements of the Tasmanian Planning Scheme rather than a new local policy shift.
	The Agriculture Zone has been applied in accordance with LPS Guideline (please refer to the LPS supporting document - page 39), which requires all land suitable for agriculture to be identified using the State Government’s ‘Land Potentially Suitable f...
	While Kingborough contributes a relatively small share of Tasmania’s total agricultural value (around 0.45%) and production is dominated by grazing, agriculture is still widely distributed, occurs across multiple land parcels, and is supported by a mi...
	Where the Agriculture Zone is not considered appropriate, the LPS Guidelines also recognise that the Rural Zone can provide protection for valuable agricultural land, while allowing for a broader range of compatible uses to be accommodated within that...
	The final zoning to be informed by public feedback and the Tasmanian Planning Commission's hearing process.

	9.4 CCTV Cameras
	1. In light of the recent assaults we have seen in our community, can Council confirm whether its CCTV coverage at the Kingston Bus Interchange is limited to partial coverage of the B Stop area in front of the banks by the cameras mounted on the front...
	Officer’s Response:

	9.5 LPS Hearings
	Given the covering letter submitted with the response to Direction 69, which indicated that Council had an appetite for high risk and that, where possible, the more restrictive zone should apply, why did the Planning Authority not indicate a different...
	Officer’s Response:
	The TPC is aware of Council’s stated risk appetite as outlined in the covering letter submitted with the Irene Inc report and has indicated at the hearings that this will inform its considerations before a final decision is made. Accordingly, there is...
	It should also be noted that the TPC’s questions and observations form part of a deliberative process designed to test evidence, interrogate methodologies, and better understand submissions from both representors and the Planning Authority. These exch...
	While Council understands the reasoning behind the question, its position is that matters of this nature are most appropriately addressed through the formal LPS hearing process, rather than at a Council meeting. This ensures that all relevant parties ...
	For the same reasons, the Tasmanian Planning Commission (TPC) has also advised, in response to enquiries, that it does not comment on discussions held during a hearing outside of that formal process.

	9.6 Development Applications
	1. Are advertised development applications perpetually public information, and can an individual ask for the details of a DA that has passed its advertising period?
	2. What is the process involved in completing a request for information regarding a DA, especially with regard to the labour required by Council Staff? Say you want to request information about a DA that has passed its advertising period, what's the p...
	Officer’s Response:
	1. The process and requirements for accessing and requesting documentation relating to a development, building or plumbing permit are outlined in Council’s Release of Documents Policy 3.22. The applicable requirements vary depending on the type of doc...
	2. In general, the process involves Council’s Records staff reviewing the specifics of the request against the relevant legislative and policy framework, processing any applicable fees, locating the requested documents within Council’s records systems...

	11.1 Council’s response to investigating noise complaints at the Salty Dog Hotel:
	1. Has Council engaged an external consultant to undertake sound testing into live music at the venue?
	2. If so, what will testing involve e.g. when it will occur, how often, under what conditions etc.?
	3. What cost will there be to Council to undertake this testing?
	4. What are the conditions in the Salty Dog’s permit and noise management plan relating to live music being played at the venue?
	5. Are there currently any conditions that specify decibel limits?
	6. Once sound testing is complete, how will Council use these results to investigate/resolve noise complaints moving forward?
	7. Will the testing results establish a fixed decibel limit to impose on Salty Dog live music activities (either through their planning permit or noise management plan)?
	Officer’s Response:

	11.2 Textile Upparel Recycling
	Officer’s Response:
	1. Yes, Council has previously contacted representatives of the UPPAREL program and have a meeting scheduled for Thursday 2 July 2026 to discuss a proposal.
	2. Yes, depending on the cost benefits of the program and the proposal from the UPPAREL meeting later this week will determine whether we proceed with the program.

	11.3 Biochar Programs
	Many councils across Australia, including Glenorchy City Council, have trialled or implemented biochar programs with positive outcomes for waste reduction, carbon sequestration and improving soil performance.
	Has Council thought about investigating whether a similar biochar program could reduce waste costs while creating a new income stream for Council?
	Officer’s Response:
	Council has conducted preliminary investigations into an industrial-scale biochar facility which has suggested a strong return on investment over its life. This facility would manage organic waste on-site, different to the moveable community kiln used...

	13.1 Opposition to Proposed Dog Exercise and Obedience Training Facility at Sedgebrook Road Reserve (Lot 1 Taronga Road)
	Recommendation

	14.1 Appendices
	Recommendation

	14.2 FINANCIAL REPORT - MAY 2026
	1. Purpose
	1.1 To provide the May 2026 Financial Report Summary to Council for review

	2. Background
	2.1 The attached report has been prepared based on current information with estimates and accruals being used where final information is not available as per standard accounting practice.

	3. Statutory Requirements
	3.1 The are no specific requirements under the Local Government Act 1993 regarding financial reporting, however good practice indicates a monthly financial report is required to enable adequate governance of council finances.

	4. Discussion
	4.1 Operating Revenue and Expenditure
	The summary Operating statement contains several variances to original budget. Both revenue and expenditure are favourable to budget for the YTD May 2026.
	The following are the major variances and explanations
	REVENUE
	YTD Total Revenue $2.76m positive variance to Budget, the main variances are explained:
	• $1.195m positive to Budget Grants Recurrent:  Grants from State Government in relation to cost recovery for staffing, project management and associated costs of the AFL High Performance centre ($1.074M). Revisions have been made during the year to f...
	• $0.716m positive to budget - Statutory Fees and Fines: driven by increase in planning application fees. Forecast adjustments of totalling $570,000 have been made for full year forecast.
	• $0.276m positive to budget - Other Income: mainly due to higher receipts for the Environmental fund, Private Works revenue and AFL reimbursements for staff secondment
	• $0.365m positive variance for User Fees mainly driven by Kingborough Sports Centre, for which an adjustment to full year forecast has been made of $330k
	EXPENSES
	• Total Expenses $184K favourable to Budget May YTD.
	• Employment total is the most significant showing underspend of $693K to YTD Budget.  Governance and Business Services are both significant underspends being $508K and $150K YTD respectively. Engineering shows an overspend due to the AFL HPC staff co...
	• Materials and Services, $218K in excess of YTD budget for May, partially due to factors which are funded (AFL-HPC $507K YTD) and also such as Consulting in Planning and Development stemming from the planning reviews; however, there are favourable re...
	4.2 Council’s cash position at the end of May amounted to $13.3m offset by $10.9m in borrowings with a net position of $2.426m.
	4.3 The year-to-date detailed Capital expenditure report against Budget is attached.

	5. Finance
	5.1 The year-to-date underlying result is $3.382m favourable to budget at the end of May 2026.
	5.2 As detailed above several full year forecast variations have been outlined which would see the full year deficit forecast at $1.059m.

	6. Environment
	6.1 There are no direct environmental issues associate with this report.

	7. Communication and Consultation
	7.1 The financial results for May 2026 are available for public scrutiny in the Council meeting agenda.

	8. Conclusion
	8.1 May YTD underlying surplus is $1.604m, with the forecast result for FY26 for an underlying deficit of $1.059m (original budget ($2.524m).

	9. Recommendation
	Attachments

	14.3 Kingborough Sports Precinct Development Arrangements and Land Disposal
	1. Purpose
	1.1 The purpose of this report is to seek Council’s approval to:
	a) Advertise its intent to dispose of public land within the Kingborough Sports Precinct by means of a lease to the State Government; and
	b) Finalise agreements associated with the construction of the Tasmanian Devil’s High Performance Training Centre and associated infrastructure within the Kingborough Sports Precinct in accordance with Council policies and relevant legislation.

	2. Background
	2.1 At its meeting of 16 December 2024, Council authorised the Chief Executive Officer to commence negotiations with the State Government regarding the Heads of Agreement and transfer of land required associated with the development of the Tasmanian D...
	2.2 At its meeting of 3 November 2025, Council resolved to advertise its intent to dispose of public land within the Kingborough Sports Precinct by means of a long-term lease to the Tasmanian Devils Football Club for the purpose of constructing a HPTC.
	2.3 Having been through the prescribed advertising and public notification process and receiving no objections to the proposal, Council at its meeting of 16 February 2026, authorised the CEO to negotiate long term lease agreements with the TDFC over t...
	2.4 The terms of the proposed lease agreement included provision for a reversionary lease to the State Government if the lease with the TDFC was terminated.  This provided important protection for Council from the potential to take on responsibility f...
	2.5 At its meeting of 16 February 2026, Council resolved to advertise its intent to lease the Twin Ovals AFL Oval to the TDFC.
	2.6 Having gone through the prescribed advertising and public notification process and receiving no objections, Council at its meeting of 1 June 2026, resolved to proceed with a long-term lease to the Tasmanian Devils Football Club.

	3. Statutory Requirements
	3.1 This report is being considered in Open Session as it relates to the disposal of public land.
	3.2 The requirements for the disposal of public land are detailed in Section 178 of the Local Government Act 1993.

	4. Discussion
	4.1 Council has received independent legal advice that the Reversionary Lease to the State Government over the footprint of land for the HPTC is captured by the requirements of section 178 of the Act.
	4.2 Accordingly, Council has been advised to proceed with that instrument in accordance with the requirements of section 178 of the Act (ie go through the process as prescribed by the Act).
	4.3 In regard to the lease to the TDFC over both the land for the HPTC and the existing AFL Oval, negotiations have progressed in accordance with the terms and conditions as outlined in Council’s resolutions. However, the leases cannot be signed until...
	4.4 To enable the TDFC to occupy the land and commence work on the HPTC and AFL Oval in the interim, construction licences are required.
	4.5 Due to synergies associated with the construction of the HPTC and the new Oval 3, in principle agreement has been reached for the TDFC to manage the construction of the latter.  Council approval is sought to authorise the CEO to finalise the terms...
	4.6 The TDFC will have use of this oval (Oval 3), as well as the existing Cricket ground (Oval 2) during the winter season.  As this use won’t be exclusive, the provisions of Section 178 of the Act don’t apply, however, there is an intent to capture t...
	4.7 The key principles underpinning this licence agreement will be terms and conditions of access to the respective facilities by all stakeholders (including the TDFC, Tigers Football Club and the Knights Cricket Club), with use by the TDFC to be on a...

	5. Finance
	5.1 The cost of the construction of the HPTC and reconstruction of any displaced infrastructure is being met by the State Government and the AFL.
	5.2 This commitment is to be captured in agreements between Council, the TDFC and the State Government.

	6. Environment
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