4.6 Population Projections
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Using ABS historical
data and TasPOPP
projections, the Bagdad
Township experienced
an average annual
growth of 2.06%

from 2011-2021, while
Southern Midlands
Council is projected to
grow at 0.3% (medium)
to 0.8% (high) annually
to 2055.
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State policy seeks that up to a 15-
year supply of residential zoned land
should identified for the forecast
demands. This structure plan

relies on population data from ABS
(Historical) and TasPOPP to provide
a population forecast range.

Historical Growth

Historically, according to ABS Census
data, the Bagdad Township population
increased by 59 people between 2011-
2016 (2.91% average annual growth rate),
and 36 people between 2016-2021 (1.55%
average annual growth rate). In total, the
historical growth between 2011-2021
has an average annual growth rate for
this period being 2.06%.

TasPOPP

In May 2024, Tasmanian and Local
Government Area Population
Projections — 2023 to 2053 (TasPOPP),
provided medium and high series
population projections at the Local
Government Area level. For Southern
Midlands Council, the projections show
an average annual growth rate of 0.3%
at a medium series, and 0.8% at a high
series.

|20m |2016
406 465 501
521% 422" 497
Data not readily available Data not readily available 416

Data not readily available Data not readily available 560

|2021

Bagdad Township
Mangalore Township
Bagdad-Manglore East
Bagdad-Manglore West

Table 1: Population from ABS Census 2011, 2016 and 2021
*Not comparable to subsequent years due to different geographical areas.

"Ultimate" (long term — — — — = —
30+ years)

High growth 2055
(Historical Growth)

Medium growth 2055

(TasPOPP) - -
+0.3%
Annually
+2.06%
Annually
2021

Bagdad-Mangalore
population projection

PLUS

Social Planning
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4.7 Demand-side factors for future housing
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Implications of population
growth on land for housing

Future population projections can be
used to estimate the demand for future
housing.

An assumption of 2.8 residents per
dwelling rate has been considered more
appropriate. This rate has been chosen
based on the average number of people
in the households between 2016-2021.

A range of approximately 75 to 705
new dwellings are required to 2055.

Understanding these demands will
assist with the plan for the "Ultimate”
scenario for the longer term.

Also of note is the 2023 National
Cabinet pledge to deliver 1.2m new
homes across Australia from 2024-
2029. Based on population share,
Tasmania's housing growth would be
about 5,000 new homes each year. It
is reported that the state has not yet
achieved this level of new housing
growth.

JENSEN " [
Landscape Architecture

p Ll |S Urban Design
Social Planning

"Ultimate" (long term
30+ years)

——————————— High growth 2055

___________ Medium growth 2055

Bagdad-Mangalore
future dwelling demand
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4.8 Housing Supply
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Bagdad-Mangalore has
the capacity to support
approximately 178
additional dwellings
within its existing
(undeveloped) Village
and Rural Living Zoned
land.

178

Bagdad-Mangalore
dwelling supply
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Based on an analysis of vacant or
underutilised residential and rural living
land within Bagdad and Mangalore, the
following is noted:

_There is a total of 18ha of vacant and
underutilised land in the Village Zone, and
23ha in the Rural Living Zone.

_Specifically, in Bagdad, there is approximately
18ha of vacant/underutilised Village Zone
land. In Mangalore, there is approximately
18ha of vacant/underutilised Rural Living
Zone land. In the broader area (between the
townships, there is approximately sha of
vacant/underutilised Rural Living Zone Land.

The following outlines the methodology
used for the land supply assessment.

_Vacant and underutilised land that has been
considered to be large enough to support
subdivision. Theoretical minimum lot sizes
were defined based on existing patterns of
development for single detached dwellings.

_Inthe Village Zone, the minimum lot size is
60om?® with an average of approximately 9
dwellings per hectare (includes land for roads
and drainage).

_In the Rural Living Zone, the minimum lot size

is 10,000m?, with an average of approximately

0.75 homes per hectare (includes land for
roads and drainage).

Based on this methodology the vacant
and underutilised land has the potential
to accommodate approximately 178 new
dwellings on unconstrained land.

Approximately 161 new dwellings (Village
Zone) would be accommodated in Bagdad.

Approximately 13 new dwellings (Rural Living
Zone) would be accommodated in Bagdad.

_Approximately 4 new dwellings (Rural Living
Zone) would be accommodated between the
towns in the valley.

Detailed Yield Summary + Assumptions
are contained in Appendix C_Yield
Analysis.




4.9 Summary of Strategic Policy + Project Review_Key Considerations

e

G

1. Supporting more residential
development

In 2010, the BMSP identified

the need to rezone more land

to Residential and Rural Living
Zones. This took into consideration
modest population growth in the
Southern Midlands at that time.

However the population has

since grown at a faster than
expected rate. Bagdad-Mangalore
Is attractive due to proximity to
Greater Hobart, affordability etc.

Challenges to creating more supply
to meet this demand include:

_Numerous BMSP 2010 rezoning
recommendations have not occurred
yet (e.g. Quarry Town Road)

_BMSP 2010 recommends concentrating
around existing centres and more to the
west of the Midland highway.

_Housing diversity sought to meet needs
of ageing population. Hill side areas
could accommodate more rural living

_Need to mitigate flood risk along
Bagdad Rivulet and Horfield Creek

_Other infrastructure needs

~

-
2. Protecting Agricultural

land

This is important as most residents
work in the Agriculture, Forestry &
Fishing Industry.

Multiple documents have
highlighted the Southern Midlands
Irrigation Scheme as a catalyst
project which has the potential to
elevate the agriculture industry.

One of the key objectives of
he 2010 BMSP was to provide
opportunities for expansion of

This was to be achieved through
the protection of land through
zoning and ensuring new housing is
sited on the least productive areas.

As such, a key aim in the BMSP
is to re-assess the suitability
and productivity of current and
potential agricultural land.

agricultural production in Bagdad.

~

e

G

3. Recent and ongoing
community infrastructure
upgrades

The local area has benefited

from recent improvements to
community infrastructure, such as
the Mangalore Recreation Ground
Redevelopment.

The BMSP 2024 should:

_Continue to support the master
planned redevelopment of the Bagdad
Community Club and Recreation
Ground.

_Consider if more future residential land
should be concentrated around this high
amenity facility.

_Support Council's emerging partnership
with Bagdad Primary School to create
public access to school facilities.

_Enhance recreation and tourism
opportunities at Chauncy Vale Wildlife
Sanctuary

_Re asses status of Iden Park and
determine if it should be sold/ re-
purposed due to under-use

_Consider facilities needed to support
the ageing population

Attachment
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4. Facilitating a safer and
more pedestrian-friendly
Midland Highway

In the long term, the planned
Bypass will help reduce traffic
volume along the Midland Highway.

However in the interim, the recent
safety upgrades has been a
beneficial move.

The construction of the Bagdad
Walkway between Hall Lane

and Iden Road will also facilitate
active mobility. In tandem, the
improvements to the Bagdad
Community Club at Hall Lane will
create a more pedestrian-friendly
interface.

To keep supporting this, the plan
should:

_Avoid creating linear, "ribbon"
development along the Midland Highway
with excessive vehicle entry points

_Investigate the extension of the
walkway further south to Mangalore
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5.1 Mapping
Aerial

Bagdad-Mangalore

are nestled in a valley,
surrounded by natural
beauty and distinctive
environmental features.
These areas are

defined by its network
of creeklines and
vegetation.
ANGALohE B
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5.1 Mapping
Zones

Bagdad and Mangalore
study area’s pattern

of planning zones
generally shows Rural
and Agriculature Zones
with some areas for the
Rural Living Zone.

Pockets of Village
and Future Urban are
located around the
centre of Bagdad.
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Observations

_Nine land use zones apply to the study area
including agriculture, rural living, rural, village,
future urban, utilities, community purpose,
environmental management and particular
purpose zones.

Environmental management areas have been
zoned along some part of major water bodies.
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5.1 Mapping
Codes

The Study area is Observations Bushfire Prone Areas:

The purpose of the Code is “7To ensure that use
affected by seven codes The Study Area has seven applicable Codes,

and development is appropriately designed,
o as listed below. Some Codes trigger referrals located, serviced, and constructed, to reduce
WhICh are most relevant to state agencies. The Desired Outcomes

the risk to human life and property, and the
to the future grOWth of and relevance for the most pertinent Codes cost to the community, caused by bushfires.”
have been detailed below.
Bagdad-Mangalore

Requirements for access, water supply and

Landslip Hazard subdivision.

Bushfire Prone Areas
Attenuation Area
Scenic Road Corridor

Priority Vegetation

Local Heritage Place Landslip

The purpose of the Code is “To ensure that a
tolerable risk can be achieved and maintained
for the type, scale and intensity and intended
life of use or development on land within a
landslip hazard area.”

Road and Railway Assets

Requirements for development and subdivision.
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5.1 Mapping
Land Use

Residential, Farm
Infrastructure and
Grazing are the most
common land uses in
the Study Area.
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Observations

_Land uses in the study area are generally
residential and farm infrastructure along
South Midland Highway.

_Commercial, public and recreational services
are also located along the highway.

_Urban residential cluster has been emerged in
Bagdad.

_Rest of the area consists of native cover and
the natural and conservation area.
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5.1 Mapping
Access + Movement

Observations

Midland Highway is the
State Highway which
connects to Hobart
and beyond (recently
upgraded).

_Midland Highway is the State Highway which
connects to Hobart. State Government
recently invested in significant highway
improvements along the existing route. It
has been altered from a 100kph road with
no centre separation to an 8okph road with
the addition of a 3.0m central median turn
lane to separate northbound and southbound
vehicles and to separate vehicles turning
right (into side roads and property entrances)
from through traffic. This has created a lower
speed traffic environment more suited to the
residential and rural residential nature of the

Proposed bypass to the
east of the townships.

Limited cycling routes.

area.

A Midland Highway bypass corridor has been
identified to the east of the towns.

_General Access Bus Routes are located along
the Midland Highway.

_Limited cycling routes throughout the study
area.

O] sTuDYAREA
—Access Road
= Arterial Road
—Collector Road
‘ -General Access Bus Routes
—Local Road
==National/State Highway
—Sub Arterial Road
—\ehicular Track
== Proposed Midland Highway Bypass
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5.1 Mapping
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Observations

_Generally moderate lot sizes (between
2,500m2- 5,000m?) within Bagdad. These
sites are arranged in an irregular grid
network. This presents a need to maintain a
sense of spaciousness within the town.

_Some pockets of smaller lots around 1,000-
1,500m? to the east side of Midlands Highway
in Bagdad.

_ A cluster of moderate allotments between
2,500-5,000m?at the key junction in
Mangalore.

_Large parcels (greater than 10,000m?2)
primarily to the surrounding the towns on
rural allotments.
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Observations

_Most land parcels are privately owned.

_Designated areas of land set aside for the
Crown, located along the Midland Highway.

_A small number of parcels of land in
Mangalore are under the ownership of
Southern Midlands Council, situated along
Black Brush Road.
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5.1 Mapping
Landscape + Vegetation

Native vegetation and
forestry to the eastern
and western extents of
the study area.
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Observations

_The identity and character of the region

are underpinned by its environmental and
ecological setting. The surrounding landscape
of forested areas, topography, and creeklines
provide a backdrop and sense of place for
the townships and also contribute important
environmental and ecological values.

_The valley is framed by dry eucalypt forest

and woodland, including Eucalyptus viminalis
and E. pulchella. Much of this vegetation is
visible from the lower valley and makes a
valuable contribution to the area’s landscape
character.

_Creeklines define the lower reaches of the

valley, with the Bagdad Rivulet and Horfield
Creek being the most notable. These
waterways form significant biodiversity and
environmental corridors for the region.

_These creek corridors and tributaries are

in a mix of public and private ownership,
with limited specific planning controls or
directions. The creeks of the valoley are
an important environmental feature of
the region that needs to be protected and
enhanced.
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5.1 Mapping
Topography + Water
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Strong relationship
between the creeklines
and contours.
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Observations

Flatter topography along the valley floor,
where most housing and infrastrucutre is also

located.

_Moderate and steep slopes across much

of the study area. Steep slope presents
constraints for construction and servicing.
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6. Social Infrastructure
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The study area has

a variety of social
infrastructure,
including open spaces
and recreational
facilities that the
residents can access.

There is a need

for additional
infrastructure to
service the growth of

the study area.
JENSEN" ...
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Planning for the future provision of
social infrastructure is essential to meet
the needs of the forecasted population
growth. A high level assessment of

the existing social infrastructure and

benchmarking was undertaken to identify

current and future social infrastructure
gaps for the study area. This analysis

does not provide an understanding of the

quality of service, or the condition and
capacities of these facilities.

A detailed survey of the facilities and

services would be required to understand
their level of service, conditions etc. This

is beyond the scope of this report.

Benchmarking

Benchmarking provides a numeric analysis
of community need based on a prescribed

set of best practice principles. These
benchmarks are intended for application
in Australian context and provide an
indication of the types of facilities that
should be provided per population
numbers and can be used to provide a
basic assessment of ‘gaps’ within the
provision of social infrastructure.

These benchmarks have been developed

through a review of the following
relevant resources which provide

specific guidance on social infrastructure

planning.

_ Gawler Social Infrastructure and Services
Study (2015);

_Playford Social Plan for Services +
Infrastructure (2013);

_Planning for Community Infrastructure in
Growth Areas, Victoria (2008); and

West Toowoomba Local Plan (2015).

Quantitative Gap Analysis

A high level benchmark-based gap
analysis has been undertaken outlined
in the type of social infrastructure from
the table.

Understanding the quantity of the
existing supply against the future
projections for Bagdad-Mangalore will
inform whether there are any current
and future gaps.
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6.1 Social Infrastructure (cont.)

The table provides an analysis of available
community infrastructure at a high-level.

Type of Social Current Gap
The analysis has been based on the 2021 Infrastructure Social Infrastructure Facility Benchmark for provision Provision  Threshold = Comment
population of 1,974 people within the Education Childcare Centre 4000 9000 2 1.5|Benchmark satisfied
Bagdad-Manganre. Kindergarten/Early Childhood Education 8000 12000 o} -0.2|Benchmark satisfied
Public Primary School* 7,500 9000 1 0.7|Benchmark satisfied
The benchmarking analysis suggests that Public High School* 15,000 25000 o -0.1]Benchmark satisﬁed
h ) I flicient tity of TAFE district campus 150,000 o 0.0|Benchmark satisfied
t ere I_S a generally su I_Cl_e_n quantity University Not readily available 0.0|Benchmark satisfied
social infrastructure facilities based on Health GPs 909 o —>.2|Below Benchmark
the current population. Two potential gaps Hospital 100,000 0 o.0|Benchmark satisfied
in the quantity of social infrastructure Community Library 15,000 30000 o -0.1]Benchmark satisfied
. ) Youth Centre 8000 10000 o} -0.2|Benchmark satisfied
based on the current population are: o : :
pen Space  Active 2.0ha (excluding golf courses) per
_ 2-3 General Practitioners 1000 people 5.44ha 1.49 ha|Benchmark satisfied
Passive 0.7 to 1ha per 1000 people 0.81ha -0.57ha|Below Benchmark
_o0.57ha Passive Open Space (parks, gardens, Shopping Supermarket 10000 0.2 o.0|Benchmark satisfied
Ielzf)ar open space, conservation, playgrounds, * Demand for public schools will be affected by the provision of private schools

** Gap Threshold is based on Low values as a conservative approach

It is highlighted that these benchmarks
provide a high-level assessment only.

It does not assess the adequacy,
acceptability or accessibility (e.g. in
neighbouring towns) of the current
service provision nor incorporate specific
local requirements.

As outlined in the Southern Midlands
Community Infrastructure Plan (March
2024), aroadmap has been established
to ensure ongoing improvements
through the sustainable and efficient
management of infrastructure.

It should be used as a general guide only.
A detailed survey of the facilities and
services would be required to understand
their level of service, conditions etc. This
is beyond the scope of this report.
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6.2 Mapping
Social Infrastructure
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1x Primary School

1x Community Facility
2x Open Spaces

4x Recreational Areas
1x General Store

1x Post Office
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Education

@ Bagdad Primary School
@ Bagdad Childcare

Community Facilities

3) Bagdad Community Club

Open Space

@ Lyndon Road
@ Iden Park
Recreation

@ Mangalore Recreation Ground
@)  Hobart Clay Target Club Inc
(8) Tas Pistol + Rifle Club Inc.

@ Bagdad Community Club
Shopping

@ Bagdad Store

@ Bagdad Post Office
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7-1 Mapping
Constraints

This map shows in a
visual way the physical
location and overlapping
of constraints.

Areas on the map that
show darker red have
more constraints.
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Observations

_This map shows darker areas of red where

constraints are overlapping, indicating
there are more challenges associated with
these parts of the study area and therefore
indicating that development may not be
best suited- especially if associated with a
vulnerable land use.

_This map includes:

_ Steep slope (greater than 15°)
_Heritage

_Native and forestry vegetation
_Lots smaller than soom?2
_Higher Agricultural Prominence

_(High prone bushfire risk to majoriy of the
areas on the map - not shown)

_ The Structure Plan will need to consider the

proximity of potential land use changes or
growth areas to these higher constrained
areas. Carefully designed infill opportunities
may be a consideration.
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7-1 Mapping
Constraints
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8. Community + Stakeholder Engagement
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Community

and stakeholder
engagement has been
an integral part of the
Bagdad- Mangalore

development process.
SOUTHERN === e
WD - PEUS

Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan

Co-Design Workshop

Help shape your ity for housing, agriculture,
environment, transport and infrastructure

Wednesday, 19* February 2025 I Thursday, 20* February 2025 I

5pm-7pm 6pm-7pm
Community Drop-In Final Presentation

. Use this QR Code

Bagdad Community to learn more
about the Bagdad-

CIub Mangalore Structure

Plan

JENSEN " [
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning

How we engaged

Early engagement

The engagement process commenced
with a working group session in October
2024, alongside early stakeholder
consultation with TasNetworks, the
Department of State Growth, TasWater,
and Council.

Community Survey

Engagement with the Bagdad-
Mangalore community, including
residents and local businesses began
early in the process through an online
survey conducted between November
and December 2024. The survey aimed
to understand what the community
values about living in Bagdad-Mangalore
and to gather ideas and aspirations for
its future development.

Co-Design Workshops

Co-design workshops were central

to the development of the Structure
Plan. Participants included council staff,
councillors, and key stakeholders, many
of whom had been involved in earlier
engagement.

A workshop in February 2025, promoted
via flyers, social media, newsletters,

and emails, focused on developing a
preliminary vision, guiding principles,
and planning scenarios. This was
followed by community review through
drop-in sessions and a presentation of
outcomes.

Draft Plan Consultation

The Draft Structure Plan was placed

on exhibition between 14 July and 15
September 2025. This engagement
period was extended from the standard
one month to two months to allow
additional community input.

Online Survey and Drop-In Sessions

During the exhibition period a second
online survey was conducted collect
structured feedback. A well-attended
drop-in session was also held on 31
July 2025, from 2 pm to 7:30 pm at the
Bagdad Community Club.

For detailed survey results and
responses to the other submissions
received, please refer to Appendix C.




Attachment
Agenda Item 12.4.3

0. "Valley growth

-~ with country feel”
s Our VlSlOll for the 2

i~

Future

9.1 Vision and Guiding Principles




9.1 Vision + principles

1. Growing valley 2. Infrastructure 3. Keep the country feel
Plan for well-managed growth in Supportlng grOWth Protect valley landscape character, with
population, housing and services, to : : spacious country/rural living, alongside
cater for growing demand for valley Including sewer network capacity, water,  some village development of smaller
lifestvle power, open space and community homes.

s facilities.

4. Attractive “village 5, Promote destinations 6.Connected valley
centres”

Placemaking and identity improvements, = Connect people and places within the

building upon “Heritage Mile”, “gateway to valley, and regionally, via roads, walking,

country” and other attractions. cycling, horse riding and public transport
routes.

Make business and community nodes at
Bagdad, Bagdad Community Club, and
Mangalore clearer through zoning, public
realm improvements and better access.
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10.1 Overall Structure
Plan

The Structure Plan
proposes land use
changes to support
housing growth, with a
focus on the villages of
Bagdad and Mangalore.

New local roads

and paths, and

other supporting
infrastructure, is also
planned to support land
uses changes over time.
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NEW RURAL LIVING (s000M2)
NEW LINEAR OPEN SPACE
OPEN SPACE UPGRADE

NEW COMMUNITY PURPOSE
NEW ROADS

NEW TRAILS
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Bagdad-Mangalore
Structure Plan

A




10.2 Structure Plan _ Bagdad
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Bagdad-Mangalore I=||
Structure Plan

Note: The Structure Plan identifies land where the use is planned
to change over time (e.g. from rural to residential), as well as key
infrastructure such as access roads/streets, and open spaces.

Land division from 2,500m2 (unsewered) to
maintain rural residential character and additional
lifestyle choice on edge of the village area.

Linear open spaces created alongside creek
(as part of residential land development).
Multi-purpose corridors including recreation,
biodiversity, stormwater and infrastructure.

Village Residential area, detached housing min 6oomz2
lots. Connected and walkable. Maximum elevation
18om AHD for water supply. Future access roads
indicated - if required by land development.

Walking trail follows former rail corridor and/
or borders future residential areas (subject to
further investigation).

Low Densiity area, on existing waste water
irrigation area. Develops only when trunk sewer
connection provided to south and waste water
treatment plant decommissioned. Future access
roads indicated - if required by land development.

JENSENh”mg
Landscape Architecture

CHAUNCY-VALE RD -

Existing undeveloped Village Residential
area, detached housing min 6oomz2 lots.

Opportunity to develop more of a village centre
with local retail and services, and public open
space, on either or both sides of the highway.

Options for public open space location(s)
subject to further investigations.

Recent residential development,
opportunity to connect to land to south
to Chauncey Vale Road.

STUDY AREA

TOWNSHIP BOUNDARY

NEW VILLAGE ZONE

VACANT VILLAGE

NEW LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
NEW RURAL LIVING A
VACANT/UNDERUTILISED RURAL LIVING
NEW RURAL LIVING (5000M2)
NEW LINEAR OPEN SPACE

OPEN SPACE UPGRADE

NEW COMMUNITY PURPOSE
NEW ROADS

NEW TRAILS

180M WATER SUPPLY LIMIT

| JOELUORON O

VILLAGES 8ooM CATCHMENT

N 1:10,000@A3
[ ———
o 150m

p LU S Urban Design
Social Planning
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10.3 Structure Plan _ Bagdad South
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Structure Plan

Note: The Structure Plan identifies land where the use is planned
to change over time (e.g. from rural to residential), as well as key
infrastructure such as access roads/streets, and open spaces.

Modest rural living subdivision
opportunities around Gangells Lane.
Future access roads indicated - if
required by land development.

Modest rural living subdivision opportunities
around Halls Lane, close to recreation area

Modest rural living subdivision opportunities
accessed from Quarrytown Road, generally
at elevations less than 18om AHD, avoiding

steep slopes, and maintaining views to
forested ridgelines

STUDY AREA

TOWNSHIP BOUNDARY
NEW VILLAGE ZONE

VACANT VILLAGE

NEW LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL

NEW RURAL LIVING A
VACANT/UNDERUTILISED RURAL LIVING
NEW LINEAR OPEN SPACE

OPEN SPACE UPGRADE

NEW COMMUNITY PURPOSE

NEW ROADS

NEW TRAILS

180M WATER SUPPLY LIMIT

| JeE UOEDIAELD

VILLAGES 8ooM CATCHMENT

@ 1:20,000@A3
=[|]:' ' [
JENSEN Planning (o] 3o00m

Landscape Architecture

p LU S Urban Design
Social Planning

Bagdad Recreation Area - deliver
master plan for enhanced sporting and
community facilities.

New community purpose opportunity on Council
-owned land to integrate with master plan.

Generally less subdivision opportunity on
east side of Midland Highway, as many lots
are around 1ha in size already, and flooding
constraints apply to many properties.

| New shared path and trail along Rivulet
| to school. School Road improvements

for safer drop-off, possibly one-way
movements with footpaths and formalised
parking. Potential expansion of the school

| (future rezoning might be required).
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Note: The Structure Plan identifies land where the use is planned
to change over time (e.g. from rural to residential), as well as key
infrastructure such as access roads/streets, and open spaces.

10.4 Structure Plan _ Mangalore

Modest rural living subdivision of selected
blocks on east side Midland Highway,
especially where side road access is available

Bagdad-Mangalore-Brighton shared use path

Additional landscaping and playground
amenity to Mangalore Recreation Area.

Indiative local street network to connect
rural living zoned land and provide access

to Black Brush Road.
STUDY AREA

TOWNSHIP BOUNDARY
NEW VILLAGE ZONE

VACANT VILLAGE

NEW LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL

NEW RURAL LIVING A
VACANT/UNDERUTILISED RURAL LIVING
NEW LINEAR OPEN SPACE

OPEN SPACE UPGRADE

NEW COMMUNITY PURPOSE

NEW ROADS

NEW TRAILS

180M WATER SUPPLY LIMIT

Development site for rural living subdivision
with road access from crest of Black Brush
Road. Limit elevation of development
(houses) to approx 18om AHD to preserve
forested ridgeline and rural landscape.

-
L2
O
.
O
.
.
-
o
O

Rural Living zoned land with potential for
modest land development with new road
access from Black Brush Road.

VILLAGES 8ooM CATCHMENT

JENSEN E:\nn;sisze Architecture ) " .- \ '_'i ¥ : z i 4 . : 1:1 0,000@A3

pLUS Urban Design 3 N _ |
Social Planning ‘ " { i L A v

150m
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Bagdad-Mangalore
Structure Plan

10.5 Structure Plan _

) - =

Itural

9

Rural and Agricu

Land

W\

,H

_

L5 ‘.

Change from Agriculture Zone to Rural Zone,

due to lower agricultural values and broader

opportunities in the Rural Zone.

Note: The Structure Plan identifies land where the

use is planned to change over time (e.g. from rural
to residential), as well as key infrastructure such as

access roads/streets, and open spaces.
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10.6 Structure Plan elements
(planning)

Future residential areas

Future rural living areas

Attachment
Agenda Item 12.4.3

Bagdad-Mangalore I=||
Structure Plan

Business + community

An important action to
facilitate new housing
and infrastructure in the
Bagdad-Mangalore valley
is the rezoning of land.

Typically this concerns
zoning land to support
appropriate forms of new
housing, but some areas of
business and community
development may also
warrant planning changes.

Rezoning may happen
progressively as demand
and infrastructure is
available to support zone
changes.

JENSEN P e
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design

Social Planning

—

_Future "village" or "suburban' residential
development is focussed at an expanded
Bagdad township.

_The Village Zone and the Low Density
Residential Zone are proposed to provide
for a range of housing options at Bagdad,
respecting local character and lifestyle.

_ A small area of additional housing at
Mangalore is proposed be facilitated by the
Low Density Residential Zone.

A A SIS

_Onland with low agricultural potential,
additional opportunities for rural living have
been identified.

_Locations include land around Mangalore,
and between Mangalore and Bagdad, west of
Midland Highway where flooding constraints
are less and where side-road access can be
achieved.

The Rural Living A Zone (min 1ha lots) is
proposed.

1. Bagdad (existing + future retail, business,
health, community services)

2. Bagdad Recreation Area, Club, Child Care,
Youth facilities

3. Bagdad Primary School

4. Post Office

5. Lark Distillery

6. Youth Detention Centre (proposed)

For an overview of future community facilities
refer to Appendix D.
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10.7 Structure Plan elements
(transport)

Roads
Future streets and roads are indicative only.
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Bagdad-Mangalore I=||
Structure Plan

Shared paths + trails

Future paths and trails are indicative only.

Access to development
sites will focus on side

road access, minimising
new Midland Highway
intersections. Long term,
the bypass road planned for

the eastern edge of the study

area may be required for
the full development of the
structure plan area.

Shared paths and trails

for walking and cycling
have great potential for
connecting the valley
locally, and beyond.
Completion of the shared
path following the Midland
Highway is the priority,
with new opportunities also
identified.

J E NSE NEI.I]=I Planning
Landscape Architecture
pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning

Bagdad Mangalore

1.

N

New residential developments provide

new local street networks, and access via
existing roads / streets, limiting new access
points to Midland Highway.

Intersection upgrades.

Traffic calming in village centre.

4. Future bypass road. The ultimate

development of land in the study area may
only be facilitated in the long term, if the
future bypass road is implemented.

1. Bagdad-Mangalore shared path along
Midland Highway.

2. Trail along Bagdad Rivulet (potentially
following future sewer main).

3. Trail from Bagdad Recreation area along
former rail corridor.

4. Shared path connection to Pontville /
Brighton + Hobart.

5. Shared path link to Lark Distillery (Shene
Road).
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10.8 Structure Plan elements
(environment)

Green Infrastructure + corridors

Blue Infrastructure
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Structure Plan

Agricultural lands

The landform of the
valley - high forested
ridges overlooking
the flatter valley floor
- provides a strong
environmental and
landscape setting.

Bagdad Rivulet and
its tributaries are

important for stormwater

conveyance. Their
quality as environmental
(and recreation)
corridors should be
improved over time
through better planning
and management.

-.JENSENEI][|= Lo

PLUS

Landscape Architecture
Urban Design
Social Planning

_High forest lands above the valley to the east

and west provide the environmental setting
for the study area.

_Together with the Bagdad Rivulet and creeks

flowing north to south, with great potential
for an improved environmental corridor
through the valley along these waterways.

_To the south, the Jordan River valley provides

another important corridor.

_A new Bagdad Rivulet Management Plan

is proposed to address multiple overlapping
issues and opportunities, such as water flow
and quality, vegetation/re-vegetation and
weed removal, biodiversity, public access, and
rural and agricultural needs.

Maintain the protection of the "better"
agricultural land to the eastern, central

and south eastern areas. This is due to the
higher local 'agricultural prominence', larger
land holdings and potential for access to the

Greater South East Irrigation Scheme.
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10.9 Structure Plan elements
(public realm)

Parks + recreation areas
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Bagdad-Mangalore I=||
Structure Plan

Historic features + Gateways

A well designed and high
quality public realm is

a feature of successful
places.

The study area has
several green spaces,
historic buildings and
places of interest.

These should be
enhanced to deliver
local amenity and visitor
interest.

JENSEN P e
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design

Social Planning

/

Bagdad

1.

Bagdad Recreation Area - deliver master
plan for enhanced sporting and community
facilities.

Bagdad - new village square / small public
space) / park in accessible location to both
sides highway.

New linear open spaces + trails along Rivulet
and creek in association with property
developments / infrastructure corridors.

. To Chauncey Vale Wildlife Sanctuary

Iden Road Reserve (existing local park, some
constraints around flood risk)

\
Mangalore

6. Mangalore Recreation Area. Opportunities
to improve playground + landscaping.

_"Heritage Mile" historic buildings

_ Other historic buildings + landscapes

_Wayfinding markers, signs + artworks at key
locations entering / leaving valley

_Small public gathering spaces at village
centres

_Long views to / from hills
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10.10 Structure Plan elements
(infrastructure)

Water

Sewer

Attachment
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Bagdad-Mangalore
Structure Plan

A

Preliminary utilities
infrastructure planning
has been undertaken

by Sugden & Gee. Local
upgrades and additional
connections and storages
have been flagged to
service the additional
development areas
proposed in the strucutre
plan.

JENSENh Carcics
Landscape Architecture
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_ High level reservoir planned for future (eg.

Harbachs Road at 250m AHD)

_ Mangalore is serviced via a reservoir

and booster pump station, development
possible up to 16om AHD.

_ Actual infrastructure needs will depend

on subdivision layouts. Early stages of
development should ideally use pipes sized
for the ultimate demand, to prevent the
need for future duplication.

1.

New sewer pump station at the current
treatment plant site south of Iden Road.

Two potential routes for the sewer
pressurised main to existing Brighton
Sewerage Treatment Plant:

_ Adjacent to the Bagdad Rivulet along
new linear open spaces.

Following the existing TasWater Trunk
main to the west of Midland Highway.

Council to advocate for prioritisation of the
sewer system based on growth projections.
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Low Density Residential Zone

_Enabling more spacious character and
lifestyle option. Land division from 2,500m2
(unsewered).

10.11 Zoning intent
Village Zone

_Expansion of Village Zone at Bagdad, on land
that can be supported by future infrastructure
(including sewer) and close proximity to village
centre Enables detached housing on lots from
6oomz2 upwards, providing for affordable
options and efficient use of land.

Rural Living A Zone

Low Density Residential Zone

_More spacious residential character on land
further from centre of Bagdad. Land division
lots from 1500m2 upwards, supported by
future infrastructure (including sewer).

_Enabling rural living lifestyle option, at
locations not used for agriculture and with
access not relying on Midland Highway. Land
division from 1ha.

Rural Zone

_Change from Agriculture Zone to Rural
Zone, due to lower agricultural values and
broader opportunities in the Rural Zone.

Low Density Residential Zone

_Group of existing small allotments at
Mangalore, plus small area of adjoining land,
providing modest residential infill opportunity.
Land division lots from 3000m2 upwards,
requiring careful on-site waste water
treatment.

Community Purpose Zone

_Site proposed for development as a
Tasmanian Youth Justice Facility by
Tasmanian Government (dependent on the
facility being built).

JENSENh Cancscs
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning
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11. Bagdad + Mangalore urban design concepts
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Bagdad-Mangalore '=[|]:|
Structure Plan

High level conceptual
plans have been
developed for Bagdad
and Mangalore to
suggest how future
shopping and
recreation spaces could
integrate with streets
and public spaces.

JENSEN:D[FL miscape rcitecty

PLUS Socal Pl

Bagdad

The urban design concept for Bagdad
investigates how a larger 'village centre’
could be developed. Three different
locations have been tested and are
subject to community and landowner
feedback.

All locations comprise land that is
privately owned, and any future
developments would be subject to
landowners initiating development(s)
on their land.

An expanded village centre at Bagdad is
expected to be a longer term initiative
and some designs may require the
Midland Highway bypass project to
proceed prior to 'main street’ style
developments taking place along the
existing Highway road reserve.

Option 1 (Blackport Rd/Cartledge Ln)

Option 1is located at Swann Street, just
north of existing shops and services. It
includes land for retail development and
open space.

Option 2 (Iden Rd/Cartledge Lne)

Option 2 includes an enhanced main
street public realm with proposed
commercial/retail shops.
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Three options tested for a larger village centre in Bagdad.
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Option 3 (East of Midland Highway)

Option 3 is a greenfield site on the
eastern side of the Highway with
sufficient land for a supermarket
precinct with specialty shops, plus a
dedicated carpark of a similar size, and
public open space.

Mangalore

The concept for Mangalore is focused on
enhancing the school bus pick up area
by provided a formalised turning area,
shelter and attractive low maintenance
landscaping.

Water Sensitive Urban Design is one way
that sustains a landscape with minimal
watering.

A pedestrian access path from the bus
stop & school bus pick up area to the
local playground is proposed along the
equestrian club. This provides a walking
route away from the road, making it
safer for families with children.
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11.1 Bagdad Concept Option 1 (Blackport Rd/Cartledge Ln)

New public open
space (0.7ha) located
outside of flood-
prone areas

Onstreet 9o degree
parking

New commercial/
retail shops to
create a vibrant
main street
precinct
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Existing heritage High contrast
building crossing
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Plaza with seating connecting the
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New 3000m2
supermarket with

Support
specialty shops

distinctive built
form to heighten
the sense of

, AN : : 2 ‘ arrival into the
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comprise land that is -
privately owned, and any
future developments
would be subject to
landowners initiating
development(s) on their
land.
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Longer term option

to create a residential
development behind the
main street precinct
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Existing bus stop

Existing heritage building

Linear park connection along
Horfield Creek

High quality main street
public realm with feature
paving and seating

Upgraded drainage to a
Water Sensitive Urban
Design swale with planting

New commercial/retail
shops to create a vibrant
main street precinct

New north-south laneway
connecting to private
carparking areas of the
commercial buildings

Shared path running north-
south

Service road to extend to
the new commercial shops

New toilet block adjacent to
the playground

On street parallel parking

High contrast crossing
treatment

April 2025
Rev: A
P2324
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11.1 Bagdad Concept Option 3 (East Midland Highway)

Plaza with seating
and feature art
sculpture to create an
iconic landmark for
Bagdad

High contrast
crossing treatment
connecting the main
street precinct with
the supermarket

New entry to the
carpark of the new
supermarket

Single lane two-way
highway with slowed
traffic speed

Onstreet parallel
parking

Extended median
islands with feature
trees and plants

Shared path running
north-south

Secondary access to
the supermarket's
carpark

|] Planning

J ENSEN Landscape Architecture

p LU S Urban Design
Social Planning

New open
space

AJacet development
L R 3
* T A
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Extension of the
existing road

of the adjacent
development

New 3000m2
supermarket with
specialty shops

Note: All locations
comprise land
that is privately
owned, and

any future
developments
would be subject
to landowners
initiating
development(s)
on their land.

April 2025
Rev: A
P2324

1:500 @A3
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~ Shared path running
north-south

Ve

properties connecting School Bus
‘playground and school ' Loading

Precinct

bus loading area.
Additional landscaping
screen and high fencing
to protect privacy and
security of adjoining

April 2025

'=[|]:| - Rev: A
anning P2324
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11.2 Mangalore precinct concept
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S

Playground Precinct

JENSENh Cancscs
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning

Footpath behind
properties connecting
playground and school

bus loading area

Relocate club gate to
improve public access
to playground

New Picnic
shelter adjacent
to open lawn area

Accessible footpath
providing connection
to the playground

High contrast
crossing treatment

On street parallel
parking

Upgrade playground
equipment and
improve the ground
surface for safety

Car waiting area

Asphalt-paved
school bus loading
area with shelter

Existing bus stop

Upgraded drainage
to a Water Sensitive
Urban Design swale
with planting

Feature art sculpture
on the elevated mound
to establish an iconic

- landmark for Mangalore.

High contrast
crossing treatment

New safety fence for
child protection

More shady trees
along footpath

April 2025 N
Rev: A
P2324

1:500 @A3
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I Attachment

Examples of
urban design
features to inspire
ideas for Bagdad-
Mangalore

11.3 Bagdad-Mangalore main street _ gateway sculpture

Bagdad and Mangalore are located
in areas rich in heritage and
history through the architecture
and public art.

A gateway sculptural piece should
celebrate this history and create
a key landmark that makes each
town known to passers-by.

. w L
X - L il SR T . i o SR T “‘ ?ﬂkﬁg
Local sculptor Folko Kooper's sculptures Mural or sculpture depicting railway

connection.
Image: brisbanevalleyrailtrail.com.au

Midlands silhouette trail. Bagdad being an important rest Silhouette by Stainless steel sculptures. An arch in the
area and horse changing area. Shadows of the path by Folko Folko Kooper shape of the architecture of the local
Kooper. Image Credit: Darren Wright. heritage houses, or a sculptural horse.

hobartandbeyond.com.au

JENSENED[I= o Spw—
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Examples of
urban design

features to inspire
ideas for Bagdad-
Mangalore

11.3 Bagdad-Mangalore main street _ precinct + placemaking examples

The main Plaza + placemaking Streetscape
street and
plaza (Bagdad)
is proposed
to have
high quality
materials
+ furniture
and offer
placemaking
features for
gathering g
opportunities e i STl ey il L syl
and social Village-feel plaza with activated spaces, sculptures, temporary lighting, etc within the proposed Main Clear crossing points for safer connections
interaction. Street Precinct in Bagdad. across roads + intersections along Midland
Highway, Blackbrush Road and Iden Road.
J aon |
Active pedestrianised street with temporary interesting placemaking features within the key activity areas ~ Walkable streets with diverse commercial
JENSENED”’ penee . In Bagdad and Mangalore. offerings and improved connections to

PLUS e adjacent key areas in Bagdad.




Examples of

urban design
features to inspire
ideas for Bagdad-
Mangalore

11.4 Bagdad-Mangalore designh elements _ street furniture + paving

The towns and their surrounding
areas have a rich connection with
large heritage houses that create
a unique character and feature. The
materials and furniture can reflect
similar colours and features as well
as celebrating a more modern style.

A high quality public realm for
the main streets and plaza will
enhance the walkability and visitor
attraction in key locations of
Bagdad and Mangalore.

Bespoke design elements for
the furniture will create a unique
character for the locality.

New play equipment will reflect
the natural landscape of Tasmania
with timbers and other natural
materials, and offer inclusive
elements for the opportunity for
all children to play and socialise.

JENSEN P e
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning
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Examples of

urban design
features to inspire
ideas for Bagdad-
Mangalore

11.4 Bagdad-Mangalore design elements _ soft landscaping + water sensitive urban design (WSUD)

The soft landscaping is proposed
to be dense, diverse, and low
maintenance using a variety of
local and other plant species
suitable for Bagdad and Mangalore.

Water sensitive urban design
(WSUD) is a key feature for both
concepts that will reduce reliance
on water needs and will save costs
on installing irrigation.

a . 7&'?' i ¥
Directing stormwater off roads and

The plant selection will create a

green landscape with seasonal other hard surfaces into the WSUD
colour change making it attractive gardens can help filter pollutants as well
and shady for passers-by to stop as watering the plants.

and experience the local towns.
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Gaps in kerbs help direét surface runoff
into the WSUD gardens.
I
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p LU S Urban Design

Social Planning

76



I Attachment

Agenda Iltem 12.4.3
Bagdad-Mangalore '=[|]:|
Structure Plan

11.5 Bagdad-Mangalore Wayfinding Plan

BAGDAD MANGALORE

Heritage signage to
be located along the
shared path in front
of each 'Heritage
Mile' house

LEGEND

A. GATEWAY MARKERS

® B. WAYFINDING SIGNS

C. DESTINATION / HERITAGE
SIGNAGE

April 2025 N

I:[l]:l Planning Rev: A
JENSEN Landscape Architecture P2324

PLUS Soc Poming 14000 @A3




Examples of
urban design
features to inspire
ideas for Bagdad-
Mangalore

11.5 Bagdad-Mangalore design elements _ wayfinding + sighage

The proposed wayfinding is a
tiered concept approach with a
consistent suite of signage that
reflects the local character. The
four tiers are:

1. artistic gateway markers at the
main entry points to the towns.

2. wayfinding signs at key locations
that inform users of their location
and how to get to the various key
landmarks.

3. heritage/information signs
that explain the history of key
landmarks, located at the relevant
landmarks.

Information sign for heritage or other
local trail.
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4. wayfinding patterns in the
pavement to direct users to the key
landmarks.

Wayfinding in pavement to direct people
to key locations.

Wayfinding sign on post (2 options)

JENSEN P e
Landscape Architecture
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Vision-led

To achieve the
aspiration of
this plan, test
future zoning
and development
projects against
the Structure
Plan, and keep

true to the vision.

2.

Public
realm

Investment in
public open
spaces, streets
and other public
realm is needed
to create a
desirable amenity
and bring new
people to Bagdad-
Mangalore.

Use public realm
investment as an
up-front catalyst
to encourage
investment to the
area.

12.1 Principles to guide implementation

Advocate

Use this plan

to advocate

for inclusion

of policies in

the Southern
Tasmania Land
Use Strategy, and
to advocate for
infrastructure
upgrades
especially a new
sewer connection
to Bagdad.

Staged

The Structure
Plan indicates
along-term
development
vision which will
only occur in
stages.

Stage
development with
infrastructure
capacity, but also
with landowner
and developer
intent, to best
enable change to
occur.



12.2 Sequence of urban growth (indicative only)
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Sl

Phase 1_'Quick Wins' Phase 2 _ existing zoned Phase 3 _ Town Centre + Phase 4 _"ultimate" urban
(o-5 years) areas (5-15 years) Village Zone (15-30 years) growth footprint realised
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Implement Bagdad Community Club Master Plan.
Consider opportunities to integrate with 1689
Midland Highway, Bagdad (Hall Lane).

School Road safety measures, drop-off and new
parking areas.

Wayfinding + signage project.

Rezoning of the Council owned land and 'developer-
ready' land on Blackbrush Road, Mangalore, as well
as targeted sites around Bagdad.

Urban design and placemaking improvements in
Bagdad and Mangalore.

Shared walking and cycle pathway extensions
(Bagdad-Pontville) and side arms (e.g. Shene Road).

Development of the proposed Tasmanian Youth
Justice Facility near Pontuville.

Advocacy with TasWater for new sewer pipeline.

Existing zoned areas continue to develop.

Initiate rezoning and development of
additional Village Zone land in Bagdad.

Shared walking and cycle pathway
extensions (Bagdad-Pontville) and side arms _
(e.g. Shene Road).

Prepare and implement Bagdad Rivulet
Management Plan.

Proposed Village Zone areas to approach
full development in Bagdad.

Bagdad Town Centre development +
enhancements.

Implement traffic calming measures along
the Midland Highway and continue advocacy
for a future bypass.

Deliver a new sewerage pipeline to service
the new areas.

Establish a ‘Heritage Mile’ trail to enhance
local identity and tourism.

Remainder of the areas continue to full
development.

Midland Highway Bypass facilitated full
development potential.
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Appendix A _ Yield analysis



Yield estimates land and dwellings

Attachment
Agenda Iltem 12.4.3

Bagdad-Mangalore
Structure Plan

Summary of key assumptions

_Analysis of potential yield of residential land
and dwellings is based on the "ultimate”
development of all land in the Structure Plan,
which would only occur over the long term
(beyond 25 years).

_Development densities and form based
on envisaged policy and minimum lot size
outcomes of potential zones being: Village
Zone, Low Density Residential Zone and Rural
Living A Zone.

_Assumed densities have been compared
to recent local projects, and to other case
studies known by Jensen PLUS.

JENSENh Cancscs
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design

Social Planning

Rural Living Rural Living

1ha

o.5ha

mediu
m

tial

density
resdien

retirme
nt
living

local /
town
centre

*less mixed use activity centres, schools + jty land
typical lot/site size m2 10000 5000 7500 2500 600 450
net dwellings per ha (aph) 0.75 1.50 5 4 9 15
NEW VILLAGE ZONE 12.302 m
NEW LOW DENSITY RES 1500M2 12.738 64
NEW VILLAGE ZONE 3.989 36
NEW VILLAGE ZONE 4.683 42
NEW LOW DENSITY RES 1500M2 6.635 33
VACANT VILLAGE 0.640 6
VACANT VILLAGE 1.418 13
VACANT VILLAGE 2145 19
VACANT VILLAGE 0.923 8
VACANT VILLAGE 5.314 48
VACANT VILLAGE 3.659 33
VACANT VILLAGE 3.815 34
NEW LOW DENSITY RES 3000M2 10.3965 42
NEW LOW DENSITY RES 3000M2 19.107 76
Mangalore
suburb
an mediu
(single m
lot density |retirme [local /
Rural Living Rural Living residen suburb |resdien |nt town
1ha o.5ha tial) an tial living _|centre
*less mixed use activity centres, schools + ity land
typical lot/site size m2 10000 5000 1500 2500 700 600 450 350
net dwellings per ha (aph) 0.75 1.50 5 o o 9 o 9
ha o o o|dw o o o
NEW RURAL LIVING A 1HA 37.824 28
NEW RURAL LIVING A 1HA 84.427 63
NEW RURAL LIVING A 1HA 53.082 40
VACANT / UNDERUSED RURAL LIVING 1HA 17.499 13
NEW LOW DENSITY RES 1500M2 4177 21
NEW LOW DENSITY RES 1500M2 2.429 12
Sub total 199.438 145 33 178
Valley
mediu
m
density |retirme [local /
Rural Living Rural Living suburb |resdien |nt town
1ha o.5ha tial living [centre
*less mixed use activity centres, schools + ity land
typical lot/site size m2 10000 5000 1500 2500 700 600 450 350
net dwellings per ha (dph) 0.75 1.50 o o o 9 o 9
ha [} o ofdw o o o
NEW RURAL LIVING A 1HA 23.223 17
NEW RURAL LIVING A 1HA 21.281 16
NEW RURAL LIVING A 1HA 23.958 18
NEW RURAL LIVING A 1HA 45334 34
VACANT / UNDERUSED RURAL LIVING 1HA 5.140 4
Sub total 118.936 89 o 89
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Infrastructure + Services

Sugden & Gee
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Sugden & Gee were
engaged by Jensen PLUS
to prepare a summary of
the infrastructure and
services considerations
for the Structure Plan.

BAGDAD-MANGALORE
STRUCTURE PLAN -
INFRASTRUCTURE & SERVICES
SUMMARY

Prepared for JensenPLUS 2 January 2025

Version NRAFT

INFRASTRUCTURE & SERVICES SUMMARY
g & G ‘Toeponi rmpiate V1.0

h Planning

Landscape Architecture
Urban Design
Social Planning

JENSE
PLUS

A summary of the key existing and
future infrastructure assessment
based on the ultimate scenario for
the long term plan beyond 2053 is
outlined below.

Potable Water

_TasWater have indicated capacity available
in Lower Dysart Reservoir for moderate
development.

_Bagdad’s network faces capacity constraints
which will need to consider continuing the
duplication of the reticulation main further
south down Swan Street.

_There are also elevation limits to consider,
with elevation limits to supply lots in
Bagdad up to approximately 18om AHD at
minimum operating conditions, in addition to
reticulation upgrades.

_The Mangalore network is supplied from the
Mangalore reservoir (approx. 12sm AHD) and
the Mangalore Retic Booster Pump Station.

_A high-level reservoir (e.g. Harbachs Road
at 2som AHD) may be required to service
elevated areas.

_Mangalore is serviced via a reservoir and
booster pump station, development possible
up to 16om AHD.

_Actual infrastructure needs will depend
on subdivision layouts. Early stages of
development should ideally use pipes sized
for the ultimate demand.

Sewerage

_The Bagdad Sewerage Treatment Plant is at
full capacity, with no short-term expansion
planned.

_Two potential routes for a new sewer

pressurised main to Brighton Sewerage
Treatment Plant:

Adjacent to the Bagdad Rivulet along
new linear open spaces.

Following the existing TasWater Trunk
main to the west of Midland Highway.

_A new sewer pump station is likely needed at
the current treatment plant site south of Iden
Road.

_Preliminary assessment suggests gravity-fed

systems will be sufficient for most new village

dareas.

_Projectis not yet included in TasWater’s
PSPs5; Council may need to advocate for
prioritisation based on growth projections.

Power
_It has been identified that power supply is a

constraint, with no spare head room at the
Bridgewater Substation, located outside of

_The ultimate scenario demand has been

estimated assuming a typical allowance of
3-5kVA per lot, with 3kVA a realistic estimate
for a standard single residential dwelling. While
the impact of potential changes on demand

is not known at this stage, it is assumed that
total demand for the ultimate scenario could sit
between 3.5 and 5.6MVA.

Roads

_The ultimate development scenario would be

best serviced by implementing the Midland
Highway Bagdad Bypass upgrade. Future
development needs to improve safe highway
access/exit prior to the bypass implementation
with consideration given to visibility
improvements and upgrading key intersections
with either slip lanes, roundabouts, traffic lights,
traffic calming measures and/or other safety
treatments. Additional access roads has been
recommended as part of this review.

Irrigation Scheme

_The Greater South East Irrigation Scheme

(GSEIS) currently under development by
Tasmanian Irrigation with government funding.
Expected to be completed for mid-2030.

_The Scheme intersects the southern end of the

study area with the pipeline design currently
shown as crossing the Midland Highway south of
Mangalore.

thestudyarea.
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Infrastructure + Services

Sugden & Gee

. Existing Infrastructure Future Infrastructure
The summary takes into : , .

account the existing and
future infrastructure

networks to achieve the Ei P
desired outcomes of the |

project.

Lower Dysart
Reservoirs 1 & 2
(TWL 224m)

— Bagdad - Structure - 07/05 Legend
Bagdad - Mangalore Structure (Date: 07/05/2025  Author: LL| Legend Sugden - " W MM&,'Péﬁﬁif mmu —' F link roads == Fulure sewer pipel te
»‘7'-',;-la-&\:, Plan Projoction: GDAO4, MGA Zone 56 | TasWater Hydrants 7/, Sewer Serviced Land 2l : . SR o= ST

Future Infrastruct 3
Existing Infrastructure Sources: Google Imagery. thelIST ure Sources; Google Imagory, thelIST

* TasWater Hydrants Bagdad While afort =+ 180m contour line Future sewer serviced land
F' While every effort hag been made 10 TasGas Manning Corridor wvery has boen made to G
Planning

g acy, Sixysen A € - TasWater Potable Main 100 2 Xom BrsLrm M0 Acriaacy. Sigten & Gae 100 200 om
DOSLIR AN AP, S & § % ™
J E N s E N i FOR INFORMATION St 10 raporeloln for e b " — TasGas Pipoline [ m— FOR INFORMATION takos. ;g -:ﬁ-uw o el ~= Walerways g.)o ;‘u
Landscape Architecture acy of dsployed Main 1 YY) © - 008 SO 1:10,000 @
. © S 14 o - 0 0,000 ot g oo
pl l 'E; Urban Design this map. mep.

Social Planning
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Agricultural Assessment

Pinion Advisory

Pinion Advisory were A summary of the key existing and

future infrastructure assessment
encgaged by Jensen PLUS . .
§a8 y based on the ultimate scenario for

to prepare a summary of the long term plan beyond 2053 is
agricultural qualities for  outlined below.

the Structure Plan. _Agricultural land use activity is severely

constrained in terms of both diversity and
intensity, due to the low land capability, low
rainfall environment and lack of access to
irrigation water and having a fragmented
nature with many small land holdings
throughout the BMSP study area.

_Low land capability, low rainfall environment
and lack of access to irrigation water and
having a fragmented nature with many small
land holdings

_The "better" agricultural land to the eastern,
central and south eastern areas. Due to
higher local prominence, larger land holdings

AGRICULTURAL ASSESSMENT
REPORT and would be covered by the Greater South

Jensen Plus and Southern Midlands Council East Irri g ation Scheme.

_For the majority of the agricultural land
present within the BMSP study it has a low
level of local and regional prominence due

Bagdad Mangalore Structure Plan

May 2025 — Part 2

O

pinion to issues relating to the amount of available Sagiad N e |Legend
land, lower land capability, limited access to Struciure Plan - R gy st | B
. . 1 Agricultural s Agricuftural Inence .
irrigation water, and the fragmented nature " Assessmont Scale: 1:48,000 @ A3 pgfmmm Low Agrcutra i
A of land holdings with the presence of many pinion . Due ot O X Highsr Aosisiien i © el
Planning . . . Prestursiics ; (el ) Flm " _.-\.'! 1
JENSEN Landscape Architecture ||festy|e and reS|dent|a| blocks_ Refierence: Aghasen Eﬂ# P ioliviiey PV UL G B (19, Gl T, i | 00 i, i
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Early Community + Stakeholder Engagement

Genuine engagement Overview _ Engagement with
with Bagdad An engagement plan working group in
- Mangalore’s was prepared, following October 2024
community, residents,  the International _ Early Stakeholder
councillors, local Association for Public Engagement
businesses and Participation (IAP2) (Tasnetworks,
stakeholders is public participation Department State
essential to developing spectrum Growth, Taswater,
a robust, well supported range of early Council)
structure plan. engagement activities  — Online survey
were planned and between November-
undertaken to inform December 2024

the structure plan.
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Bagdad-Mangalore Online Community Survey

November - December 2024

Attachment
Agenda Item 12.4.3

Bagdad-Mangalore E[I]:l
Structure Plan

How long have you lived in

5 9 resp OnseS! Bagdad - Mangalore?

59 Bagdad - Mangalore ..

residents respondedto 7
the survey. This is 3%
of Bagdad-Mangalore’s T
1917 population.
|

0% 10% 20%

e 95% (56) of the survey
respondents live in
Bagdad-Mangalore. 2
other respondents live
elsewhere in Southern
Midlands Council area
and 1 respondents lives
elsewhere.

« 30 respondents have
lived in Bagdad -
4 Mangalore for 10 years

JENSEN
SR or more.

40 0% BO%

50.85% of respondents
had children in their
household.

lanning
Landscape Architecture
UUUUUUUUUU
Social Planning

100%

What is your age?

0% 0% 20% % 40% 50% 60% 0% 8O% 90% 100%

¢ 75% respondents
were aged between
20 and 59 years (44
respondents)

e 24% respondents
were aged over 60 (14
respondents)

« One respondent was
aged between 0-19

Which best describes your
lifestyle status?

o [
Wor

10% 0% W% 0% B0% €0% TO%  80%  90% 100%

« The largest group of
respondents were
working (63%)

e 20% Of respondents
were retired and 3% of
respondents were not
working
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Bagdad-Mangalore Online Community Survey

November - December 2024
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What do you value most about Bagdad-Mangalore?

| Top five most important values
| for Bagdad-Mangalore:;

1. Safety (34 Extremely
] Important votes)

2. Accessible to Brighton/
Hobart etc. (26 Extremely

| Important votes)
commony 3.Surrounded by nature (26
eeeeeeee " Extremely Important votes)

4.Shops and community
services (24 Extremely
Important votes)

sprt 5.Easy to get around by car
_ (24 Extremely Important
votes)
i Bcmiine i Wi The lowest scoring item was

“cultural attractions ”.
Examples of highly important values

JENSEN " [
Landscape Arcl hitecture

pLUS Urban Design
Social Plannin g

Food and drink

valley

]
2w

L

& 0a - W

Examples of value with mixed results

Values which had mixed
feedback related to the
importance of having easy to
walk/ cycle, Equine/animal
keeping, food and drink
option, growing township
valley, and rural setting
location.
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Bagdad-Mangalore Online Community Survey

November - December 2024
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Which issues or opportunities you would most like to
address in Bagdad - Mangalore Structure Plan?

1. Road safety including local roads and Midland Highway (41%)

2. Upgrade footpaths and cycle paths (e.g. extension of the
walkway/cycle way link to Brighton) (39%)

3. Infrastructure improvements (e.g. water, sewer, power) (37%)

4. Public transport (32%)

5.Better parks and open spaces (31%)

JENSENh Cancscs
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Bagdad-Mangalore Online Community Survey
November - December 2024

Which issues or opportunities you would most like to
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address in Bagdad - Mangalore Structure Plan?

Hentage protection
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sion gpportunltles
Infrastracture improverr nts (water, se :—JIEMEJ“ New housing d f
I u b I I C t rG I I S C Drﬂglglgutructu§q s/ ety
Better parks and open spaceserubiic transport
New housing _Infrastructure improvements (water, sewer, pr::uu" er

Commumty infrastructure
Sustainable developmen Rurcll living / subdivision opportunities
Minimal chdhg e

mal chan .Footpaths [ c C|D uth
\Q’Footpmths | cycle pathg=
Liveabil |t'y Sustumuble developme'ﬁt
sTownship amenity

e pathgse:
Lweubl ity Lweubl |ty

, c\ New housi ng

T?W”Sh'p “me”'w\\ \Protect valley landscdpes:
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Infrc:lstructure |mprovements (wat

ustainable development Liveability ¢

er, sewer, power)

* New housingBetter parks and open spaces Minimal ohaige”
e Proteétrgarguriggruatljlgrqd'
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hunge
Public transport
Protect valley landscapes
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apes
NE‘W hou smg

Social Planning

Issues + Opportunities
to be addressed

(most important first)

Road safety

Upgrade footpaths or
cycle paths

Infrastructure
Improvements

Public transport

Tourism / Art and

cultural attractions
(lowest)

94



I Attachment

Agenda Item 12.4.3

Bagdad-Mangalore '=[|]:|
Structure Plan

Bagdad-Mangalore Online Community Survey

November - December 2024

Feedback reflects a What other issues and opportunities are
desire to improve the important to you?

Bagdad and Mangalore

in a way that is safer o Safety: Feedback focuses on having safer area from crimes
and supportive of as well as from potential road accidents due to city's and

residential proximity to the highway.

growing community o .
‘dine h . [ e Local shops: Feedback emphasised importance of providing
providing housing, loca more shops to the area for convenient living.

shops, employment and . Identity: Feedback is aimed at maintaining rural serenity

infrastructure while setting
maintaining a rural o Infrastructure: Feedback is clearly to address three main
. aspects as maintainence of infrastructure including roads,
setting, improving both social and physical infrastructure for growing
community and especially constructing new bypass to divert
local traffic

e Housing: Feedback also mentions the importance of having
multiple housing option at an affordable price.

JENSEN
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Bagdad-Mangalore Online Community Survey

November - December 2024
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Sl

Feedback reflects a Other ideas for the future planning for
desire to improve the Bagdad-Mangalore:

Bagdad and Mangalore

ina way that is safer e Bypass: Feedback focuses on constructing new bypass to
and supportive of divert local vehicle movement

growing community e Sport hub: Fgedba;k er_nphasised i_mportance of having sport
centre including swimming pool, cricket, golf and playgrounds

PrOVIdlng houSIng, local o Identity of combination of country and town setting:
shops, employment and Feedback is aimed at maintaining rural serenity setting while

infrastructure while supporting the growing residental areas

o Voice in the planning process: Feedback clearly to get prior
notification from responsible authorities before implementing
re-zoning

e Residential development and Subdivision: Feedback
also mentions the importance of providing more residential
development and releasing lands for subdivisions

maintaing rural setting.

JENSEN
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Co-Design Workshop 19th + 2o0th February 2025

Workshop Aim Workshop Objectives
1. Shared understanding of

Work together to the context, issues and

inform a new vision, opportunities.

guiding principles 2. Develop vision and guiding

+ structure plan for principles for the structure

Bagdad-Mangalore plan

3.Create a 30-year spatial
planning scenario(s) (eg.

SOUTHERN === i land use + infrastructure)
MIDLANDS = JENSEN
COUNCIL . i PLUS

4.Develop key strategies,
recommendations +
priorities

5.Community stakeholder
input and feedback

throughout

Bagdad-Mangalore $tructure Plan

Co-Design Workshop

Help shape your community for housing, agriculture,
environment, transport and infrastructure

Wednesday, 19* February 2025 | Thursday, 20* February 2025 |

S5pm-7pm 6pm-7pm
Community Drop-In Final Presentation

. Use this QR Code [M]|555xm]

Bagdad Community to learn more PR EaE
Cl b about the Bagdad- Rt kit ey

u Mangalore Structure i,z vt

Plan  [a]int =g

97



Attachment
Agenda Item 12.4.3

Bagdad-Mangalore '=[|]:|
Structure Plan

Day #1 _ Introductory Stakeholder Workshop

_ Introductions
_ Workshop objectives
_ Community survey results

_ Summary of technical
investigations (planning,
agriculture, infrastructure)

_ Small group activity _ Vision
+ principles

_ Small group activity _ 30-
year spatial plan scenarios

_ 23 attendees (local,
state, community groups,
businesses)

JENSEN " [
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning

g Are

Small group visions...

”"Growth, whilst keeping
rural landscape, and a
connected community”

”Growing the
community supported
by tourism, agriculture,
residential.”

“Country Living Style”

Respect the past,
embrace the future, for
future residents’ needs.”
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Items highlighted to be addressed in next stage
additional investigations.

Day #1 _ Introductory Stakeholder Workshop (scenario development)

~Manaalore Structure

Small group 1 Small group 2 Small group 3 Small group 4

_ Bagdad focus _ Residential + rural residential _ More extensive Rural Living _ Open space connections

_ Expansion of Village Zone _ Bagdad commercial centre? areas west side of valley _ Need a town/valley centre -
and Future Village Zone? Heritage corridor in S (Agriculture Zone to Rural where?

. - Living Zone)

_ Future street links + paths _Lark visitor attraction Shoob I DSG do not support

_ Low Density Res or Rural T — — Shopping centre on new site?  additional traffic generators
Living A to south? proposed _ Streetscape greening

- _ Country gateway concept
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Items highlighted to be addressed in next stage
additional investigations.

Day #1 _ Community drop-in information session

Day #1 workshop outputs
were further developed and
displayed at a well-attended
community information
session from spm-7pm

Bagdad concept on display

Major extension to Village
(or Low Density Res) + Rural
Living Zone

New sewer pump station

Rivulet / creek public open
space + trail (enabled by
development + sewer main)

Mixed use village centre +
streetscape

New local streets

Trail following former rail
corridor

New water reservoir for
elevated land NE?

Future highway bypass
enables change

dad-Mangalore $tructure Plan

Mangalore concept for
extended rural living areas
and rivulet open space / trail

!
—_—
=
=
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Items highlighted to be addressed in next stage
additional investigations.

Day #1 _ Community drop-in information session

Community feedback + ideas

_ Brand the area better -
possible country gateway
(sculpture?)

Oppose youth detention
centre

Heritage Mile strengthen
(signage, tree protection,
path to Shene, heritage
overlay)

Manage Rivulet better (clean
it, show it, platypus)

Dog park?

School drop-off safety -
redesign one-way with paths

Parks need upgraded - start
with Bagdad Club

Roberts Road should by
Rural Living Zone?

_ GP access

JENSENED[I= Coneacape rciect

PLUS o
Social Plannin g

e VAT UIIONE S

Bagdad small public space /
square

[
Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan 1

Other comments or ideas to the future

of Bagdad-Mangalore? e & l
. Smalle Lot 3¢5 w2 viam) res, ang- L

n up eoe reer T 66 plack Bush itd =
Neguntlowd Prie avcas,

i walking Conpechnzs du She bshwag—

* Cyelmg [wdkne cannectin, Jy Brishin s Gronar Hobadt-
o Mlove Sanidins % CBD toordeess 46 access + (oo wnctl.
2A%y  aceess ?"“"‘. v Baslge ¥ e reaky
e-,}r';ﬁmﬁ- wp'-rufm’rclﬂ, HioH sehooL -ﬁ)

' 4""‘4‘%!((&’../ f’nu(‘n-l?( x

s Rured Lvwg Zinne o first 3echer of Seowlwns Rel,

* Colobrate de Jlerifs gl Mle * aifl Alrgege + Labep-

C Maundare Je 1ogrve Rors® facsfidies av Bladk Brvsh el

* Detenher Cprhre & Yodb 15 magpraprinic

* Nathern S1de of M?MM (MOWA-B

Smaller lot sizes in rural
res areas to create more
housing?

Cycle / walking connection to
Brighton / Hobart

New Bridgewater bridge and
local services in Brighton
(school, IGA) will increase
opportunities

Rural living on first section
Goodwins Rd

Maintain / improve
equestrian facilities
Mangalore

 + fedesdian atcee Ho éow'schm’ A s1tk voudd, efc
1 needs 4o pe 4 . M-}u{y!‘ﬁ!(c@/@uw'ﬁwﬂ
“Z poeds a

i I‘—:-‘Q’C@Vm [ /” oad S/a SHp Ovee—~
T Camd favie gley L6 > abct v g3
l « Gadad Commond) (I owd 1he Schodl are 54)) o, sqphe ok, l

o e yed Zobeh Jo prpbennt g nes sowtap sulchan ]

&
JENS
_ PLUSEN

Blackport Rd area... rural/low
density to north?

Path linking school, post
office etc needed

Overnight rest stop at club?

New sewerage system
needed
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Items highlighted to be addressed in next stage
additional investigations.

Day #2 _ Infrastructure focus group + priorities

1.Structure Plan to Club Master Plan - 6. Stormwater
articulate clear implement management + water
long term growth sensitive design
plans to inform plan to address
infrastructure plans flood mitigation +

development impacts

4. Shared walking
and cycle pathway
extensions (Bagdad-

2. Bagdad sewer Pontville) and side
capacity expansion arms (e.g. Shene 7. Road safety + local
— trunk main to Road)* connectivity ~
P Brighton treatment
e = | gt h 5. Playground 8. Water, power
g |WFBSTUCTE Fooss b g 1N (S.‘ = upgrades and open and other services
AR iIndicative corridor : . .
- BLICHTIN  SGveinas pLanT - space improvements, including new
. + connections e.g. : . .
- J0ITW DETeNmIN — CATACYST: school, club)# cohesion and electrical substation
B e ko | connectivity at Pontuville
wif < S maee(8) - F 3. Bagdad Community
?\_ CONNECTINS fo  SLRod & Commun! TY
L (Lug 7
- (WNECTIONG 10 Wangnuwe pso@F -B _#ensure to state in the SP that sewer capacity  _*DSG recommend using their standardised _ " define village area at Bagdad, future traffic
NEED commiTmenT Flom (FSIOFw is a constraint (especially beyond land cycling hierarchy in Structure Plan to make it calming or intersection treatment e.g.
- 6 EMS = PLANNING.. BE YoND 1§ currently zoned for development). Sewer easy to align with grant programmes roundabouts (and triggers e.g. bypass), future
. PRAONAL(E network upgrades unlikely to be in next PSP local road plan

PLUS BRI

for three years.
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Items highlighted to be addressed in next stage
additional investigations.

Day #2 _ Focus groups _ School, village centre, statutory planning

. _ Rgnge of zones availablfa, with i RO At Bagdad Primary School
Z—ON%S . min lof different minimum lot sizes [')(/ﬂ'ﬂl/ _ _ _
| May be desirable to have a B ,§ - areais aﬁ‘ordz_able and attractive
\ 600w | ~ 3000m2 (advised minimum for YRR RISl O etraa M= U # to young families, has increased
\(1l Afje - ohsite waste water disposal L. O9RC. - indet vl aetd (nw. fon from 121 to 170 students
i (4 . - disposal) aded . Wrtry many families low socio-ec
FU\JMM Wbam /'* A or 5o0oom2 min lot size in some e - y : ,
b 15000 locations (but no zone provides ~  — T 9ahs WN\" | many students need literacy
Low Dens |ty E&J By WM{M this) _ Sl we - reaeahion intervention, disability support
]ZU\»N\' Lyvi ng A | h _ Option to use a Specific Area — U 5 Mool ovamunat v _ isolation and transport (e.g. to
2 ha Plan (SAP) to change min lot — \Golahim + franspoct- ¢4 swimming) a constraint
(2 g size, identify future local street UNW] m{.oj\/jn Fen needed _ school grounds used for
AO)f('CU{ H-wz n\i C loha- network yal - envitrodpke IM(Mch community recreation out of
| m!t[w{?hln'\f""‘“”’“] 40 ha _ Oruse DAs to enable a mix of .9 % - drdp off- (4 resi school hours. need better parks
BU\\(O\ S o el LS lot sizes with a higher average )-f\ - Cor porle? one-way § School Road drop-off and car
across a development area? : footpath (Wi . park (one-way, angle P, footpath,
WFWAnW—%LW | memnﬂ [4lnsred \Oé‘bﬂn — widening, car park?)
M PR _ students can't ride to school -

N mal A for €’¥FMS proper footpath

E‘ ( Y A f‘tlﬂUJllA 0

f’)\ﬂeuhg Acea Vlfin (W(F} =~ Oy, min- Wt si20).
lhnhifn fwine Lk sheeet netuele.

200 may be an ideal number,
supported by new developments

school accesses Rivulet via
informal track

need opportunities for young
people

_Contemporary rural living neighbourhoods

i including sooomz2 lots can be observed in

Planning
JENSEN Landscape Architecture nearby POI’]tVl”e (Zoned Rural |_|V|ng A)
pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning
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Day #2 _ Final Presentation

SOUTHERN %.. JENSEHJT i
MIDLANDS JENS -
COUNCIL T PLUS

Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan

Co-Design Workshop _ 19th + 2oth February 2025 FINAL PRESENTATION

All co-design workshop
participants, and local
community members,
were invited to a final
presentation and Q&A
at the conclusion of
the workshop. Held at

Bagdad Community
Club, the session was _ Recap _ project + workshop
attended by approx 25 objectives
people. _ Community survey results
_ Brief summary of technical
investigations
_ Day #1 workshop and
updated Vision + principles
_ Day #2 Overall plan +
strategies
_ Next steps
_ Discussion
-.'lENSENED[|= Lok RS

pLUS Urban Design
Social Plannin g

104



I Attachment

Agenda Item 12.4.3

Day #2 _ Final Presentation

Vision + principles

By 2055 our valley
communities around
Bagdad and Mangalore
have grown into
attractive villages,
where new housing and
infrastructure has been
built to manage growth,
and to keep the country
feel

Note: refined after Day #1 and #2 workshops
and community drop-in feedback

JENSEN P e
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning




Day #2 _ Final Presentation

Vision + principles

Attachment
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Structure Plan

By 2055 our valley 1. Growing valley
communities around
Bagdad and Mangalore pjan for well-managed growth

in population, housing and
services, to cater for growing
demand for valley lifestyle

have grown into
attractive villages,
where new housing
and infrastructure has 2
been built to manage
growth, and to keep
the country feel

Infrastructure
supporting growth

Including sewer network
capacity, water, power,
open space and community
facilities

Note: refined after Day #1 and #2 workshops
and community drop-in feedback

|JENSENI:[|]:I Planning

PLUS

Landsc. ape Architecture
Urban Design
Social Planning

3. Keep the country
feel

Protect valley landscape
character, with spacious
country/rural living, alongside
some village development of
smaller homes

4. Attractive “village
centres”

Make business and
community nodes at Bagdad,
Bagdad Community Club,
and Mangalore clearer
through zoning, public realm
improvements and better
access

5. Create destinations

Placemaking and identity
improvements, building upon
“Heritage Mile”, “gateway

to country” and other
attractions to encourage
more people to “’stop, stay
and spend”

6. Connected valley

Connect people and places
within the valley, and
regionally, via roads, walking,
cycling, horse riding and
public transport routes
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Overall plan | S y

e

o e
2

; _ _ ﬁ‘“ﬁ 2 : h OwSlty Joo Cweig
Growing villages SR (| -Res 1500mz_ SRS
Bagdad and Mangalore - N
Attractive business + |
. Landscape
community centres B
Destinations

Gateway to country

Agriculture SE + N

More rural + rural

living land |

Connected N

Infrastructure i AT uR (%

Note: refined after Day #1 and #2 workshops
' = ' and community drop-in feedback
 Justice |

-.JENSENED[|= Caiscape Archiectu

PLUS SocalPamaing
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Connections,
paths, open
spaces

_ To Mangalore equestrian
facility, and path to
Mountford Drive rural

_ Mangalore recreation
complex - an equestrian
focus + improved local

park living area.
_ Bagdad Community Club _ To Lark Distillery at
- sports, recreation & Shene.
community focus. _ Cycle / Walkway along

_ Shared Cycle / Walkway
along Highway - connect
to school, Pontville +
Brighton

_ Improve the highway
crossing points, for
pedestrian safety,
at Bagdad, Bagdad
Community Club, Quarry
Town Road, Mangalore.

_ Create side branches:

_ Connect to old rail way
reservation, possibly
where it crosses Hall
Lane.

Old Railway Line

_ Local parks at East
Bagdad & Iden Drive
are small and not well
equipped.

_ Destination play park at
the Bagdad Community
Club.

Linear park along
Bagdad Rivulet:

_ Conservation of riparian
vegetation.

__ create a number of
walking loops.
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gdad-Mangalore Structure Plan

"uwﬂﬁnp

oy

Agricufture Zons

Note: further zone testing required.

Land use budget + yield to be calculated and
tested.

-

=g
= .‘;o Ardulzdn
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Village centre design + placemaking Bagdad

Improved
pedestrian + traffic
safety

Greening

Walking + Cycling
links along the
creek

Small Village
Centre "A” or "B”

JENSENh e
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning
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gdad~-Mangalore Structure Plan

Mangalore

[ ‘Tf"*ulwﬁ Twanship

- .
# L

Note: further zone testing required.

Include a concept plan for land that may require
consolidation and/or new street access

JENSEN Cancscs
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning
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Village centre design + placemaking_Mangalore

Upgraded Open
Space

Shared path
extended along
Midland Highway
”Old railway line”

Improved
Pedestrian +
Traffic Safety

“Heritage Mile” +
Tourism Area

Note: more detailed concept required

JENSENh Cancscs
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning
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Additional notes + enquiries

1. Has views and landscape 5.Roberts Road land - rural
been adaquately reflected resource to rural res?
in the principles? 6.Greater south east irrigation
2. 230 future dwellings based scheme update? (from ag
on population projections... land and from infrastructure
is this scenario robust point of view)
enough or does past growth 5 49 Quarrytown Road
patterns, and climate related enquiry and previous
migration make the potential development application for
growth much larger? review subdivision

"demand" assumptions and
then test against "supply"
assumptions based on a
principles-based spatial plan
that is appropriate for the
valley.

3.review recent sales rate for
land and housing?

4.Note typical land pricing
$220-230k Bagdad, $380k
Brighton, $170k Kempton

8.‘cluster for small group
living’ idea and stronger
environmental and
regenerative species-
focussed plan

JENSEN
ccccccccccccccccccccc

pLUS nnnnnnnnnnn
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Consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan

July - September 2025

42 responses to
the survey

5 written
submissions

2 agency
submissions

33 people
attended the

drop-in sessions

JENSENh e
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning

Between 14 July and 15 September

2025, an online survey was published
to share the draft Bagdad-Mangalore
Structure Plan and receive feedback.

Drop-in sessions was undertaken on 31
July 2025 (2pm-7.30pm) The following
number of responses were received
during the consultation on the Draft
Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan :

_Atotal of 42 responses to the survey were
received.

_ 5 written submissions.
_2agency submissions.

_Approximately 33 people attended the drop-
in session.

A review of feedback collected through
the consultation on the Draft Bagdad-
Mangalore Structure Plan. For detailed
survey results and responses to the long
submissions, agency submissions and
other comments received in the survey
are contained in this chapter.

Do you agree with the draft vision statement?

Agree + Strongly Agree Disagree + Strongly Disagree

14



Consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan
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Part A: Who
responded?

An online survey was Were you involved in
published to gather previous community
community feedback onthe consultation?

Draft Bagdad-Mangalore
Structure Plan

Yes

0% 10% 20% 30%

« Majority were not
Involved (64%)

JENSEN
ccccccccccccccccccccc

p LU S nnnnnnnnnnn
Social Planning

40% 50% 60% 70%

How long have you Please tell us your
lived in Bagdad- age?
Mangalore?

8 o [N

« Majority are between
40-59 years old

(53%)

« Majority have lived in
Bagdad-Mangalore
for more than 10
years (61%)
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Part A: Who
Consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan (cont.) responded?
More detail about Which best describes

where you live?

e S - Miiority of .. E— - Moty or

respondents live in
the Bagdad township
(50%).

« Mangalore Township
and elsewhere in the

Mangalore
township

Elsewhere in
Bagdad-Mangalor
earea

Caregiver

[ live
elsewhere in
Southern...

| do not live

Other (please

wiEre st Bagdad-Mangalore speciy)

0%  10% 20% 30% 40%  50% area were also We”
repesented.

JENSEN
ccccccccccccccccccccc

p LU S nnnnnnnnnnn
Social Planning

Studying

Not Working

Business owner

your lifestyle status?

respondents are
currently working

(69%).

e Some retirees also
responded.
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Consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan (cont.)
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Part B: Vision
and Guiding
Principles

Do you agree with
the draft vision
statement?

Do you agree with the
six guiding principles to
achieve the vision

« Growing valley

64%

O

o Infrastructure supporting

81%

growth
.Strcnglydis... .Disagree 2 Unsure .Agree @ @
. Strongly ag...
« Keep the country feel
@ @

LEGEND

7 e s St o Attractive "village

centres”
‘ Disagree + Strongly Disagree

JENSEN P e
Landscape Architecture

pLUS Urban Design

Social Planning
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Km!  Create destinations
— 38%
(R . Connected Valley
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Part C: Overall
Consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan (cont.) Structure Plan

Please indicate how much you support or agree with the different
features with the Overall Structure Plan?

« More housing e Support additional o Facilitate township
opportunities to support village and low growth by advocating
a population increase density residential for a new sewer
from 2,000 people land with some rural pipeline to transfer
to 5,000 people in living housing wastewater to the

approximately 30 years. @ @ Brighton plant.

« Bagdad-Mangalore to
« Focus of housing Brighton shared use
growth in Bagdad, with  path
moderate growth in @ @
Mangalore and other

\ LEGEND
locations.

‘ Agree + Strongly Agree

‘ Disagree + Strongly Disagree

&
ENSENEI:l:FI nnnnnnnn
JENSEN " e
p LU S nnnnnnnnnnn
Social Planning
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Part C: Overall
Consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan (cont.) Structure Plan

Protection of the "better"” agricultural land to the eastern, central and south eastern areas
remains important due to its greater agricultural value, larger lot sizes, and potential access
to the Greater South East Irrigation Scheme. Other areas might be better suited to more
opportunities in the Rural Zone. Please indicate how much you support or agree with changes
from agricultural to rural land within the Overall Structure Plan?

Agree + Strongly Agree Disagree + Strongly Disagree
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% T0% 80% 90%
. Strongly dis... . Dizagree LImsure . Agreg
1. ﬁ Strongly ag...
JENSEN " i e

pLUS Urban Design
Social Planning
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Part D: Bagdad
Consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan (cont.) Township

Please indicate how much you support or agree with the different
features of the plan for the Bagdad Township?

« New village residential « Local street and
and low density walking trails to
residential areas to access development

accommodate around areas.

850 dwellings over
« Retain the landscape

time.
e
setting of the valley.

 Linear open spaces
alongside Horfield
Creek and Bagdad 84%
Rivulet.
@ @ LEGEND

Agree + Strongly Agree

‘ Disagree + Strongly Disagree

JENSEN
ccccccccccccccccccccc

p LU S Urban Design
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\
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Consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan (cont.)
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Part D: Bagdad
Township

.
ortunity to I
« Opportunity to
develop more of
[ .
1 a village centre
- by encouraging
- development of land
for local retail and
.— services, and new
- public open space(s).
S
@
. o Facilitate township
o growth by advocating
E for a new sewer
pipeline connecting
ED[F'pl

JENSEN" 2 ,..... Bagdad to Brighton,

pLUS nnnnnnnnnnn

Social Planning

Please indicate how much you support or agree with the different
features of the plan for the Bagdad Township?

and replacing the
Bagdad waste water
treatment plant with a
pump station.

e

« Modest rural living
subdivision potential
south of Bagdad near
Gangells Lane, Hall Lane
and Quarrytown Road.

Y-

« Modest rural living
subdivision potential
at Winstead Road
(from o.5ha lot size
instead of 1ha today)

oC

LEGEND
. Agree + Strongly Agree

‘ Disagree + Strongly Disagree
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Part D:
Consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan (cont.) _’;':V'JEZ‘L?:-‘
] Please indicate how much you support or agree with the different
o features of the plan for Mangalore?
I « Modest rural living areas « Shared use path « Additional landscaping
either side of the Midland  along Midland and playground to
I_ Highway to accommodate Highway Mangalore Recreation
o] around 150 dwellings Area.
- @S O
90
S « Retain the landscape
« New low density setting of the valley
s residential areas near the
_| intersection of Midland @
= Highway and Blackbrush
I Road to accommodate
around 30 dwellings.
singore. LEGEND
— @ ‘ Agree + Strongly Agree
' " ‘ Disagree + Strongly Disagree
JENSENEDEF Caiscape Architectue

p LU S nnnnnnnnnnn
Social Planning
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Consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan (cont.)
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Part E: Other
elements

Please rank the other elements of most importance to you within the draft Bagdad-

Mangalore Structure Plan?

(1 being the highest, and 9 being the lowest)

1.

Pla g
JENSEN Landscape Architecture
p Ll |S Urban Design

Social Planning

Implement traffic
calming measures
along the Midland

Highway and continue
advocacy for a future

bypass. Shared
walking and cycle
pathway extensions

(Bagdad-Pontville) and

side arms (e.g. Shene
Road). Protection of
the high forest lands

above the valley to the

east and west.
e

2.

3.

New local street
networks and
access via existing
roads / streets,
limiting new access
points to Midland
Highway.

Urban design

and placemaking
Improvements

iIn Bagdad and
Mangalore e.g.
seating, landscaping,
small public plaza.

4. School Road safety
measures, drop-off
and new parking
areas.

5. Delivery of the
master plan for
enhanced sporting
and community
at the Bagdad
Recreation Area.

6. Public art features
including gateway
sculpture(s) as a
landmark for the
area.

7.

Protection of the
"better" agricultural
land to the eastern,
central and south
eastern areas.

8. Wayfinding signs at

0.

key locations.

“Heritage mile”
and other heritage
iInformation signs.
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Consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan (cont.)

Community Drop-in Sessions Comments from Drop-in Sessions:
In conjunction with the survey,
;iThZU;'tXUTJZZQZS(z:j;O;; gsrf)hgei'v‘?ng « "Extend bike pathto < "Need to allow Consider alternative
people the chance to proviae feed,back Pontville / Brighton 1ha allotments at exit further to the
e sure Plan e e or€ should be a high Ballyhooly Road" south."
priority. . "Issues with the « "Issues with proposed

« "New road network path to the rear walking trails along
from Blackbrush Road  of properties in the creek and old
in Mangalore to allow Mangalore (security, railway line (privacy,
smaller subdivisions." privacy and access)" land-ownership,

. "Need new water . "Town centre near the  Safety, feasibility).”
reservoir on hill north Community Club?"  "Support the Bagdad
side of Blackbdush . "Need bigger blocks to Community Club
Road." Master plan."

maintain country feel."

» "Rural Living Zone . "Potential congestion
should extend east on East Bagdad Road

of the Rivulet (near and Midland Highway.
Ballyhooly Road)."
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Summary of consultation on the Draft
Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan
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The consultation
process generated 42
survey responses, 5
written submissions,
3 state agency
submissions, and

33 drop-in session
attendees, totalling 82
responses.

Consultation on the draft Bagdad-
Mangalore Structure Plan,

from 14 July to 15 September
2025, generated a broad range

of feedback, themes and
observations.

Mixed views

The survey responses, which asked
specific questions about elements of the
plan, indicate mixed community views
about the Structure Plan.

For example, half of respondents
support the overall vision, with 40% not
In support.

Of the six guiding principles, there was
majority support for four of the six
principles.

Survey responses also need to be
balanced against other feedback
received during the consultation
(especially in-person consultations), as
well as detailed comments in the survey.

High number of new
respondents

Most survey responses were provided
online and the majority of survey

respondents (64%) had not participated

in any previous consultations, including

the online survey in December 2024 or

the community Co-design workshop in
February 2025.

While this is not uncommon, it
demonstates the importance of
taking into account the results of all
consultations when considering any
future changes to the plan.

Areas of agreement

The survey responses and other
consultation identify a number of
themes which have broad agreement.
_Growing valley

_Infrastructure supporting growth

_Keep the country feel

_Connected valley

_Bagdad- Mangalore to Brighton shared use
path

_Advocating for a new sewer pipeline to
transfer wastewater to the Brighton plant

_Retain landscape setting of the valley

_Additional landscaping and playground to
Mangalore Recreation Area.

Elements with mixed or limited
support

Several respondents do not support the
extent of growth proposed at Bagdad,
potential minimum lot size changes

at Winstead Road, and elements such
as future linear open spaces along
creeklines.

Other examples include:

_"More housing opportunities to support a
population increase from 2,000 people to
5,000 people in approximately 30 years."
(Overall Structure Plan) (47% support / 45%
against)

_"Support additional village and low density
residential land with some rural living housing”
(Overall Structure Plan) (47% support / 45%
against).

_"Protection of the "better" agricultural land..."
(Overall Structure Plan) (47% support / 45%
against).
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Summary of consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan (cont.)
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_"Linear open space alongside Horfield Creek
and Bagdad Rivulet (Bagdad Township) (41%
support / 41% against).

This highlights the need to carefully
consider these elements of the plan over
time as implementation proceeds.

Strong support to "keep the
country feel” and "retain
the landscape setting of the
valley”

There was strong support for ‘keeping
the country feel’ and ‘retaining the
landscape setting of the valley.” Across
the survey, 81% of respondents either
strongly agree or agree with ‘keep

the country feel’ Similarly, ‘retain the
landscape setting of the valley’ received
the highest levels of support, with 84%
in Bagdad, and 86% in Mangalore.

Housing Growth

The extent of housing growth has been
a key topic of discussion since the start
of this project. In the initial surveys
conducted in December 2024, some
respondents expressed support for
additional subdivision and land release,
while also emphasising the need to
maintain the rural character.

During the Co-Design workshop, plans
were drawn, presented and discussed
demonstrating a certain level of housing
growth which were largely consistent
with the plans included in this report.

A key survey question within the Overall
Structure Plan asked about providing
"More housing opportunities to support
a population increase from 2,000 to
5,000 people over approximately 30
years". Responses were mixed, with 47%
in support, and 45% in opposition.

Reviewing detailed comments, we
understand that there are specific
locations for review.

Bagdad

At a high level, community respondents
are generally supportive of new housing
opportunities for Bagdad-Mangalore.

However the results indicate that while
the overall level of growth is broadly
acceptable, the extent of growth in
Bagdad is questioned.

A submission from the Department

of State Growth also raised concerns
regarding the amount of proposed

land supply. We do note that this

plan is a long-term growth strategy
extending beyond 30 years. The
approach is intended to establish a
growth "footprint" at a high level,
prioritising opportunities, constraints,
and community values rather than being
driven by immediate dwelling demands.
The ‘ultimate’ scenario in the plan could
be said to represent the maximum or
preferred form of development, guided
by sound planning principles.

Noting that the planning is very long
term in nature, the final plan proposes to
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reduce the amount of growth at Bagdad.
The most logical area for reduction

is to the northern extents of the
township, for the following reasons:

_Most of this land is beyond 8oom walking
distance from the centre.

_Much of this land is above the 18om water
supply limit, which would require additional
water reservoir(s).

_Development in this area Could place
additional traffic congestion on the
intersection of East Bagdad Road and the
Midland Highway.

Another area where the extent of
housing could be reduced is to the
south of the township, where lowering
the density from Village Zone to a Lower
Density Zone may be suitable.

East of the Midland Highway
(Mangalore)

Some respondents suggested extending
the Rural Living Zone east of the

Rivulet near Mangalore. Much of this
area is the "better"” agricultural land
with larger holdings, greater local
prominence, and potential access to the

J ENSENI:q]:I Planning
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Greater South East Irrigation Scheme.
While we acknowledge that not all of this
land is classified as “better”, the Rivulet
provides a clear and logical boundary of
development that should be retained.

Winstead Road

Many respondents did not support the
“Modest rural living subdivision potential
at Winstead Road (0.5 ha lots instead of
the current 1 ha),” with 49% opposed and
27% in support.

Although some existing lots are smaller
than 1 ha - indicating some capacity for
smaller allotments - the topography,
location to access to services, limited
actual development potential, and
feedback from the recent consultation
suggest that this planning policy for this
area should not be changed.

Other Locations

Respondents for other locations are
seeking a change of designation, primarily
for rural living development. Detailed
responses to these other areas, are
documented in the table starting on the
following page.

TasWater

TasWater advised that the existing
sewerage system does not support
the town’s projected growth. The long-
term plan to decommission the STP
and divert flows to Brighton is costly
and unlikely to be prioritised within

the next 10 years. Interim upgrades
may improve treatment of current
flows but will not increase capacity,
and further development would push
the STP beyond its 100 kL /day limit.
TasWater therefore prefers Council to
focus growth on larger unsewered lots
that can use on-site systems. For these
reasons, and those outlined previously,
the extent of growth for Bagdad has
been reduced.

"Creating Destinations"

Some respondents did not support the
guiding principle “Create Destinations,”
with 43% opposed and 38% in support.

Noting comments such as “What
destinations are you creating?”
and “Instead of ‘create, it should
be ‘promote’ destinations” suggest

a better wording would be to
"Promote Destinations", building upon
placemaking opportunities already
existing at Bagdad-Mangalore.

Walking Trails

Feedback about future walking trails
was raised a number of times in
consultation. Questions relate to land
ownership, privacy, safety, and overall
feasibility.

This plan does not propose land
acquisition to facilitate walking trails.
Instead it suggests that if for example
residential land is developed alongside a
creek or waterway then an open space
area and path is a desirable element to
be provided by that development.

The former rail corridor to the west
of Bagdad provides an opportunity
for a future path or trail behind future
development areas, but should be
subject to further investigation to
determine its overall feasibility.
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Changes to the document
following consultation

A summary of the key changes is
provided below to demonstrate that
the consultation feedback has been
considered.

_Page 5 - Wording changed from “Create
Destinations” to “Promote Destinations”, as
well as references to “stop, stay and spend”
have been removed. Changes to the overall
structure plan.

_Page 6 - Changes to the plans. Wording
changes to include Rural Living / large lot
options

_Page 8 - Reference to Draft STRLUS
_Page 10 — Updates to timeline.
_Page 21 - Summary of the Draft STRLUS

_Page 25 — Updates to the Bagdad Shared
Path

_Page 26 - Updates to Council’s purchased
site at 1689 Midland Highway

_Page 41 - Expanded details on landscape
and vegetation (Region’s ecological and
environmental characteristics)

JENSEN P e
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_Page 51 - New summary conclusion chapter

added with reference to Appendix C.

_Page 53 - Wording changed from “Create

Destinations” to “Promote Destinations”, as
well as references to “stop, stay and spend”
have been removed.

_Page 55 (Overall Structure Plan) - Updated to

reflect changes.

_Page 56 (Bagdad) - Updated to:

_Reduce the extent of the proposed village
zone to the north-east (including removal
of access points from the Midland Highway
in this area). Change the zoning to Low
Density Residential (2,500m2, unsewered).

_Change the zoning from Village zone to
Low Density to the south

_Realign the walking path along Bagdad
Rivulet to Midland Highway

_Page 57 - Walking trails along the former

rail corridor are now identified as “subject to
further investigation.”

_Page 57 (Bagdad South) - Updated to:

_Remove the Winstead Road land division
infill.

_Add new community purpose opportunity
at 1689 Midland Highway

_Page 60 - Additional commentary on

business and community with reference to
future community facilities in Appendix D.

_Page 60 - Updated boundaries to reflect

changes in Bagdad.

_Page 61 - Notation to specific that streets

and roads are indicative.

_Page 65 - Zoning plan updated as per changes

above.

_Page 71 - Additional note for properties

fronting Blackbrush Road - “Additional
landscaping, screening and high fencing to
protect the privacy and security of adjoining
properties.”

_Page 81 - Sequencing plan updated to reflect

consultation outcomes and additional details.

_Page 84 - Revised yield estimates.

_Pages 114-138 - New Detailed Engagement

Summary section.

_Page 140 - Updated benchmarking for social

infrastructure.
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Greater than 3
similar comments

Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan response

Well behind on infrastructure supporting
growth and being connected, with very
limited services to support growth,
Focus on supporting sustainable
communities.

Noted. Thank you for the feedback We agree that the necessary infrastructure is essential to support the growth anticipated in the plan. This plan will
serve as both a guiding framework and an advocacy tool to support this growth. Sustainability is a focus in the plan, and the plan will includes
initiatives designed to promote sustainable communities.

No consultation with landowners

Noted. Thank you for your feedback. We have undertaken community engagement through an online survey in December 2024, and a Co-Design
Workshop in February 26024, which was promaoted to everyone through flyers, social media, newsletters and emails. Between 14 July and 15

2. September 2025, a second online survey was conducted to share the draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan and gather feedback. A drop-in session
was also held on 31 July 2025 from z:00pm to 7:30pm. This engagement period was extended from the standard cne month to two months to allow
for additional feedback.

More infrastructure needed (bus service 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. This plan makes reference to seme of this infrastructure.
3. to Hobart, doctors, police presence and
IGA style shop
Bagdad avoid becoming overly 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. A review of the feedback from the consultation highlights that there are concerns in relation to the extent of
subdivided and poorly implemented housing in Bagdad. While planning in this plan extends beyond 30 years, we agree that there is justification for some reduction of housing in Bagdad.
centre.
The most logical area for reduction is to the north-east of the township, for the following reasons:
_. Most of this land is beyond 8oom walking distance from the centre,
4 The majority of this land is above the 18om water supply limit, which would increase development costs
_. Development in this area would place additional traffic congestion on the intersection of East Bagdad Road and the Midland Highway.
Another area where the extent of housing could be reduced is to the south-west of the township, where lowering the density from Village Zone to a
Lower Density Zone may be more suitable.
Please see ‘Summary of consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan’ of this report for further discussion.

5. Support independent grocer 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

6. Keep Mangalore quiet tranquil 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

No costings or feasibility undertaken 1 Noted. Detailed costings and feasibility studies are not typically prepared for a Structure Flan. However, this plan has drawn on a team of experts ta
assess its feasibility, including Jensen PLUS {Planning and Urban Design), Sudgen + Gee {Infrastructure and Services), and Pinion Advisory

I (Agricultural Assessment). High-level cost estimates have also been provided by Sudgen + Gee {Infrastructure and Services), in consultation with
government authorities.

1ha subdivision is too large (Rural Living 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Some respondents have called for additional subdivision opportunities in Mangalore, with some suggesting
Zane) — Mangalore example minimum allotment sizes of 5,000m°. Majority of these concerns have been raise to allow for more subdivision potentizl. We agree that additional
subdivisions must be done within the context of providing housing supply and cheice however this should be commensurate with retaining a country
feel and retain the landscape setting to the valley, which has been strongly supported by the community.
The draft proposes a minimurn allotment size of 1 hectare for land designated as Rural Living in Mangalore.
Our review of existing landholdings shows that most are larger than 2 hectares, meaning many properties could be subdivided under the 1-hectare
standard.
8.

As such, we consider the 1 hectare minimum to be reasonable for the following reascns:

It allows for a level of growth while maintaining the country feel supported by the community.

It preserves spacious lots typical of a rural setting and ensures appropriate separation between dwellings.

It limits the extent of built form, ensuring it remains subordinate to the landscape, reinforcing openness and rural character.
Unlike Bagdad, the area is not close to key services and facilities, making larger lot sizes more suitable.

Many existing allotments would still be capable of subdivision under this standard.

On balance, we find the 1 hectare minimum to be an appropriate outcome that supports the abjectives of the plan and should remain unchanged.
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Strongly disagree with the walking trails
alang creek sides and old train line
{compulsory acquisition, land ownership,
safety). Some suggest the focus
investment should be on new cement
path and jeined through to Brighton

Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Opposition to the walking trails was raised a number of times throughout the consultation. The cancerns largely
relate to trails along creeklines and the old railway line, particularly regarding potential compulsory acquisition, land ownership, privacy, safety, and
overall feasibility.

This plan does not propose land acquisition. It is an overarching long-term framework that, if the areas should redeveloped will need to consider ta
accommodate a walking path, which will be assessed at that time.

Q. running parallel with the heritage
highway We accept that some land to the eastern side of the Midland Highway is unlikely to redevelop due to fragmented allotments and flooding issues. As
such we agree that a realignment should be considered along the creekline in this location.
Along the old railway line, a historic feature of the area, we consider that this should remain in the plan. However, we accept that some of this land
may have limited redevelopment patential. As such, the walking path along the railway line should be subject to further investigation ta determine its
overall feasibility.
1 Not convinced of keep the country feel Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Changes to the extent of housing has been adjusted in this plan.
' with large housing developments
Supermarket on Swan Street Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Swan Street Supermarket (Option 1} is one of three options for a supermarket. All locations comprise land that is
inappropriate privately owned, and any future developments would be subject to landowners initiating development(s) on their land. An expanded village centre
1. at Bagdad is expected to be a longer term initiative and some designs may require the Midland Highway bypass project to proceed prior to 'main
street’ style developments taking place along the existing Highway road reserve.
12 “Our house will not become a Noted. Thank you for your feedback. All locations comprise land that is privately owned, and any future developments would be subject to landowners
' supermarket...build it elsewhere” initiating development(s} on their land. No change of land use will occur without landowner consent.
13 985 Midland highway Mangalore to be Noted. Thank you for your feedback. This land is currently located within the study area boundary of the Structure Plan. No change.
' included in Structure Plan
“Making Bagdad another small town Noted. Thank you for your feedback. A review of the feedback from the consultation highlights that there are concerns in relation to the extent of
overpopulated” housing in Bagdad. While planning in this plan extends beyond 30 years, we agree that there is justification for some reduction of housing in Bagdad.
The most logical area for reduction is to the north-east of the township, for the following reasons:
_. Most of this land is beyond 8com walking distance from the centre.
14, The majority of this land is above the 18om water supply limit, which would increase development costs
_. Development in this area would place additional traffic congestion on the intersection of East Bagdad Road and the Midland Highway.
Another area where the extent of housing could be reduced is to the south-west of the township, where lowering the density from Village Zone to a
Lower Density Zane may be more suitable,
Please see ‘Summary of consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan’ of this report for further discussion.
Bagdad is a rural/agricultural area, not Noted. Thank you for your feedback. A review of the feedback from the consultation highlights that there are concerns in relation to the extent of
for subdivision housing in Bagdad. While planning in this plan extends beyond 30 years, we agree that there is justification for some reduction of housing in Bagdad.
The most logical area for reduction is to the north-east of the township, for the following reasons:
Most of this land is beyond 8com walking distance from the centre,
15, The majority of this land is above the 18om water supply limit, which would increase development costs
Development in this area would place additional traffic congestion on the intersection of East Bagdad Road and the Midland Highway.
Another area where the extent of housing could be reduced is to the south-west of the township, where lowering the density from Village Zone to a
Lower Density Zane may be more suitable,
Please see ‘Summary of consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan’ of this report far further discussion.
16, Does not need to go ahead Noted. Mare detailed responses on this comment are provided throughout this section of the report.
“What destinations are you creating?” Noted. Thank you for your feedback. The principle’s intent to encourage placemaking and identity should still supported based on other feedback,
17. however, we will place less emphasis on creating new destinations and focus on promoting existing ones.
18 “Instead of the term create, it should be Noted. Thank you for your feedback. The principle’s intent to encourage placemaking and identity should still supported based on other feedback,
' "promote"” destinations” however, we will place less emphasis on creating new destinations and focus on promoting existing ones.
19, Doctar at Kempton Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
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“Focus on developing the area, rather
20. than preserving the rural feel of the
small local town and community”

1

Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

Prioritise Manglore Park, bus turning
21, circle {before quick wins)

Noted. Thank you for your feedback. "This is consistent with the community’s prioritisation of placemaking improvements in Bagdad and Mangalore
(e.g. seating, landscaping, and a small public plaza) ranked #3 in the survey. The staging plan will be updated to reflect this as a quick win.

22, Support subdivisions

Noted. Mare detailed responses on this comment are provided throughout this section of the report.

“We don't want Southern Midlands to

23 turn into Brighton.”

Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

Overall Structure Plan — General

Issue smaller blocks (already lack of
childcare, school at capacity)

Noted. Thank you for your feedback. A review of the feedback from the consultation highlights that there are concerns in relation to the extent of
housing in Bagdad. While planning in this plan extends beyond 30 years, we agree that there is justification for some reduction of housing in Bagdad.

The most logical area for reduction is to the north-east of the township, for the following reasons:
Most of this land is beyond 8ccm walking distance from the centre,
The majority of this land is above the 18om water supply limit, which would increase development costs

=4 _. Development in this area would place additional traffic congestion on the intersection of East Bagdad Road and the Midland Highway.
Another area where the extent of housing could be reduced is to the south-west of the township, where lowering the density from Village Zone to a
Lower Density Zone may be more suitable.
Please see ‘Summary of consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan’ of this report for further discussion.
2c Flooding (eg. Harfield Creek) 2 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Flooding has been a major constraint on the development of this plan, and has been carefully considered
' throughout.
Beautify the creek {platypus used to live 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. There will be additional commentary on the environmental and ecological characteristics in the report, as well as
26. ; ,
there) further reinforcements of the River Management Plan throughout the document.
27. Existing resident rights ignored 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
Town centre should be consolidated 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. The town centre is positioned close to majority of the housing in Bagdad, which is a key planning principle that
28, near existing services. New centre should be adopted.
seems odd?
Mangalore Bagdad corridor should be 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
24, area of focus for development (currently
timid approach)
30 Support small lots but maintain the 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
' country feel,
31 IGA shouldr’t be intended to bulldoze 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. All locations comprise land that is privately owned, and any future developments would be subject to landowners
' homes and businesses. initiating development(s} on their land. No change of land use will occur without landowner consent.

Do not support walking trails along creek 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Cpposition to the walking trails was raised a number of times throughout the consultation. The concerns largely
relate to trails along creeklines and the old railway line, particularly regarding potential compulsory acquisition, land ownership, privacy, safety, and
overall feasibility.

32. This plan does not propose land acquisition. It is an overarching long-term framework that, if the areas should redeveloped will need to consider to
accommodate a walking path, which will be assessed at that time.
We accept that some land to the eastern side of the Midland Highway is unlikely to redevelop due to fragmented allotments and flooding issues. As
such we agree that a realignment should be considered along the creekline in this location.

Do not support walking trails railway line 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Opposition to the walking trails was raised a number of times throughout the consultation. The caoncerns largely
relate to trails along creeklines and the old railway line, particularly regarding potential compulsory acquisition, land ownership, privacy, safety, and
overall feasibility.

33 This plan does not propose land acquisition. It is an overarching long-term framework that, if the areas should redeveloped will need to consider to

accommodate a walking path, which will be assessed at that time.

Along the old railway line, a historic feature of the area, we consider that this should remain in the plan. However, we accept that some of this land
may have limited redevelopment patential. As such, the walking path along the railway line should be subject to further investigation to determine its
overall feasibility.
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If village zone need sewer upgrades —
should consider reduction to 1ha blocks

1

Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

34 outside the village zone. This maintains

the character and wont require sewer.

35, Support rural living development 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
36, Protect agricultural land 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
37. Protect Mangalore as rural 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

No consultation with landowners 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. We have undertaken community engagement through an online survey in December 2024, and a Co-Design

Workshop in February 26024, which was promaoted to everyone through flyers, social media, newsletters and emails. Between 14 July and 15

38. September 2025, a second online survey was conducted to share the draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan and gather feedback. A drop-in session
was also held on 31 July 2025 from z:00pm to 7:30pm. This engagement period was extended from the standard one month to two months to allow
for additional feedback.

Bagdad stay agricultural / rural 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. A review of the feedback from the consultation highlights that there are concerns in relation to the extent of
housing in Bagdad. While planning in this plan extends beyond 30 years, we agree that there is justification for some reduction of housing in Bagdad.
The most logical area for reduction is to the north-east of the township, for the following reasons:

_. Most of this land is beyond 8com walking distance from the centre.
39, The majority of this land is above the 18om water supply limit, which would increase development costs
Development in this area would place additional traffic congestion on the intersection of East Bagdad Road and the Midland Highway.
Another area where the extent of housing could be reduced is to the south-west of the township, where lowering the density from Village Zone to a
Lower Density Zone may be more suitable.
Please see ‘Summary of consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan’ of this report for further discussion.
40, Do not change 2 Noted. Mare detailed responses on this comment are provided throughout this section of the report.
A1 Support (if implemented) 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

More development in Mangalore 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Some respondents have called for additional subdivision opportunities in Mangalore, with some suggesting
minimum allotment sizes of 5,000m?. Majority of these cancerns have been raise to allow for more subdivision potential. We agree that additional
subdivisions must be done within the context of providing housing supply and choice however this should be commensurate with retaining a country
feel and retain the landscape setting to the valley, which has been strongly supported by the community:.

The draft proposes a minimum allotment size of 1 hectare for land designated as Rural Living in Mangalore.
Our review of existing landholdings shows that most are larger than 2 hectares, meaning many properties could be subdivided under the 1-hectare
standard.
42,
As such, we consider the 1 hectare minimum to be reasonable for the following reascns:
_. It allows for a level of growth while maintaining the country feel supported by the community.
_. It preserves spacious lots typical of a rural setting and ensures appropriate separation between dwellings.
_. It limits the extent of built form, ensuring it remains subordinate to the landscape, reinforcing openness and rural character.
_. Unlike Bagdad, the area is not close to key services and facilities, making larger lot sizes more suitable.
_. Many existing allotments would still be capable of subdivision under this standard.
On balance, we find the 1 hectare minimum to be an appropriate outcome that supports the objectives of the plan and should remain unchanged.
43 Rezoning without ownership approval 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
Bagdad Township
A44. Focus on infrastructure first 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

No cost or feasibility 2 Noted. Detailed costings and feasibility studies are not typically prepared for a Structure Flan. However, this plan has drawn on a team of experts ta

assess its feasibility, including Jensen PLUS {Planning and Urban Design), Sudgen + Gee {Infrastructure and Services), and Pinion Advisory

45 (Agricultural Assessment). High-level cost estimates have also been provided by Sudgen + Gee {Infrastructure and Services), in consultation with
government authorities.

46, Limiting factors of sewer 1 Noted. See above.

Support public open space along creek 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
47. and new walking trails and village centre
48. Support village centre around Swan 5t 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
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Issues with walking paths (currently 3 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Opposition to the walking trails was raised a number of times throughout the consultation. The cancerns largely
owned properties) + privacy issues relate to trails along creeklines and the old railway line, particularly regarding potential compulsory acquisition, land ownership, privacy, safety, and
overall feasibility.
This plan does not propose land acquisition. It is an overarching long-term framework that, if the areas should redeveloped will need to consider ta
accommodate a walking path, which will be assessed at that time.
49.
We accept that some land to the eastern side of the Midland Highway is unlikely to redevelop due to fragmented allotments and flooding issues. As
such we agree that a realignment should be considered along the creekline in this location.
Along the old railway line, a historic feature of the area, we consider that this should remain in the plan. However, we accept that some of this land
may have limited redevelopment patential. As such, the walking path along the railway line should be subject to further investigation to determine its
overall feasibility.
Need money to existing roads 1 Noted. Detailed costings and feasibility studies are not typically prepared for a Structure Plan. However, this plan has drawn on a team of experts to
o assess its feasibility, including Jensen PLUS {Planning and Urban Design), Sudgen + Gee (Infrastructure and Services), and Pinion Advisory
50 (Agricultural Assessment). High-level cost estimates have also been provided by Sudgen + Gee {Infrastructure and Services), in consultation with
government authorities.
] Location of the town centre issues — not 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. The town centre is positioned close to majority of the housing in Bagdad, which is a key planning principle that
o1 at community club area should be adopted.
Lack of consultation 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. We have undertaken community engagement through an online survey in December 2024, and a Co-Design
Workshop in February 2024, which was promoted to everyone through flyers, social media, newsletters and emails. Between 14 July and 15
52. September 2025, a second online survey was conducted to share the draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan and gather feedback. A drop-in session
was also held on 31 July 2025 from z:00pm to 7:30pm. This engagement period was extended from the standard one month to two months to allow
for additional feedback.
Issue with smaller households and taking 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
53 away agricultural land
Mangalore Township
54. No additional services 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
Fence around recreation area, public 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
23 toilet, etc
56. Covenants {Blackbrush Road) 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
Equestrian ground should remain 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
>7- separate
8 Issue with the path rear of lots (privacy, 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Properties with the path along the rear of the lots will be updated to reflect landscaping and fencing to ensure
2% security and foot traffic) the protection of private, security and foaot traffic.
59. Seal road instead of new roads 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
6o. Blackbrush Rd junction is a traffic hazard 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
Disagree with rural living submissions 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
61. and preserving forested ridgelines and
rural landscape
62 Blackbrush road/Mountford Drive is a 1 Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
' roadkill hotspot
Properties in Mangalore and in particular 2 Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Some respondents have called for additional subdivision opportunities in Mangalore, with some suggesting
on the eastern side of the Midland minimum allotment sizes of 5,000m?. Majority of these cancerns have been raise to allow for more subdivision potential. We agree that additional
Highway in Mangalore should be able to subdivisions must be done within the context of providing housing supply and choice however this should be commensurate with retaining a country
be developed into 0.5ha allotments. feel and retain the landscape setting to the valley, which has been strongly supported by the community.
Suggested a zoning layout that would
give Mangalore a country village feel and The draft proposes a minimum allotment size of 1 hectare for land designated as Rural Living in Mangalore.
attract people to the area
63. Our review of existing landholdings shows that most are larger than 2 hectares, meaning many properties could be subdivided under the 1-hectare

Plan 1 showing central driveway to
4 allotments

Plan 2 showing zoning plan with
area to the north-east of Midland
Highway as Rural Living Zone A
(0.5ha}, south-west of Midland
Highway as Village Zone (6c0-

standard.

As such, we consider the 1 hectare minimum to be reasonable for the following reascns:

It allows for a level of growth while maintaining the country feel supported by the community.

It preserves spacious lots typical of a rural setting and ensures appropriate separation between dwellings,

It limits the extent of built form, ensuring it remains subordinate to the landscape, reinforcing openness and rural character.
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Greater than 3
similar comments

1500sam), and further to the
south-west Rural Living Zone B
(1ha).

Unlike Bagdad, the area is not close to key services and facilities, making larger lot sizes more suitable.
Many existing allotments would still be capable of subdivision under this standard.

On balance, we find the 1 hectare minimum to be an appropriate outcome that supports the abjectives of the plan and should remain unchanged.

B4.

Rural living Zone needs to be extended
in Mangalore

Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Much of this area is the "better” agricultural land with larger holdings, greater local prominence, and inclusion
in the Greater South East Irrigation Scheme in accordance with the Pinion Advisory Agricultural Report. While we acknowledge that not all of this land
is classified as “better”, the Rivulet provides a clear and logical boundary of development that should be retained. Therefore, we consider that no
change is required.

Other Elements

All should be in g position — asphalting

Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

65. L
existing gravel roads number 1.
66 Bagdad Golf Club must remain a central Noted. Thank you for your feedback.
' part of the town's future
67, No additicnal access points Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

Other Matters

68.

Respect to the region -

The valley in which Bagdad and
Mangalore are located is unique in many
ways. In my opinicn the characteristics
to note are: the valley still retains many
of the environmental and ecological
characteristics as created at least
500,000 years ago, the main features in
terms of the juxtaposition and elevation
of rocks, water, soil, trees, animals, birds,
and insects have not changed much
since the ice age; there is evidence that
this country was used by indigenous
people for at least 40,000 years; and
European settlement over the last 200+
years, although exploitive in nature, does
not seem to have detracted from the
overall experience of a place created to
Earth’'s Rules. Any proposal to alter what
is there needs to take into account
Earth’s Rules hecause what was created
through them, | will argue, still largely
exists and continues to support all its life
forms.

This should be shared with the local
community.

This could be achieved by:
Run at least one discussion session

with some very short statement by
invited experts {eg. geology and
geography, history or natural
values)

‘Planning discussian hubs’ for the

whole project. Rolling exhibition

Noted. Thank you for your feedback. We appreciate the insights and accept that this information has not been well documented in previous studies,
reports, etc. Environmental and ecological characteristics (considered alongside Earth’s Rules) are largely reviewed early in the Structure Planning
process through background document review, mapping, and early engagement with relevant authaorities, such as the Department of Natural
Resaurces and Environment Tasmania.

It is cur view that the Plan has been cognisant of these characteristics, for example by protecting areas of vegetation, avoiding development of steep
slopes, protecting creeklines, In addition, the Plan has recommended River Management Plan to investigate the protection of the creek lines in more
detail. The Guiding Principle to ‘Keep the country feel’ also reinforces the importance of maintaining the valley's landscape character. As such, we
believe that the plan has aimed to protect these natural elements and features, as well as balancing other competing objectives in the plan, which had
been supported by the community.

In terms of additional engagement, we have undertaken several activities, including an online survey in December 2024 and a Co-Design Workshop in
February 2024, promoted widely through flyers, social media, newsletters, and emails. Between 14 July and 15 September zo2s, a second cnline
survey was conducted to present the draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan and gather feedback. A drop-in session was also held on 31 July 2025,
from z:00pm to 7:30pm. This consultation period was extended from the standard one month to two months to provide additional opportunity for
feedback. This engagement approach is consistent with projects of this nature, and offering additional sessions requires careful consideration to
ensure there would be meaningful participation.

In respanse to the concerns, there will be additional commentary on the environmental and ecological characteristics in the report, as well as further
reinforcements of the River Management Plan throughout the document.

6o.

How does Council intend to work with
community, including young people (eg.

Noted. Thank you for your feedback. We have undertaken commmunity engagement through an online survey in December 2024, and a Co-Design
Workshop in February 2024 (which included discussions with the school}, which was promoted to everyone through flyers, social media, newsletters
and emails. Between 14 July and 15 September 2025, a second online survey was conducted to share the draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan and
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10 years olds) and elderly, and people
with disabilities?

gather feedback. A drop-in session was also held on 31 July 2o25 from 2.00pm to 7:30pm. This engagement period was extended from the standard
one month to two months to allow for additional feedback. This engagement approach is consistent with projects of this nature.

70.

Council to develop idea of ‘caring and
taking an interest’ (eg. climate change).
Need expert and reference to Highway
to Hell- Climate Change and Australia’s
Future by Joélle Geris.

Noted. Thank you for your feedback. In response to the concerns, there will be additional cormnmentary on the environmental and ecological
characteristics in the report, as well as further reinforcements of the River Management Plan throughout the document.

71.

Need to discuss better understandings
of the existing situation for services (eg.
sewerage, water services, energy
services, and public transport).

Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Sudgen + Gee has reviewed and made recommendations on the infrastructure and services which covers
existing situation for services (eg. sewerage, water services, energy services, and public transport).

72.

Need to engage people with knowledge
and skills in Community Development.

Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

73

Objection to the BMSP being the vehicle
for the rezoning of agricultural land an
Black Brush Road to rural living or some
other residential use class.

Noted. Thank you for your feedback. Prior to rezening, this must go through a formal amendment process, including engagement and consideration of
supporting reports,

74.

Mangalore Recreation Area —

Visual representation of the grounds
does not accurately reflect its current
state.

There is currently 2x arenas {(both
have recently had surfacing work), a
cross country training course, a
mounted games/grassed area and
the club house has had improvements
both inside and outside. Council has
also planted up some tree lines and
wind breaks,

Confirmation that no other planned
changes to the ground
use/infrastructure

Does it need to include any future
plans of the club?

Noted. Thank you for your feedback. The report has been updated to make a reference to the plan being different to the current redevelopment of
the land. No additional changes has been made to the plan and should not change the future plans of the club.

JENSE
PLUS

N

Planning

Landscape Architecture
Urban Design

Social Planning

135



Consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore - Response to Agency Submissions

Detailed Comment

TasNetwork

Attachment
Agenda Item 12.4.3

Bagdad-Mangalore
Structure Plan

Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan response

No immediate concerns or updates
to the proposed structure plan for
Bagdad-Mangalore.

The only comment made about
power is in the appendices in
relation to load estimates ranging
from 3.5-5.6 MVA.

The main development will be
subdivision developments and a
commercial precinct, which we will
assess during the connection
application phases.

Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

Department of State Growth

Proposed Land Supply

Proposed significant additional
residential yield (nearly 1000
dwellings). Draft plan does not
consider forecast demand for the
area, nor provide justification for
such a significant expansion of the
two settlements.

Both towns located some distance
from employment opportunities,
commercial centres and key
services.

Appropriateness of further
expansion of residential
development adjacent to a
Category 1 freight route should be
carefully considered.

Council may wish to consider
whether the expansion
(particularly the expansion of Rural
Living Zoned land) can be support
under the Southern Tasmanian
Regional Land Use Strategy and
the draft Tasmanian Planning
Policies.

Strategic Corridor Planning

Comments from State Growth in
May 2024 in relation to the
transport corridor remain relevant.
Midland Highway is a key
connection within the Burnie to
Hobart Freight Corridor.

Tasmanian Government has made
significant investment in the
Highway including construction of
a median turn lane, to improve
safety and efficiency. State Growth
does not support any localised
access alterations and
intensification that would affect

Proposed Land Supply

This plan is a long-term strategy extending beyond 30 years, referred to as the ‘Ultimate’ scenario. The approach is intended to establish the urban footprint at a high
level, prioritising opportunities, constraints, and community values rather than being driven solely by immediate dwelling demands. The ‘ultimate’ scenario represents the
maximum desired development of the area and the preferred form of that development, guided by sound planning principles.

Following a review of the feedback from the consultation highlights there were some concerns from the community about the level of housing growth, particularly in
Bagdad. As such, we agree that there may be some better suited areas to retain in its current form. The most logical area for reduction is to the north-east of the
township, due to its proximity to town centres, need for additional water infrastructure and contributes to additional traffic demands (East Bagdad Road and Migland
Highway).

Another area where the extent of housing could be reduced is to the south-west of the township, where lowering the density from Village Zone to a Lower Density Zone
may be more suitable. We also support retaining Winstead Road in its current form (without reducing the allotment size to 0.5 ha), due to its topography and accessibility
to services. Overall, these changes to the plan (reduction of approximately 360 dwellings) brings land supply closer to the 30-year demand forecast, while still allowing for
the longer-term (‘ultimate’) scenario. It also reflects broader factors influencing land supply, including infrastructure capacity, commercial viability, landowner intentions,
and construction delays.

In terms of the Southern Tasmania Regional Land Use Strategy 2010-2035 (STRLUS), which is now fourteen years old, is currently subject of a major review. Work to
develop a new Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan will be timely in that it will be able to both inform, and be informed by, this broader regional strategic planning project.

Strategic Corridor Planning and Passenger Transport Services
Comments received in May 2024 have been considered in this plan. Localised access and intersections with the Highway have been minimised, and the plan has been
adjusted further to respond to these concerns. Vegetation along highway forms part of the longer-term scenario and may be realised in association with the Bagdad

Bypass corridor, which continues to be protected throughout this plan.

All other comments are noted.
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the efficiency of through traffic
along the Highway, including round
abouts or traffic signals.

Any conceptual altered treatment
proposed along the Midland
Highway corridor must be
discussed with State Growth.

Vegetation within medians is not
supported as it can impact road
users and required regular
maintenance.

Any proposed shared user paths
within the Midland Highway would
require careful consideration,
noting the status of the adjacent
highway. If located pathways
within the Highway corridor is
agreed, the costs and maintenance

would need to be borne by Council.

Existing Bagdad Bypass should
remain protected.

Passenger transport services

_ Details provided on passenger
transport services in May 2024
also remain relevant.

TasWater (Late submission)

Growth Forecast

The plan shows a wide growth
range (75-705 dwellings to 2055).
TasWater supports acknowledging
this uncertainty, as it affects long-
term infrastructure planning.
Although TasWater cannot
currently support major new
development, the 30-year
Structure Plan will help guide
future investment decisions.

TasWater’s own planning

estimates:
3. _ Currentload: ~200 ET
_  Forecast 2070 load: ~390
ET

Full development of
Village-zoned land: +674
lots

Potential rezoning: +198

lots

These figures broadly align

with the Council’s

projections.

Current Sewerage Capacity

_ The Bagdad sewer system was not
designed for significant growth.

Noted. Thank you for your feedback.

The current limitations of the STP have been acknowledged, and it is understood that upgrades may not occur within the next 10 years. While this remains the position,
community feedback shows a level of support for new housing opportunities in Bagdad—Mangalore. However, the consultation also indicates that while the overall scale
of growth is generally acceptable, the extent of growth proposed in Bagdad specifically is being questioned. On this basis, we have made adjustments to the amount of
housing allocated to Bagdad.

Further, the plan will need to be an advocate for a new STP, which will be reinforced through the staging.

Please see ‘Summary of consultation on the Draft Bagdad-Mangalore Structure Plan’ of this report for further discussion.
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The STP is already at its allowable
limit (100 kL/day ADWF). It
struggles to meet environmental
compliance and any extra load will
worsen effluent quality.

The recycled water scheme is too
small to achieve full reuse, so
discharges to Horfield Creek will
continue.

Future

Long-term strategy is to close the
Bagdad STP and transfer flows to
Brighton STP, but the project is
very costly (~$23M) and unlikely to
be prioritised for at least 10+ years.
Interim upgrades may improve
treatment quality but will not
increase capacity for additional
development.

Servicing Advice

Any new development connected
to sewer will push the STP beyond
capacity and increase
environmental risk. There is little
scope for expanding the existing
plant.

Council should prioritise
development on larger lots using
on-site wastewater systems, which
avoid adding load to the TasWater
network.
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Updated benchmarking of social infrastructure

The updated benchmarking analysis for
Bagdad-Mangalore suggests that there
are a number of potential gaps in the

Type of Social
Infrastructure Social Infrastructure Facility

Current Gap
Provision Threshold ** Comment

Benchmark for provision

qguantity of social infrastructure facilities, Education Childcare Centre 4000 9000 2 0.8|Benchmark satisfied
based on population of 4,634 people in Kindergarten/Early Childhood Education 8000 12000 o} -0.6]Below Benchmark
Bacdad-M | incl (,j j Public Primary School* 7,500 9000 1 0.4]Benchmark satisfied
agdad-Mangalore, including. Public High School* 15,000 25000 o -0.3|Benchmark satisfied
. . ) TAFE district campus 150,000 o 0.0|Benchmark satisfied
—x Kindergarten/Early Childhood Education University Not readily available 0.0]Benchmark satisfied
_5x General Practitioners (GPs). Health GPs 909 o -5.1|Below Benchmark
Hospital 100,000 o) 0.0|Benchmark satisfied
_1x Youth Centre Community  Library 15,000 30000 o -0.3|Benchmark satisfied
, Youth Centre 8000 10000 o) -0.6]Below Benchmark
—2.83ha (Active Open Space) Open Space  Active 2.0ha (excluding golf courses) per
While there is a gap in active open space, 1000 people 5-44ha -3.8 ha|Below Benchmark
this is considered reasonable given the Passive 07 to 1ha per 1000 people 81.7ha+ 78.5halBenchmark satisfied
Shopping Supermarket 10000 0.2 -0.3|Benchmark satisfied

proximity of additional sporting facilities
in Brighton.

* Demand for public schools will be affected by the provision of private schools

This analysis does not provide an ** Gap Threshold is based on Low values as a conservative approach

understanding of the quality of service,
or the condition and capacities of these
facilities.

A detailed survey of the facilities and
services would be required to understand
their level of service, conditions etc. This
is beyond the scope of this report.
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Thank You
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1. PURPOSE

The purpose of this policy is to establish a framework for the appointment, role, responsibilities, and
support of the Junior Mayor/Junior Deputy Mayor Program within the Southern Midlands Council.
The Junior Mayor/Junior Deputy Mayor Program aims to promote youth participation in local
governance, provide leadership development opportunities for young people, and strengthen
engagement between Council and the youth community.

2.

OBJECTIVE

The objectives of the Junior Mayor/Deputy Junior Mayor Program are to:-

3.

Encourage young people to be active citizens and leaders in their community;
Provide opportunities for youth voices to be heard on Council matters;
Promote understanding of local government processes;

Build confidence, leadership, and communication skills;

Strengthen collaboration between Council and schools.

SCOPE

This policy applies to:

4.

4.1

All participants in the Junior Mayor/Deputy Junior Mayor Program
Council staff involved in administering the program

Councillors

Schools and community groups partnering with Council.

APPOINTMENT OF THE JUNIOR MAYOR/JUNIOR DEPUTY MAYOR

Eligibility

Applicants must:

e Reside within the municipal area of Southern Midlands
e Be enrolled in either Campania or Oatlands High School;
e Or attending another high school outside the municipal area;
e Or be registered as home-schooled.
e Demonstrate leadership qualities, interest in community affairs, and a commitment to
represent young people.

4.2  Selection Process

Council will:

Junior Mayor Policy Draft Version 1.0 Page 1 of 3
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4.3

Invite nominations once per year from Oatlands District High School and Campania District
High School. Nominated students must be enrolled in either Grade 9 or Grade 10 at their
respective school;

Invite nominations from students attending other high schools located outside the municipal
area, as well as students who are home-schooled, through an advertisement in the Council
Newsletter.

The nominated students, together with any other students who have expressed interest, will
be required to deliver a short presentation to Council outlining why they wish to be appointed
as Junior Mayor or Junior Deputy Mayor.

Councillors will vote on the candidates and appoint one nominee as Junior Mayor and one
nominee as Junior Deputy Mayor. This appointment must be formally endorsed by a
resolution of Council. Any unsuccessful nominees will continue to participate in the program
without holding a formal title.

Term of Office

The term of office for the Junior Mayor and Junior Deputy Mayor shall commence in March and
conclude in the following February.

5.

5.1

ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITES

Junior Mayor Responsibilities

The Junior Mayor is expected to:

5.2

Represent young people within the municipality

Attend relevant Council meetings, events & ceremonies

Provide input into Council decisions, policies and projects relating to youth
Lead or participate in community initiatives that benefit young people
Deliver a Junior Mayor report at least quarterly to Council

Uphold the values of integrity, respect and inclusiveness.

Junior Deputy Mayor Responsibilities

The Deputy Mayor is expected to:

Represent young people within the municipality

Attend relevant Council meetings, events & ceremonies

Provide input into Council decisions, policies and projects relating to youth
Lead or participate in community initiatives that benefit young people
Deliver a Junior Deputy Mayor report at least quarterly to Council

Uphold the values of integrity, respect and inclusiveness.

5.3 Attendance

The Junior Mayor/Junior Deputy Mayor may:

Junior Mayor Policy Draft Version 1.0 Page 1 of 3
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¢ Attend Ordinary Council Meetings as a guest (non-voting)
e Participate in Committee meetings

¢ Represent Council at approved community events with appropriate supervision of Council’s
Mayor/Deputy Mayor.

6. SUPPORT AND SUPERVISION

6.1 Council Support

Council will provide:
¢ A designated Council officer to support the Junior Mayor/Junior Deputy Mayor
¢ Induction into Council processes, governance and expectations
e Reasonable access to resources needed to perform their role
e Guidance on communication, public speaking and civic responsibilities

At the conclusion of the term, a Certificate of Recognition will be presented to the Junior Mayor and
Junior Deputy Mayor to recognition of their service.

6.2 Parent/Guardian Involvement
A parent/guardian must provide written consent for participation.

A parent/guardian or authorised supervisor must accompany the Junior Mayor/Junior Deputy Mayor
to events outside school hours.

7. CODE OF CONDUCT
The Junior Mayor/Deputy Mayor must:-

Act respectfully, responsibly and in accordance with Council values;
Comply with Council’s Child Safety, Privacy and Social Media policies;
Declare any conflicts of interest.

Public statements may only be made with prior approval from the Mayor or General
Manager.

Failure to comply may result in review or termination of the appointment.

8. DOCUMENT ADMINISTRATION

This Instruction is a managed document and is to be reviewed every <INSERT> or as directed by
the General Manager.

This document is Version X.X effective XX-XX-XXXX. The document is maintained by <INSERT
DEPARTMENT>, for the Southern Midlands Council.
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Overview of key reforms by Part

Part Key Reform

Provides for the election of the Deputy Mayor ‘around the table’ by
2 _ELECTION councillors, rather than by direct elector ballot.
SE%A%(ORS’ This_ must l?e done by vote of thg council (sim.ple majority), and
MAYORS AND within the first two general meetings of council.

COUNCILLORS

The Bill allows councils to determine the term of deputy mayor to
be either the term of council or a lesser period.

4 - ELECTORS
AND
ELECTORAL
ROLLS

Amends the definition of “occupier” for enrolment purposes, to refer
to actual occupation and use, and clarify that tenants and licensees
are occupiers for the purposes of the Act.

Preserves a supplementary roll (‘general manager’s roll’) for
electors not entitled to be on the House of Assembly (HoA) Roll in
respect of an electoral area, as well as clear and consistent criteria
for applying to be on this roll.

This supplementary roll is now named the Local Government
Electoral Roll.

This roll is for persons with property-based entitlements
(landowners/occupiers, corporate bodies) and non-citizen electors
who have lived in the electoral area for a continued period of at
least 12 months.

Provides that responsibility for keeping and maintaining the
supplementary rolls for electoral areas is to transfer to the TEC
(currently council General Managers must maintain their council’s
supplementary rolls).

Tightens the criteria for who can nominate to vote on behalf of
corporate bodies, including that they:

e Must not be a director or the secretary of the corporate body

e Must not be already enrolled on the HoA roll for the electoral
area

e Not be the corporate body nominee for another corporate
body in the same area.

Provides for ‘one vote, one value’ by providing that each elector is
entitled to one vote in an election for an electoral area.

OFFICIAL
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Part

Key Reform

This changes the current situation where a person may have up to
two votes (e.g. one in their own right, and one on behalf of a body
corporate).

5_
COMPULSORY
VOTING

Preserves compulsory voting for those on the HoA roll (status quo).

Voting remains optional for electors on the supplementary Local
Government Electoral Roll.

6 — ISSUING
AND RECEIVING
PLACES,
POLLING
PLACES AND
ELECTION
OFFICIALS

Reduces prescription and introduces flexibility to 'future proof’
elections, allowing the Electoral Commissioner to determine the
method of voting at an election. This can include one or more
methods, including attendance voting at a polling place and/or
postal voting (including provision and receipt of ballots in person
and by mail).

These provisions provide flexibility for the Commissioner to
determine multiple methods of voting, supporting the position of
moving to a hybrid postal electoral format, allowing for continued
mail voting, with provision of pre-polling and polling places for in-
person completion of ballots.

The provides for the postal method (allowing for and encouraging
for hand returns) as the default election method and allows for an
attendance ballot only where the Commissioner is satisfied
available postal services are inadequate to ensure the reliable
conduct of the election by postal ballot, a postal ballot would be
more expensive to conduct than an attendance ballot.

The Commissioner will be required to issue a notice as to the
chosen method of election at least six months in advance of the
notice of an election.

Preserves issuing and receiving places, which allow for issue and
return of ballots during mail (or hybrid) elections.

Provisions from the Local Government Act 1993 are expanded for
accessibility, including allowing the Electoral Commissioner to
appoint a hospital, convalescent home, nursing home or other
similar place at which a mobile facility may be operated as an
issuing and receiving place — similar to polling place provisions in
the Electoral Act 2004.

Allows for appointment of polling places, pre-poll polling places and
mobile polling places in the event of an attendance ballot.

Accessibility provisions mirror those for issuing and receiving
places. There is also an additional clause (35) which provides for
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Key Reform

assistance to vote at a polling place to be provided for those who
need it.

PART 7 —
NOTICES OF
ELECTIONS
AND
NOMINATIONS

Provides that a local government election or by-election may not
be held such that the polling period overlaps the date of a
Tasmanian or Australian Government parliamentary election.

Provides for continuation of non-citizen voting via the
supplementary roll, while requiring candidates for council to be
Australian citizens eligible to vote in parliamentary elections.

Retains a single-phase nomination process, with additional
requirements in the notice of nomination — including:

e A statement as to whether or not the candidate is formally
endorsed by a registered party or is running under a group
name not associated with a party.

¢ An attestation that a candidate has completed the proposed
mandatory pre-election training module. (does not apply to
incumbent councillors).

A notice of nomination must also be signed by at least 30 electors
or 1% of electors in the municipal area (whichever is smaller).
Currently a notice of nomination must be signed by only two
electors.

Requires the TEC to publish and distribute a candidate information
package. This is currently done as a matter of convention and is
the primary way electors become aware of the range of
candidates, their reasons for seeking election, views and
propositions. However, this is currently not a part of the formal
legislative framework.

At a minimum, this will include for each candidate - the candidate’s
name, a personal statement (if provided), and whether the
candidate is endorsed by a registered party, running under a group
name or is an independent candidate. This information is gathered
as part of the notice of nomination.

PART 8 -
BALLOTS

Provides guidance around ballot material, and provisions on
issuing, completing and returning ballots based on various election
methods enabled under Part 6.

PART 10 —
ALTERNATIVE
VOTING
PROCEDURES

This is a broad Part which allows the Electoral Commission to
approve and deliver alternative voting procedures for classes of
electors who face barriers to traditional means of voting.

This includes, but is not limited to electronic voting methods such
as online voting or voting by telephone.
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This supports universal franchise principles, consistent with recent
reforms to the State Electoral Act 2004.
Requires the TEC to approve procedures which enable and
support accessible voting practices for electors with additional
barriers to participation.
The TEC is also required to publish after each election a statement
on the implementation of the accessibility principles.
Introduces a range of offences related to polling and conduct at
polling places consistent with the Electoral Act 2004, while also
PART 13 — retaining offences relating to elections under the LG Act
OFFENCES '
RELATING TO It also contains offences relating to electoral bribery and treating
ELECTIONS AR
and intimidation.
Provides standard investigatory powers for the Electoral
Commissioner (or authorised officers) — consistent again with the
PART 14 — Electoral Act 2004. This mc_:ludes.
e Power to enter and inspect places
INVESTIGATORY . : . .
e Power to require production of documents or information
POWERS : .
e Power to seize and detain
e Power to require attendance and questioning
Introduces new prohibitions on the dissemination of misleading and
deceptive statements (corresponding to the Electoral Act Review
Final Report and the amended section 197 of the Electoral Act
2004).
Repeals an existing provision that prohibits the publication of a
candidate’s name or image without their consent. This aligns local
government elections with state and federal practices where no
PART 15 — such restriction applies
ELECTORAL Ppies.
QREERTISWG Updates and clarifies what constitutes “electoral advertising” to
PUBLICATION ensure consistency and legal certainty.
I(\)/IZTE'II'_EER? TORAL Seeks to align definitions with the Electoral Act 2004 and reduce

ambiguity for candidates and regulators.

Requires electoral advertising to include information identifying
who authorised the material.

Aims to promote transparency and accountability in campaign
communications.
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PART 16 —
ELECTORAL
EXPENDITURE

Limits electoral expenditure to the candidate, intending candidate,
or their formally nominated agent.

Aims to prevent unregulated third-party campaigning and increase
transparency.

Replaces current advertising-specific limits with an overall cap on
total electoral expenditure.

Aligns local government elections with Legislative Council
spending rules.

Expenditure caps are as follows:

e for a candidate for election to the Hobart City Council,
Clarence City Council, Glenorchy City Council, Kingborough
Council or Launceston City Council — $16 000 plus the
applicable annual increment for that financial year.

e for a candidate for election to any other council — $10 000
plus the applicable annual increment for that financial year.

The annual increment is a cumulative increase to this limit of $500
every year for the councils referred to in the first bullet point, and
$300 for all other councils, applying annually from 1 July 2027.

Requires candidates to report not only their own spending but also
any expenditure made on their behalf.

Confirms that shared advertising must be fully attributed to each
candidate featured.

Prevents third parties from incurring expenditure on behalf of a
registered party to influence election outcomes (strengthens
transparency and restricts indirect or unregulated campaign
spending).

PART 17 —
GIFTS AND
DONATIONS

Extends gift and donation disclosure obligations to all candidates.
Maintains the $50 threshold and introduces disclosure via the TEC
website during the election period.

Prohibits indirect donations through intermediaries or third parties
(ensuring all electoral donations are transparent and reported
through candidates).
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Local Government Amendment
(Electoral Reforms) Bill 2025

Overview of key reforms by Part

Part

Key Reform

5 — PECUNIARY
INTERESTS

Expands the definition of a close associate to a councillor to
include:
e a person who has provided a gift or donation (as defined in
the Local Government Electoral Act 2025);
¢ arelative of the councillor or member who resides with that
councillor or member on a regular basis.

Establishes defence provisions for a councillor where they believe
a pecuniary interest (where they receive or expect to receive a
pecuniary benefit) is one held with a substantial proportion of
electors in the municipality (meaning at least 5% or 1 000 electors,
whichever is the lesser).

This defence also applies to an application or request for approval,
authorisation, licence, permit, exemption or other right, or
beneficial interest in shares of a company or other body.

Requires that the existing register of pecuniary interests kept by
the general manager to be published on a council’s website.

5B — PERSONAL
INTEREST
RETURNS

This is an entirely new Part which requires a councillor to lodge a
personal interest return (PIR) with the general manager, within 28
days after a certificate of election is issued.

A PIR is to be made by Ministerial Order — and may specify a
range of matters including:

e the assets and classes of assets to be disclosed, including
real property and financial interests;

¢ the liabilities and classes of liabilities to be disclosed;

¢ the associated persons and classes of persons whose
interests are to be disclosed, including individuals, bodies
corporate and trustees;

e employment, offices and other sources of income to be
disclosed;

e (qifts, donations or contributions to other entities, and the
classes of such gifts, donations or contributions, to be
disclosed;

e memberships of associations, including trade or
professional associations, political parties and other
organisations to be disclosed;
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e thresholds for disclosure and time periods to which the
disclosures relate;

e management strategies to be documented by councillors for
managing actual, potential or perceived pecuniary interests
or non-pecuniary interests arising from the matters
disclosed.

As with all Orders pertaining to councils, the Minister must consult
with councils before amending, revoking or substituting the PIR.

Note: a draft PIR has been released alongside the consultation
draft legislation package.

The general manager must publish each personal interest return,
and any revised personal interest return, on the council’s official
website as soon as practicable after it's lodgement.

The general manager must not provide to a councillor any
information, other than information included on a public agenda or
otherwise available to members of the public, if it is reasonably
apparent to the general manager, from a personal interest return or
other information known to the general manager, that the councillor
has a pecuniary interest in the matter.

Likewise, a councillor must not seek to obtain any information on
the above grounds.

The council must retain each personal interest return, and each
revised personal interest return, until 2 years after the expiration of
the term of the council during which the return was lodged.

Offence provisions are included for providing false information,
omitting known information, or refusal to lodge a PIR.

PART 5C -
Conduct of
Council During
Election Period

This Part introduces ‘caretaker’ provisions related to the conduct of
councils during election periods. During an election period a
council cannot make any decision defined as a ‘prohibited
decision’. This includes a decision:

o that relates to the appointment, reappointment or the
remuneration of a general manager, other than the
appointment, reappointment or remuneration of an acting
general manager

e that relates to the termination of a general manager

e to enter into a contract, arrangement or agreement the total
value of which exceeds whichever is the greater of —

o $100 000; or
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o 1% of the council’s revenue from general and service
rating and fees and charges in the preceding financial
year

e that would enable the use of council resources in a way that
is intended to influence, or is likely to influence, voting at a
council election.

A council may, if they determine it is necessary and in the public
interest for a prohibited decision to be made during an election
period, make an application to the Minister for an exemption.

Prohibited decisions do not apply to decisions or actions required
by councils under statutory timeframes.

This Part also prohibits the use of any council resources or
publication of information promoting or advantaging a particular
candidate or group of candidates.

It also prohibits councils from making resources available that
advantage a candidate which are not equally available to all
candidates.

Information in relation to an election can only be published if it has
been published by the Electoral Commission.

PART 6 —
PETITIONS,
POLLS AND
PUBLIC
MEETINGS

The threshold for petitions requesting elector polls or public
meetings has been raised to 20% of electors (from 5% or 1,000
electors, whichever is lesser).

GENERAL
CHANGES

Electoral parts are repealed and replaced by the new standalone
Electoral Bill — including:

e Part 4 — Elections

e Part 15 — Council elections.
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Introduction

In February 2025, the Department of Premier and Cabinet (DPAC) released a
Discussion Paper outlining proposed reforms to how local government elections
operate in Tasmania. The reforms are a key element of the Tasmanian Government’s
Local Government Priority Reform Program 2024-26. They will modernise the local
government electoral framework and address longstanding challenges around
accessibility, integrity, franchise eligibility, electoral advertising, and the growing
limitations of a universal postal ballot model. The reform program aims to deliver a
more adaptable legislative framework to support attendance, postal, hybrid and
future electronic voting formats, in anticipation of the next council elections scheduled
for October 2026.

Submissions on this initial phase of consultation have been reviewed, with feedback
informing the development of two draft Bills related to Tasmania’s local government
electoral system:

1. ALocal Government Electoral Bill 2025 which establishes a standalone
statutory framework for the conduct of local government elections, and
implements key reforms which aim to modernise Tasmania’s local government
electoral framework.

2. Asupplementary Local Government Amendment (Electoral Reforms) Bill 2025
which repeals existing electoral provisions from the Local Government Act
1993, and delivers electoral reforms related to council operations including
caretaker provisions and the management of pecuniary interests.

This paper provides information on how people can provide feedback on the draft
Bills, and an overview of feedback received in response to the prior discussion paper
and how this feedback has been incorporated into the draft legislation. Finally, this
paper provides an overview on reforms related to the management of interests of
elected members.

The paper is structured in three parts:

1. An overview of the current consultation process for the draft legislative
package, including key matters we are seeking feedback on.

2. Areport on the feedback received in response to the prior consultation, and a
description of how this feedback has been incorporated into the draft
legislation.

3. An overview of the proposed new management of councillor interests
framework.
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Current Consultation

The Tasmanian Government has now released the draft legislation for a 13-week
consultation period — inviting feedback from the sector, community and key
stakeholders until midnight on 28 February 2026.

General comment is invited on:

e The workability and implementation of the provisions contained in the draft
Electoral Bill.

e Whether the provisions accurately reflect the intended policy direction.

e How the draft Electoral Bill responds to issues raised during the initial
consultation on the Discussion Paper.

e The renewed framework for managing interests included in the Local
Government (Managing Interests, Caretaker and Electoral Provisions) Bill
2025, including the draft Personal Interest Return included in Appendix B.

Specific consultation matter — implementation priorities

Due to the technical complexity of moving to a new electoral framework, and
delays in developing legislation caused by the 2025 State election, the Local
Government Electoral Bill 2025 is expected to have a phased implementation
once it becomes law.

A crucial focus of this consultation is identifying (through sectoral, peak body and
expert feedback) the highest priority reforms for implementation prior to the next
elections. This will inform which provisions the Tasmanian Government will seek to
‘turn on’ with sufficient lead time to allow for education, system updates, and
readiness ahead of the October 2026 local government elections.

This is an important opportunity for the public, councils, and stakeholders to help
shape Tasmania’s future local government electoral system and ensure the
legislation is practical, fair, and fit for purpose.

You can make a submission by email or post to:

Email: LG.consultation@dpac.tas.gov.au

Post:

Office of Local Government
Department of Premier and Cabinet
PO Box 123

Tasmania 7001
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In accordance with the Tasmanian Government Public Submissions Policy,
submissions will be treated as public information and will be published on our website
at www.dpac.tas.gov.au after they have been considered. No personal information
other than an individual’s name or the organisation making a submission will be
published.

For further information, please contact localgovernment@dpac.tas.gov.au.

Important information to note

In the absence of a clear indication a submission is intended to be treated as
confidential (or parts of the submission), the Department of Premier and Cabinet
will treat the submission as public.

If you would like your submission treated as confidential, whether in whole or in
part, please indicate this in writing at the time of making your submission.
Clearly identify the parts of your submission you want to remain confidential and
the reasons why. In this case, your submission will not be published to the
extent of that request.

Copyright in submissions remains with the author(s), not with the Tasmanian
Government.

The Department of Premier and Cabinet will not publish, in whole or in part,
submissions containing defamatory or offensive material. If your submission
includes information that could enable the identification of other individuals then
either all or parts of the submission will not be published.

The Right to Information Act 2009 and confidentiality

Information provided to the Tasmanian Government may be provided to an
applicant under the provisions of the Right to Information Act 2009 (RTI). If you
have indicated you wish all or part of your submission to be treated as
confidential, your statement detailing the reasons may be taken into account in
determining to release the information in the event of an RTI application for
assessed disclosure. You may also be contacted to provide further comment.
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Prior Consultation — Analysis and
Outcomes

Scope of Consultation

The consultation on local government electoral reforms forms part of the Tasmanian
Government’s commitment to deliver a fit-for-purpose, flexible, and contemporary
electoral framework for Tasmanian councils. The reforms build on prior work
undertaken during the Local Government Legislation Review and reflects the
Government’s policy position that local government electoral laws should be
structured as standalone legislation.

The purpose of the previous Discussion Paper released in February 2025 was to
invite feedback on the design of the proposed electoral reforms ahead of drafting of
new legislation. The paper presented high-level reform options in five key areas:

voting method flexibility

franchise and candidacy eligibility
access to electoral information
donation and advertising transparency
5. election integrity.

_wn -

Stakeholders were encouraged to provide feedback on the feasibility and clarity of
the reforms, and to raise any practical implementation considerations. With the
exception of several key reform proposals, the consultation was not intended to re-
examine the underlying policy direction or rationale, but rather to ensure the
proposed design of reforms was robust and deliverable.

Approach to Consultation

The Discussion Paper was released in February 2025, with submissions invited until
Thursday 4 April 2025. The Office of Local Government (OLG) advised all Tasmanian
councils and key sector stakeholders of the consultation period. The paper was made
available online via the Department of Premier and Cabinet website, alongside a
summary version.

OLG provided an online consultation session for councillors on 25 March 2025,
where they were invited to ask questions about the Local Government Electoral Bill
reform discussion paper.

OLG also briefed the Local Government Association of Tasmania (LGAT) and
coordinated targeted engagement with relevant government agencies. These
included the Tasmanian Electoral Commission (TEC), whose operational input as
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electoral administrator was essential to assessing the feasibility of the proposed
reforms.

Submissions Received

21 submissions were received in response to the Discussion Paper. This included:

e 15 submissions from Tasmanian councils

e three (3) submissions from organisations and peak bodies

e three (3) submissions from individual community members, including
councillors.

All submissions were reviewed in detail and thematically analysed to identify support,
concerns, and implementation risks.

All submissions are available on the Department of Premier and Cabinet website.

A detailed summary of the technical reforms, feedback and the Tasmanian
Government’s response are in Appendix A.

Stakeholder Feedback — The Future Format of
Local Government Elections

The Discussion Paper proposed two scenarios to guide the future delivery of local
government elections in Tasmania, reflecting the need to modernise the electoral
framework in response to declining postal service reliability, evolving voter
expectations, and increasing delivery costs. Submissions were sought on the merits
and limitations of each scenario: Scenario A (attendance voting) and Scenario B (a
hybrid model).

Scenario A — Attendance Voting

Scenario A proposed a full move to attendance voting, either via a single polling day
or a polling period, supported by limited access to postal and telephone voting for
eligible electors. This scenario received limited support across the sector. A small
number of submissions expressed support for reintroducing mandated in-person
voting, citing perceived increases in vote security, alignment with state and federal
electoral models, and improved oversight of ballot handling.

However, the maijority of councils, individuals, and organisations opposed Scenario
A. The primary concern was accessibility (particularly for voters in rural and remote
areas, people with disability, older electors, and those without reliable access to
transport). Stakeholders warned that the removal of mail-based voting options would
disproportionately impact marginalised communities and would undermine the
inclusivity of the voting system.
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Submissions also highlighted cost and feasibility barriers, including the significant
investment required to deliver and staff in-person polling locations across the state,
along with the likely need for public education to shift voter expectations and
behaviour. Several respondents noted that such a transition would not be achievable
by the 2026 local government elections.

The TEC also did not support Scenario A, citing substantial logistical challenges and
unsustainable costs without significant investment in new infrastructure and systems.

Scenario B — Hybrid Voting Model

Scenario B proposed maintaining postal delivery of ballot papers while encouraging
in-person return at issuing places, such as council offices or public service centres.
This model was strongly supported by most stakeholders and is regarded as a
practical evolution of the current system. It was seen as a way to retain broad
accessibility while addressing challenges with postal reliability and late returns under
the compulsory voting model.

Councils viewed Scenario B as a measured and achievable step forward that could
be implemented in time for the 2026 elections, subject to sufficient lead time for
community education and investment in issuing place infrastructure. Stakeholders
noted that this model would preserve the benefits of mail delivery, while providing
additional flexibility to voters who prefer, or need, to return their votes in person. The
inclusion of continued access to telephone and assisted voting services for eligible
electors was welcomed as a necessary safeguard for inclusion.

The TEC expressed willingness to work with OLG on the development of a hybrid
model for future elections.

Some submissions raised implementation concerns, including the need for clarity in
the legislation around the roles and operating rules for issuing places, and the
potential cost and staffing implications of managing these sites.

Based on the strong and consistent support for Scenario B during consultation, the
Tasmanian Government has determined to proceed with this model as the preferred
approach for the 2026 local government elections. Scenario B strikes an appropriate
balance between accessibility, integrity, and practicality, and will be further developed
in collaboration with the TEC and local government stakeholders.

While Scenario B will be adopted as the default delivery model, the legislative
framework will retain the flexibility for the TEC to adapt electoral procedures over
time, ensuring future models can respond to emerging challenges, technology, and
voter needs. To enable this flexibility, the Electoral Commissioner will be given the
ability to determine that local government elections are to be held by attendance
ballot, but this method of election would only be activated in certain circumstances
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(such as when the Electoral Commissioner believes it is not viable to use the hybrid
postal model).

Stakeholder Feedback — New Reform
Directions

The Discussion Paper sought targeted feedback on three potential reform directions
that, if adopted, would depart from previously agreed outcomes of the Local
Government Legislative Review. These proposals were included to test current sector
and community sentiment, particularly in light of changing election delivery
expectations, rising costs, and increasing participation.

The two directions tested were:

1. Whether non-citizens should retain a limited entitlement to vote in local
government elections, with eligibility to nominate for council continuing to be
restricted to those enrolled on the House of Assembly roll (Australian citizens
and eligible British subjects).

2. Whether the deputy mayor should continue to be directly elected by the public
or instead be elected by councillors “around the table”.

1. Continuing Non-Citizen Voting Rights

Stakeholders expressed a range of views on whether Tasmania should continue to
permit non-citizen residents to vote in local government elections. The proposal in the
Discussion Paper was to allow this entitlement to continue under a revised model,
requiring at least 12 months of continuous residence in Tasmania (or personal
ownership of property) prior to enrolment.

A number of councils and organisations supported continuing this entitiement,
particularly for permanent residents, refugees, and long-term community members.
These submissions noted that all residents interact with local government services
and decisions regardless of citizenship, and argued that voting in local elections can
foster civic inclusion and democratic participation.

However, some councils and individuals opposed continuing the franchise to non-
citizens, raising concerns about electoral integrity and administrative feasibility.
Stakeholders questioned the TEC’s capacity to verify immigration status and warned
of potential misuse of the supplementary roll, particularly in areas with large
temporary or seasonal populations.

Despite these differences, many submissions accepted the 12-month residence test
as a workable alternative to assessing visa types and supported its use as an
objective eligibility requirement. Stakeholders also generally agreed that such voters
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should not be eligible to nominate to run for office unless they are enrolled on the
House of Assembly roll.

From an administrative perspective, the TEC noted it is not desirable for the TEC to
review or verify the immigration status of electors or make determinations based on
visa categories, which may change.

Having considered the feedback, the Tasmanian Government will proceed with a
revised model allowing for continued non-citizen voting rights, subject to a
requirement of 12 months’ continuous residence in Tasmania or personal property
ownership. This approach balances inclusivity with electoral integrity and avoids
placing administrative burden on the TEC to assess visa status.

There was strong support for the proposal to restrict nomination rights to those
enrolled on the House of Assembly roll, thereby requiring Australian citizenship (or
eligible British subject status). This position was seen as a fair and proportionate
measure that upholds the responsibilities of elected representatives, while
maintaining an inclusive franchise for voting (noting the above proposal for non-
citizen voting in certain circumstances).

Submissions noted that local councillors exercise formal powers over public budgets,
land use planning, and infrastructure decisions, and that those powers should be
entrusted to individuals who are full participants in Australia’s civic and legal
framework. The reform was also viewed as aligning Tasmania with Victoria and South
Australia, which apply a similar model.

The Tasmanian Government will proceed with the proposal to limit eligibility to
nominate for council to those enrolled on the House of Assembly roll. This ensures
that those holding elected office are fully part of Australia’s civic and legal framework,
while maintaining a broad franchise for voters.

2. Changing How the Deputy Mayor is Elected

The proposal to move away from popular election of the deputy mayor and instead
allow councillors to elect the deputy from among their number received mixed
feedback.

Most councils and many individuals opposed the change, citing what they see as the
democratic value of a directly elected deputy mayor and the visibility of the role in
public representation. Submissions emphasised that the deputy mayor often steps
into the mayoral role in times of absence or transition and argued that the community
should retain a say in selecting that person. Some also viewed direct election as a
safeguard against factionalism in closely divided councils.

A smaller number of submissions supported reform, citing the significant cost
associated with running an additional direct election, and the limited independent
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authority held by the deputy mayor. Supporters of the change argued that the deputy
mayor’s role is essentially supportive and procedural, and that it makes sense for the
council to select their own internal leadership at the beginning of the term. It was also
noted that Tasmania is the only jurisdiction in Australia that directly elects its deputy
mayors, and that casual vacancies in the role are already filled “around the table”.

Preliminary estimates from the TEC suggest that the direct election of deputy mayors
accounted for approximately $285,000 in 2022, or about seven per cent of total
election delivery costs. These costs are expected to grow in future elections,
particularly under compulsory voting and enhanced participation.

Having considered the feedback and the rising cost and complexity of local
government elections, the Tasmanian Government has included the reform in the
draft Bill for further consultation. The proposed new framework will provide for the
deputy mayor to be elected by councillors at the first ordinary meeting following a
general election. This approach aligns with some other jurisdictions, allows councils
to select their own leadership, and supports a more efficient and cost-effective
electoral process. The Tasmanian Government considers this change to be
proportionate and consistent with the functional role of the deputy mayor — which is to
act in the mayor’s absence and provide support; not to independently lead or
exercise executive power.

With a strong level of feedback from councils now received, the Tasmanian
Government is seeking further input from the broader community on how this model
should operate. This includes whether once elected by councillors, the deputy mayor
should serve for the full council term or for a shorter fixed period. The draft legislation
as it stands provides that councils are given the flexibility to appoint for a full term of
for a shorter period.

Stakeholder Feedback — Technical Reforms

The Discussion Paper presented 33 technical reform proposals to modernise and
improve the integrity, transparency, and efficiency of local government elections in
Tasmania. These proposals built on reforms initiated through the Local Government
Legislative Review and aligned with changes introduced through the Electoral
Disclosure and Funding Act 2023. The reforms addressed matters including election
delivery, campaign finance, advertising and nomination processes.

Stakeholders were asked to consider the design and practical impact of each
proposal, and to provide feedback on implementation, administrative feasibility, and
alignment with existing electoral processes.

A More Flexible and Accessible Format for Local Government Elections
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Stakeholders broadly supported reforms aimed at creating a more flexible, modern
electoral framework for local government elections. There was a strong appetite for
reducing legislative prescription and allowing the TEC to approve and adapt electoral
procedures under a principles-based model.

This flexibility was viewed as essential to “future-proofing” the electoral system and
accommodating diverse voter needs, particularly in the context of increasing
participation and technological advancements.

Reform proposals to enable voting by alternative means (such as telephone or
electronic voting) for specific elector classes were also welcomed. Submissions
noted the importance of improving access for voters with disability, those living
remotely, and interstate or overseas electors. The TEC supported the direction of the
reform but raised practical challenges, including the cost and complexity of
implementing secure, independent and verifiable alternative voting channels. In
response, the Tasmanian Government will proceed with these reforms,
acknowledging that postal voting will remain available and that any new methods will
be implemented with caution and clarity.

The proposal to legislate universal franchise principles also received conceptual
support. Stakeholders, including councils, agreed with the importance of ensuring all
electors can vote in an independent, secret and verifiable manner. However, the TEC
noted that this standard may not always be achievable in practice, particularly for
some alternative voting methods. The Tasmanian Government agrees the principles
should guide future development, and will work with the TEC to ensure they are
applied pragmatically outside the statutory framework.

The proposal for the Electoral Commissioner to publish post-election accessibility
reports was supported by councils and the TEC. It was viewed as a valuable
accountability measure to track progress in improving accessibility and participation
across the system. The Tasmanian Government will proceed with this reform, with
reporting requirements aligned to TEC’s existing data practices and operational
capabilities.

A Better Voting Franchise for Electors and Changes to Eligibility to Run for
Office

This group of reforms focused on clarifying and strengthening the eligibility
framework for enrolment and candidacy, particularly in relation to the General
Manager’s Roll (GMR), and ensuring candidates have sufficient knowledge and
community backing.

There was strong support for reforming the GMR to improve integrity, verification, and
consistency. Transferring responsibility for the GMR from councils to the TEC was
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widely supported to reduce administrative burden on councils and centralise electoral
oversight. Proposed changes to tighten the eligibility criteria for GMR enrolment
including strengthening verification requirements and clarifying the definition of
“occupier” also received broad backing, with submissions noting these steps would
improve public trust and align enrolment with genuine community connection.

The reform to prohibit dual enrolment was similarly well supported and seen as a
necessary step to uphold the “one person, one vote” principle. The TEC confirmed its
capacity to monitor and enforce the provision.

The proposal to increase the nomination threshold to 30 electors (or one per cent of
electors, whichever is the smaller) drew mixed views. While many considered it a
reasonable way to confirm genuine candidacy and public support, others, particularly
from smaller communities, raised concerns that it may discourage participation. The
Tasmanian Government considers the threshold modest and proportionate and will
proceed with the reform.

Finally, the proposal to introduce required pre-nomination training for new candidates
received limited support. While the benefits of informed candidacy were
acknowledged, feedback was mixed on its implementation and scope. Some called
for the training to apply to all candidates. The Tasmanian Government will proceed
with this reform, by expanding requirements for an intending candidate’s notice of
nomination to require an attestation that they have completed a pre-election training
course. This training will be designed to be accessible and practical.

Better Quality of Public Information at Elections

Reforms in this category aimed to improve the quality, clarity, and accessibility of
information available to voters during local government elections. Submissions
reflected a broad commitment to supporting an informed electorate but revealed
differing views on how best to achieve that goal.

Stakeholders generally supported the proposal to require the TEC to provide all
candidates with the opportunity to submit a candidate information statement. While
the TEC noted this is convention and questioned the need for a legislative
requirement, other submissions suggested formalising the obligation would promote
consistency and voter confidence. The Tasmanian Government will not enforce a
mandatory requirement for a candidate information statement. The choice and
responsibility for preparing and submitting statements will remain with candidates.

In contrast, there was strong concern about the proposal to allow the Director of
Local Government to publish council performance information during the election
period. Feedback highlighted risks of perceived political interference and the potential
to undermine the neutrality of elections. As a result, the Tasmanian Government will
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not proceed with this reform and will instead explore options for improving
transparency outside the caretaker period.

Two reforms proposing to allow identification of political parties or candidate teams
on ballot papers received mixed feedback and were not supported by the TEC.
Submissions raised concerns about the risk of increasing partisanship in local
government, administrative challenges, and a lack of enforceable naming standards.
The Tasmanian Government has determined not to proceed with these reforms.
However, it intends to provide for the inclusion of information about formal party
endorsement and group affiliation in the official candidate information booklet to
ensure voters continue to have access to relevant context when casting their vote.

Strengthened Donations Disclosure and Electoral Advertising Requirements

Stakeholders generally supported the suite of reforms aimed at increasing
transparency and integrity in campaign financing and electoral advertising. Several
proposals drew strong backing due to their alignment with existing State electoral
laws, especially those introducing new prohibitions on misleading and deceptive
statements (Reform 15), requiring authorisation on electoral material (Reform 19),
and establishing clear rules on who can incur electoral expenditure (Reform 18 and
22). These changes were seen as necessary modernisations that bring local
government elections into closer alignment with accepted electoral standards across
Australia and with State elections.

There was also general support for changes that clarify and update definitions and
thresholds for advertising and donations (Reforms 16, 17, 20 and 21). These
changes were recognised as contributing to a clearer, more consistent and
enforceable electoral framework. Where stakeholders requested additional guidance
(such as on reporting shared campaign costs or calculating spending under a general
cap) the Tasmanian Government will work with the TEC to ensure clear, practical
resources are provided to candidates and parties.

The Tasmanian Government considers that, taken together, these reforms will deliver
a significant uplift in electoral transparency and public confidence while balancing the
practical realities of administering and participating in local government elections.

Other Changes to Support the Integrity of Elections

A number of proposed reforms aiming to reinforce the overall fairness and
transparency of local government elections received strong support during
consultation. Stakeholders broadly welcomed the introduction of a formal caretaker
framework (Reforms 29-32), noting this would align local government practices with
those of other levels of government and help maintain neutrality during election
periods.
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Councils supported the introduction of clear limits on decision-making during the
caretaker period, particularly in relation to major financial or staffing decisions and the
use of council resources. While some clarification was requested on what constitutes
"routine operational” activity, stakeholders endorsed the principles underpinning
these changes. The Tasmanian Government will proceed with these reforms and
provide detailed guidance to ensure consistent and practical application.

Proposals to strengthen the enforcement powers of the TEC also received
widespread support (Reforms 27-28). Submissions acknowledged that enabling the
TEC to investigate potential breaches and aligning electoral offences with the
Electoral Act 2004 would promote greater accountability and legal consistency. These
reforms will proceed as proposed.

Reforms to prevent the overlap of local government and parliamentary elections
(State and Federal) (Reform 26) were similarly well received, with stakeholders
recognising the need to reduce voter confusion and administrative strain. The
Tasmanian Government will proceed with this reform as a practical safeguard for
electoral delivery and public confidence.

The proposal to tighten the threshold and scope of elector polls (Reform 33) attracted
more mixed views. While many stakeholders supported clearer criteria and higher
thresholds to ensure elector polls are used appropriately, others expressed concern
about the potential to limit community participation. The Tasmanian Government will
proceed with this reform on the basis that elector polls should be focused on matters
within council control and reflect broad community interest, particularly given the
costs associated with running these polls. Guidance will support councils and
communities in understanding how the provisions apply in practice.
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Managing Councillor Interests

Context

Recognising the strong thematic alignment between electoral integrity and the
transparent management of councillor interests, the Tasmanian Government has
determined to introduce reforms to the councillor interests framework in the Local
Government Act 1993 at the same time as the Local Government Electoral Bill is
delivered.

In 2023, the Tasmanian Government released a detailed discussion paper outlining
significant proposals to reform how councillors disclose and manage their personal
interests. The intent of these reforms is to ensure greater transparency and
consistency in managing conflicts of interest across the local government sector.

These initial proposals were ambitious, aiming for comprehensive integration of
interest management under the Local Government Act, including continuous
disclosures, establishing a dedicated Principal Officer role, and detailed legislative
management of perceived and potential conflicts.

A subsequent position paper, released in 2024, reaffirmed the Tasmanian
Government’s commitment to high standards of transparency, accountability, and
integrity within local government. This is essential for maintaining public confidence
in local governance and decision-making processes.

The Framework

Following extensive consultation and careful deliberation, the Tasmanian
Government has now refined its approach to balance administrative practicality with
robust governance requirements. The revised legislative framework, outlined in the
supplementary Local Government Amendment Electoral Reforms) Bill 2025,
enhances transparency and accountability without imposing unnecessary burdens
on councillors.

The Bill introduces provisions addressing the following key areas:

o Clear separation of interests: Pecuniary interests involving direct financial
implications will continue to be explicitly managed within the Local
Government Act 1993 to ensure rigorous oversight. Non-pecuniary interests
(typically personal, social, or community-related) will continue to be effectively
managed under the existing, more flexible Code of Conduct framework. This
will be supported with further guidance and definitions on types of interests,
including actual, potential and perceived interests.

OFFICIAL
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Introduction of Personal Interest Returns (PIR): Councillors will now
formally lodge an initial PIR within 28 days of their election, followed by
annual submissions. These returns will transparently document relevant
pecuniary and non-pecuniary interests and include proactive strategies to
manage potential conflicts. This structured yet simplified approach
significantly enhances transparency and accountability.

Practical conflict management approach: Councillors will proactively
manage conflicts through documented strategies such as declaring interests,
recusing from discussions or decisions, and outlining clear mitigation steps.
Definitions of conflicts have been clarified and strengthened to support
consistent interpretation and effective management.

Balanced transparency and privacy: PIRs will be publicly accessible, but
sensitive details, including exact monetary values, residential addresses, and
commercial information, will be explicitly protected. This approach balances
transparency with necessary privacy protections, responding directly to
stakeholder feedback.

Simplified and targeted compliance: The compliance framework
strategically targets deliberate breaches, such as knowingly submitting false
disclosures or failing to lodge required returns. Minor or inadvertent breaches
will primarily be addressed through education and administrative guidance,
ensuring appropriate use of regulatory resources and encouraging proactive
and voluntary self-identification of non-compliance.

Elements No Longer Proceeding and Reasons

Integration of non-pecuniary interests into primary legislation: Initially
proposed for inclusion within the Local Government Act 1993, non-pecuniary
interests will remain under the Code of Conduct framework. This decision
acknowledges the flexibility and responsiveness of the existing Code of
Conduct process for dealing with non-pecuniary matters.

Regulation of perceived pecuniary interests: Stakeholder feedback
indicated that perceived pecuniary interests would be difficult to regulate
effectively. Consequently, provisions relating specifically to perceived
pecuniary interests have been removed from the draft Bill and the focus has
shifted to how potential and actual interests can be more effectively managed.
Continuous or rolling disclosures: Originally intended for real-time
transparency, continuous disclosures raised practical and administrative
feasibility concerns. The revised framework replaces this with structured
annual disclosures, addressing stakeholder concerns without compromising
transparency.
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o Legislated Principal Officer role: Initially proposed to manage disclosures
and conflicts, this role was deemed unnecessary following consultation.
Existing responsibilities, particularly those of General Managers, already
effectively manage these functions.

Next Steps

The Framework represents a balanced approach that ensures essential
transparency and accountability without excessive administrative complexity. Clear
separation of pecuniary and non-pecuniary interest management, introduction of
formal PIRs, pragmatic conflict management strategies, and targeted compliance
measures reflect stakeholder feedback and practical governance considerations.

The Tasmanian Government invites further feedback from stakeholders and the
broader community on this refined legislative framework, recognising that ongoing

engagement is vital to upholding integrity and accountability standards in Tasmanian

local government.

To support consultation, the Tasmanian Government has developed a draft Personal

Interest Return form for feedback, which gives a clear picture of the types of
information to be provided by councillors. This is in Appendix B of this paper, and
also on the consultation page of the Department of Premier and Cabinet’s website.
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Appendix A: Technical Reforms Summary

A more flexible and accessible format for local government elections

Reform 1: Reduce prescription in the statutory framework to enable the Tasmanian Electoral Commission to approve the electoral
process.

Reform Overview e Simplifies legislative requirements for election procedures.

e Shifts detail from prescriptive legislation to TEC-approved procedures under a more flexible, principles-
based model.

¢ Aims to future-proof the electoral framework and support flexibility in delivery.

Summary of e Broad support for a more modern, adaptable system.
Feedback e Some concern about reduced transparency when procedures are not set in legislation.
e Recommended TEC guidance and clear reporting to support public confidence.

Department e Proceeding as proposed.

Response e Transparency concerns will be addressed through formal TEC guidance and clear public reporting
requirements.

Reform 2: Enable the Tasmanian Electoral Commission to approve procedures for voting, including by telephone and electronic
means, for interstate and overseas electors and electors with impediments to ordinary participation, or for other classes of person
prescribed by regulation.

Reform Overview e Allows TEC to authorise alternative voting methods (such as telephone, electronic) for specific elector
groups.

e Will improve accessibility for voters unable to use postal or attendance voting.

e Applies to electors with disabilities, remote voters, and others prescribed by regulation.

Summary of e General support for enhancing voting accessibility and flexibility.

Feedback e TEC supports the reform but noted challenges with secrecy, verification, and delivery costs.
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Some feedback stressed the need for clear eligibility criteria and secure systems.
Some concern about resource implications and consistency with other electoral laws.

Department
Response

Proceeding with reform.
TEC will determine eligible voter categories and implement secure methods.
Postal voting will remain available as a complementary option.

Reform 3: Legislate that the Tasmanian Electoral Commission is required to approve procedures in accordance with universal
franchise principles, namely all electors, including electors with additional barriers to participation, are to be afforded an
opportunity to vote in an independent, secret and verifiable manner.

Reform Overview e Embeds principles of electoral access in legislation.
e Requires that voting procedures approved by the TEC ensure all electors can vote independently, secretly,
and verifiably.
e Supports equitable participation in elections.
Summary of e Broad support for the principle of universal franchise.
Feedback e TEC raised concerns about how some methods (such as telephone voting) may fall short of full
independence or verifiability, and pragmatic application will be necessary in some cases.
e Councils supported the principle but called for flexibility in implementation.
e Some feedback noted this reform may create high compliance expectations that are hard to deliver in all
cases.
Department e Proceeding as proposed.
Response e Framework will ensure TEC has latitude to apply the principles in a pragmatic and context-sensitive way.
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Reform 4: Require the Electoral Commissioner to publish after each election a statement on the implementation of the
accessibility principles, after information, including relevant statistics and initiatives undertaken to promote universal
participation in the election.

Reform Overview e Introduces a requirement for the TEC to report publicly on accessibility and inclusion measures after each
election.

e Aims to improve transparency and accountability for how elections support all electors, especially those
facing participation barriers.

Summary of e Support from councils and stakeholders.

Feedback e Submissions noted it will promote continuous improvement and build public trust.

Department e Reform will proceed.

Response e Reporting requirements will be designed to align with TEC’s operational practices and existing data
collection to minimise additional reporting burden while ensuring transparency around compliance with
principles.

A better voting franchise for electors and changes to eligibility to run for office

Reform 5: Require that a person lodging a notice of nomination must have it supported by 30 electors entitled to vote in the relevant election.

Reform Overview ¢ Increases the nomination threshold to require 30 signatures (or one per cent of electors) supporting each
candidate.

e Aims to ensure candidates have a basic level of community backing and commitment before nominating.

Summary of ¢ Mixed feedback from the sector.
Feedback e Some feedback stated the higher threshold as a reasonable filter for genuine candidates.
e Concerns were raised that it may deter candidates in smaller communities or create an unnecessary
barrier.
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TEC raised concern around the increased administration workload to check enrolment. It has indicated
that it is feasible but may impact timeframes and costs.

Department
Response

Reform will proceed.
The proposed increase in threshold is considered a modest and reasonable standard that affirms
community support for nominees without creating undue burden or introducing a nomination fee.

Reform 6: Transfer responsibility for the maintenance of the General Manager’s Roll to the Tasmanian Electoral Commission.

Reform Overview

Shifts responsibility for the General Manager’s Roll (GMR) from councils to the TEC and creates a new
Local Government Electoral Roll.

Seeks to improve consistency, accuracy, and public confidence in the administration of local government
elections.

Summary of e Broad support across councils, TEC, and stakeholders.
Feedback e TEC supported the reform and noted alignment with their broader role in maintaining electoral integrity.
e Councils welcomed the removal of administrative burden and supported centralised oversight.
Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e The TEC will be responsible for developing operational protocols to support the transition and ensure roll

integrity.

Reform 7: Amend the definition of “occupier” for enrolment purposes, to refer to actual occupation and use, and clarify that
tenants and licensees are occupiers for the purposes of the Act.

Reform Overview

Clarifies the meaning of “occupier” for the purpose of enrolment on the General Manager’s Roll.
Ensures eligibility includes tenants and licensees with genuine rights of occupation, not just property
owners.

Local Government Electoral Reform

OFFICIAL 22




OFFICIAL

Summary of e Widespread support for the reform.
Feedback e Councils and individuals welcomed the clarification to improve fairness and remove ambiguity.
e TEC supported the change.

Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e The updated definition will support consistent enrolment practices and inclusive participation across all
councils.

Reform 8: Strengthen verification requirements for applications for enrolment on the General Manager’s Roll.

Reform Overview e Requires the TEC to apply more rigorous verification processes for enrolment on the General Manager’s
Roll.
e Aims to ensure accuracy and integrity of the roll by confirming eligibility and preventing duplication.
Summary of e Widespread support for the reform.
Feedback e Stakeholders endorsed the need for improved verification to support trust in the electoral process.
e Some submissions noted the importance of ensuring verification requirements remain proportionate and
accessible.
Department e Reform will proceed.
Response o TEC will establish verification processes that balance roll integrity with administrative practicality and

equity of access.

Reform 9: Expressly prohibit dual enrolment, and require a person enrolled on both the House of Assembly roll and the General
Manager’s Roll to be removed from the latter.

Reform Overview e Prevents individuals from being enrolled on both the House of Assembly roll and the General Manager’s
Roll.
e Ensures the principle of “one person, one vote” applies consistently in local government elections.
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Summary of e Broad support from councils, individuals, and TEC.
Feedback e Submissions emphasised fairness, integrity, and democratic equality.
e A small number of submissions called for further restriction of eligibility to exclude corporate nominees
altogether.

e TEC confirmed it can implement controls to enforce single enrolment.

Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e Legislative provisions will reinforce one vote per person and support TEC compliance and enforcement
systems.

Reform 10: Require new candidates to complete a pre-nomination training course approved by the Director of Local Government.

Reform Overview e Requires all intending candidates (except incumbent councillors) to complete a prescribed training module
before nominating.

e Aims to improve candidate preparedness and understanding of local government roles and
responsibilities.

Summary of e Limited support across submissions.

Feedback e Submissions highlighted the benefits of informed candidacy and improved governance.

e Suggested the training be accessible online and available in multiple formats.

e Some called for training to be required for all candidates, including incumbents, at the first election
following the reform.

Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e Training will be designed to be practical and inclusive, with consideration given to transitional
arrangements for incumbent councillors.
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Better quality of public information at elections

Reform 11: Require that the Tasmanian Electoral Commission provides all people submitting a notice of nomination the
opportunity to provide a candidate information statement (in an approved format, providing prescribed information) and that the
Commission is to publish candidate information through appropriate means.

Reform Overview e Mandates the TEC to offer all candidates the opportunity to submit a candidate statement.
e Requires the TEC to publish these statements in an accessible format to inform voters.

Summary of e TEC noted it already provides this opportunity in practice and questioned the need to legislate it.
Feedback e TEC suggested that candidate obligations (such as lodgement timing) remain their responsibility.
e Some feedback supported legislating the requirement to ensure consistency and transparency.

e Submissions emphasised that the published information helps voters make informed choices.

Department o Reform will not proceed.
Response e Candidates will still be able to lodge a candidate information statement under existing practices, however
this will not be legislated.

Reform 12: Enable the Director of Local Government to publish council performance statements during election periods.

Reform Overview e Enables the Director of Local Government to publish factual statements about council performance
during an election period.
¢ Intended to provide electors with accurate, non-political information that may support informed voting.

Summary of e Concerns were raised about timing and the potential perception of political interference.

Feedback e Much of the opposition feedback cited risks to the neutrality of the election period.

e Some stakeholders supported improved transparency, but recommended performance reporting occur
outside caretaker periods.

Department o Reform will not proceed.
Response
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e Transparency around council and councillor performance will be pursued through other mechanisms
outside of the election period to avoid perceptions of influence or bias.

Reform 13: Establish that nomination by a registered party is to be included in the information published by the Tasmanian
Electoral Commission and printed on the ballot paper.

Reform Overview e Provides that candidates formally nominated by a registered political party would be identified as such on
the ballot paper.

e Aims to increase transparency by informing voters which candidates are officially endorsed by political

parties.
Summary of ¢ Mixed feedback.
Feedback e TEC opposed the reform, citing concerns about increased administrative complexity, and attendant cost

increases (such as larger ballot papers).

Department o Reform will not proceed.

Response ¢ Instead, information about party endorsement will be included in the legislated TEC candidate information
booklet, ensuring voters are informed while avoiding additional ballot paper complexity and cost.

Reform 14: Provide for candidates whose nomination form is not lodged by a registered party to request to be identified with a
group name.

Reform Overview e Enables candidates to nominate a group or team name (other than a registered political party) for
inclusion on the ballot paper.
¢ Intended to reflect informal candidate alliances or teams.

Summary of ¢ Mixed feedback.
Feedback e TEC opposed the reform, raising concerns about administrative complexity.
e Some submissions expressed concern about the enforceability of naming conventions.
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Department o
Response o

The Tasmanian Government has determined not to proceed with this reform.
Group or team names may be communicated through published candidate information and campaign
materials, but not included on the ballot paper itself.

Strengthened donations disclosure and electoral advertising requirements

Reform 15: Introduce new prohibitions on the dissemination of misleading and deceptive statements (corresponding to the
Electoral Act Review Final Report and the amended Section 197 of the Electoral Act 2004).

Reform Overview °

Aligns local government electoral law with the Electoral Act by prohibiting the publication of statements
that are misleading or deceptive in relation to the election process.
Aims to protect electoral integrity and voter confidence.

Summary of o
Feedback o

Broad support across submissions.
Submissions welcomed consistency with state election laws and the clarity this provides to candidates
and electors.

Department o
Response .

Reform will proceed.
This measure strengthens trust in the election process and ensures consistency with other electoral
frameworks.

Reform 16: Remove the general restriction on publishing a candidate’s name or image without their consent.

Reform Overview °

Repeals an existing provision that prohibits the publication of a candidate’s name or image without their
consent.
Aligns local government elections with state and federal practices where no such restriction applies.

Summary of o
Feedback .

Broad support across submissions.
A few submissions raised concerns about privacy and reputational risks.
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Department
Response

Reform will proceed.
The change modernises the electoral framework and brings it into alignment with other jurisdictions while
preserving broader legal protections.

Reform 17: Clarify the definition of electoral advertising.

Reform Overview

Updates and clarifies what constitutes “electoral advertising” to ensure consistency and legal certainty.
Seeks to align definitions with the Electoral Act 2004 and reduce ambiguity for candidates and regulators.

Summary of e Broad support from stakeholders.
Feedback e Some councils and individuals requested that the definition remain broad enough to capture modern
communication formats (such as social media, sponsored posts).
¢ No significant concerns were raised.
Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e The updated definition will be aligned with the Electoral Act and supported by guidance from the TEC to

ensure clarity and adaptability to emerging formats.

Reform 18: Provide that only a candidate, intending candidate, or a nominated person may incur electoral expenditure;
expenditure by others to promote or procure election will be an offence.

Reform Overview

Limits electoral expenditure to the candidate, intending candidate, or their formally nominated agent.
Aims to prevent unregulated third-party campaigning and increase transparency.

Summary of e Broad support from stakeholders.
Feedback e Some concern about protecting candidates from liability for unauthorised third-party activity.
e Some concern about how the reform will be adequately implemented.
Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e Safeguards will be included to ensure candidates are not penalised for unauthorised third-party actions.
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Reform 19: Institute authorisation requirements for electoral advertising and associated material.

Reform Overview

Requires electoral advertising to include information identifying who authorised the material.
Aims to promote transparency and accountability in campaign communications.

Summary of e Strong support from stakeholders.
Feedback e Recognised as a standard integrity measure consistent with other jurisdictions.
¢ No significant concerns raised.
Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e Authorisation requirements will be clearly defined and enforced through TEC guidance.

Reform 20: Replace advertising expenditure limits with a general expenditure limit, with reference to the Legislative Council
expenditure cap in the Electoral Disclosure and Funding Act 2023.

Reform Overview

Replaces current advertising-specific limits with an overall cap on total electoral expenditure.
Aligns local government elections with Legislative Council spending rules.

Summary of e General support from stakeholders.
Feedback e Recognised as a clearer and more enforceable approach to managing campaign spending.
e Some requests for detailed guidance on calculating and monitoring total expenditure.
Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e Guidance will be developed to assist candidates in understanding and complying with the new

expenditure cap.

Reform 21: Require that a candidate is to report expenditure made on their behalf in their electoral expenditure return, in the same
manner as personal expenditure. The present requirement to attribute, in full, to each candidate featured in joint advertising will be

retained.

Reform Overview

Requires candidates to report not only their own spending but also any expenditure made on their behalf.
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Confirms that shared advertising must be fully attributed to each candidate featured.

Summary of e Broad support across submissions.
Feedback e Seen as improving transparency and accountability.
e Some stakeholders noted the need for clear instructions on how to complete returns accurately.
Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e Guidance will be provided to clarify reporting obligations, including shared advertising attribution.

Reform 22: Prohibit any person from incurring any expenditure for or on behalf of a registered party with a view to promoting or

procuring the election of a candidate or intending candidate.

Reform Overview

Prevents third parties from incurring expenditure on behalf of a registered party to influence election
outcomes.
Aims to strengthen transparency and restrict indirect or unregulated campaign spending.

Summary of e Broad support across submissions.

Feedback e Feedback noted the importance of ensuring consistency with other expenditure-related provisions.
Department e Reform will proceed.

Response e Ensures electoral spending remains traceable and accountable.

Reform 23: Maintain the $50 threshold for the disclosure of gifts and benefits and extend this requirement from incumbent
councillors to all candidates, who will be required to lodge donation returns with the Tasmanian Electoral Commission.

Reform Overview

Extends donation disclosure obligations to all candidates.
Maintains the $50 threshold and introduces disclosure during the election period via the TEC website.

Summary of
Feedback

Broad support across submissions.
Recognised as an important transparency measure.
Some noted administrative complexity and requested support for compliance.
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Department e Reform will proceed.

Response e TEC will provide clear instructions and support tools to assist candidates with disclosure requirements.

Reform 24: Provide that it is an offence for a person other than a candidate or intending candidate to accept a gift or benefit for the
purpose of promoting or procuring the election of a candidate, or for the dominant purpose of influencing the way electors vote in
an election; and that it is an offence to make a gift or donation to a person other than a candidate or intending candidate for this
purpose.

Reform Overview e Prohibits indirect donations through intermediaries or third parties.
e Aims to ensure all electoral donations are transparent and reported through candidates.

Summary of e Support from councils and individuals for closing donation loopholes.

Feedback e TEC raised concerns about administrative complexity and suggested responsibility may be better placed
with councils or OLG.

e Some concern about enforceability and overlap with existing regulatory responsibilities.

Department e Reform will proceed.
Response ¢ Intended to provide a simpler alternative to third-party campaigner registration schemes.
e Implementation details will consider TEC’s role and administrative resourcing.

Reform 25: Provide that it is an offence for a councillor, intending candidate or candidate, at any time, to accept a donation for the
purpose of promoting or procuring the election of a candidate or intending candidate at a local government election:

e over $50, including services or goods valued in kind, without recording the basic details of that donor
e over $50 in cash
e over $50 from a foreign donor.

Reform Overview e Introduces clear donation limits and record-keeping obligations.
e Prohibits cash and foreign donations above $50 and ensures traceability.
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Summary of e Broad support for integrity and transparency purposes.
Feedback e TEC raised concerns if they were required to manage disclosures across the council term, noting
administrative complexity and precedent from other jurisdictions.

Department e Reform will proceed.

Response ¢ Gifts and donations for incumbent councillors will continue to be managed under the existing framework
set out in the Local Government Act.

e The TEC will not need to have a role in gifts and donations registers for councils outside of election
periods.

Other changes to support the integrity of elections

Reform 26: Provide that a local government election or by-election may not be held such that the polling period overlaps the date
of a Tasmanian or Australian Government parliamentary election.

Reform Overview e Prevents overlap between local government elections and state or federal parliamentary elections.
¢ Aims to avoid voter confusion and administrative pressure.

Summary of e Broad support for integrity and transparency purposes.

Feedback e Recognised as a sensible measure to protect electoral integrity and manage resourcing.
Department e Reform will proceed.

Response e Aligns with electoral best practice and supports efficient election delivery.

Reform 27: Provide the Tasmanian Electoral Commission with powers of investigation.

Reform Overview e Grants the TEC investigative powers to enforce electoral laws effectively.
e Intended to support stronger compliance and deterrence.

Summary of e Broad support across submissions.
Feedback e Seen as necessary for the Commission to fulfil its expanded responsibilities.
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e Some feedback noted the need for clear scope and procedural safeguards.

Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e Powers will be clearly defined to ensure fair and proportionate enforcement.

Reform 28: Align electoral offences and sanctions with those in the Electoral Act.

Reform Overview ¢ Aligns the offences and penalties in the Local Government Electoral framework with those in the
Electoral Act 2004.
e Aims to ensure consistency, fairness, and legal clarity across electoral systems.
Summary of e Broad support across submissions.
Feedback e Viewed as necessary to streamline enforcement and promote consistent standards.

¢ No significant concerns raised.

Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e Consistent penalties will support better understanding and enforcement of electoral rules.

Reform 29: Provide a statutory caretaker framework, applying from the notice of election to the date of the issue of the certificate
of election for all elections other than by-elections and countbacks.

Reform Overview e Establishes a formal caretaker period during elections.
e Aims to prevent councils from making major decisions that could influence electoral outcomes.

Summary of e Broad support across submissions.
Feedback e Recognised as standard electoral practice that supports fairness and transparency.
e Some submissions requested clarification on the caretaker timeframe and scope of decisions affected.

Department e Reform will proceed.

Response e Guidance will clarify caretaker obligations and ensure consistent application across councils.
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e Caretaker provisions will be included in the Local Government Act 1993, as they relate to the operational
decisions of councils as opposed to the conduct of elections.

Reform 30: Provide that during the caretaker period, prohibit a council from making any major policy or financial decisions,
namely decisions:

e relating to the appointment, reappointment, remuneration or termination of a general manager (except acting appointments)
e committing the council to expenditure greater than 1 per cent of general revenue or $100,000 (whichever is greater)

e directing council resources to influence voting

e relating to matters that could reasonably be deferred, except for statutory or routine operational decisions.

Reform Overview ¢ Prohibits councils from making major decisions during the caretaker period to avoid perceptions of bias or
misuse of position.
e Defines clear limits on financial, staffing, and policy decisions.

Summary of e Broad support across submissions.
Feedback e Seen as an important safeguard for electoral fairness.
e Some councils requested clarification on what constitutes “routine operational” decisions.

Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e Supporting guidance will be provided to ensure consistent and practical application.

Reform 31: Provide that during the caretaker period, it is an offence for a council to:

e publish any material promoting any candidate or group of candidates, or seeking to influence voters
e publish material related to the election other than information promoting participation or official electoral process information
e make council resources available to benefit one candidate over others.

Reform Overview e Prohibits councils from using their platforms or resources to influence election outcomes during the
caretaker period.
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e Ensures councils maintain neutrality.
Summary of e Broad support across submissions.
Feedback e Seen as a necessary integrity safeguard.
e Requests for guidance on acceptable communication during the period.
Department e Reform will proceed.
Response e TEC and OLG will develop guidance to support compliant council communication practices.

Reform 32: Provide that major policy or financial decisions of a council during the caretaker period are of no effect, and provide
that persons who incur loss or damage due to an ineffectual decision of a council, who acted in good faith, are entitled to recover

compensation from the council.

Reform Overview

Invalidates major decisions made by councils during the caretaker period.
Allows compensation for affected parties who relied on such decisions in good faith.

Summary of e Broad support across submissions.

Feedback e Recognised as a necessary enforcement mechanism to support the caretaker provisions.
e Some requests for further detail on liability and compensation processes.

Department e Reform will proceed.

Response ¢ Implementation will include guidance to councils on the operation of the framework.

Councils will remain responsible for obtaining their own legal or financial advice where required in relation
to potential liability or compensation claims.

Reform 33: Increase the proportion of electors signing a petition required to compel a council to hold an elector poll to 20 per

cent; while restricting the matters about which an elector poll may be held to matters with a legitimate connection to the exercise

of a council’s functions or powers or to the incorporation of the council, as determined by the council.

Reform Overview

Raises the petition threshold for triggering elector polls and limits poll topics to council-related matters.

Local Government Electoral Reform
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¢ Aims to reduce misuse and align polls with council responsibilities.

Summary of e Mixed feedback from councils and stakeholders.
Feedback e Some supported the reform as a way to ensure elector polls remain focused and relevant.
e Others raised concerns about restricting democratic participation and increasing the threshold too far.

Department e Reform will proceed.

Response e Clear criteria and explanatory materials will be developed to ensure community understanding and
consistent application.
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Appendix B: Personal Interest Return (PIR)
Form (Draft Example Only)

Introduction

This form is issued under the Local Government Act 1993 (the Act) and must be
completed by all Councillors. It is a requirement of the Act that Councillors disclose
certain personal interests to ensure transparency and support public confidence in the
integrity of local government decision-making.

The purpose of this disclosure is to:

e provide a clear record of interests that may conflict, or be perceived to conflict,
with a Councillor’s public duties

e support the effective management of conflicts of interest

e assist Councils in promoting good governance and accountability.

This return requires you to declare interests held by you and your spouse (including a
person in a significant relationship as defined in the Relationships Act 2003) as at the
primary return date, and to provide details of any income, property, positions, debts,
memberships, contributions or other interests that meet the thresholds set out in the
form.

You are also required to, where appropriate, indicate how any interests that could give
rise to a conflict with your public duties will be managed. Your General Manager can
help you decide whether management strategies are required to be listed.

Lodging a complete and accurate return is a legal obligation under the Act. If you are
unsure about what to disclose or how to manage a declared interest, you are
encouraged to seek independent legal or professional advice.

Directions

a) The interests you are required to disclose in this return are set out in legislation
and apply to you, as the Councillor, and your spouse (including someone in a
significant relationship as defined in the Relationships Act 2003).

b) You must complete and lodge a return even if you (and/or your spouse) have
no interests to disclose. If you have nothing to declare, please indicate this by
selecting ‘No’ at each question. All sections must be completed.

c) If there is not enough space in the form to provide all required details, please
attach an appendix that is clearly numbered, signed and dated. Be sure to
cross-reference the appendix in the relevant section of this form.

d) You may wish to seek independent legal, financial or other advice to assist you
in understanding your obligations and ensuring your return is complete.
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e) In this return, you must also, where appropriate, briefly describe how any
disclosed interests that could give rise to a conflict of interest will be managed,
including steps such as declaring interests at meetings, abstaining from

decisions, or other appropriate actions.
f) Your completed return must be signed, dated and lodged with your General
Manager or another authorised person.

Name of
Councillor

Council

Date of Return

Signature of
Councillor
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Part A. Sources of income

Have you, or your spouse, received or do you, or your spouse, expect to receive any
income in the period between the primary return date and the next 30 June, excluding
income received as a councillor allowance?

[ No — continue to Part B

[ Yes — provide particulars below

Explanatory notes

'Income’ means assessable income under the Income Tax Assessment Act
1936 (Cth), including but not limited to: employment income, superannuation,
pensions, annuities and government payments, investment income, business,
partnership and trust income, and foreign income.

A source of income only needs to be declared if you or your spouse received,
or expect to receive, more than $500 from that source during the return period.

= When disclosing income from your occupation, you must also provide:

- a description of the occupation
- the name and address of your employer, or a description of the office
- the name of any partnership (if relevant).

You do not need to disclose one-off sales of personal items (such as a second-
hand car or household furniture) unless those sales are made in the course of a
business or with the intent of making a profit.

Indicate the source of income (amounts are not necessary)

Person or entity Why the income Details
from which waslis expected to
income was be received
received or is (For example:
expected to be salary, investments,
received trusts, rental
payments)
Example Acme Consulting Salary Policy Advisor
Pty Ltd

Acme Consulting,
22 Example St,
Hobart

Self

Spouse
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Part B. Land and real property

Have you, or your spouse, held an interest in land or real property as at the primary
return date?

0 No — continue to Part C
[ Yes — provide particulars below

Explanatory notes

e This includes any ownership or beneficial interest in land (not as security for a
debt) within the municipal district of the Council or an adjoining municipal
district.

e You

must provide:

= the full address of the land (as it appears on council rates notices)

= the purpose for which the land is held (such as residence, investment)

= the nature of the interest (such as sole owner, joint tenant, trustee).

Exceptions

¢ You are not required to disclose an interest in land if:

= You or your spouse hold the interest only as the executor or administrator

of the estate of a deceased person, and you are not a beneficiary under the
will or under intestacy.

You or your spouse hold the interest only as a trustee, and the interest was
acquired in the ordinary course of a profession or occupation that is not
related to your duties as a Councillor.

Example: If you are managing property as part of your work as an accountant or
solicitor (unrelated to your Councillor role), and you hold the land only as a trustee,

you do not need to declare it.

Complete

the table below

Full Address of

Purpose (such as

Nature of Interest (such

Property residence, as sole owner, joint
investment) tenant, trustee)
Example | 12 Smith Street, Residential Sole owner
Springvale TAS
Self
Spouse

OFFICIAL




OFFICIAL

Part C. Corporations and business interests

Have you, or your spouse, held any position or interest in a corporation, business,
trust or other entity as at the primary return date, including in a fiduciary capacity (such
as trustee or executor)?

This includes positions whether paid or unpaid.

[ No — continue to Part D

[ Yes — provide particulars below

Explanatory notes

¢ You must disclose the name and address of the corporation, business,
partnership or trust, and describe your position or interest (such as director,
shareholder, sole trader, trustee, partner).

e This applies regardless of whether or not you received payment for the role.

e This includes business interests carried out in your own name (such as sole
trader or freelancer), or as part of a partnership or trust that carries on
commercial activities.

e |t also includes fiduciary roles where you or your spouse owe duties to act on
behalf of another person or entity. For example, as:
= atrustee of a private or family trust
= an executor or administrator of a deceased estate (unless exempt)
= a partner in a business or professional firm
= a nominee with control or discretion over assets.

¢ Roles held purely as part of your professional occupation (such as solicitor
acting for a client) do not need to be declared unless they involve control or
decision-making powers over land or assets that may intersect with Council
matters.

Exceptions

e You are not required to disclose an interest or position if the corporation is:

= formed to provide recreation, charity, religion, art, science or other
community purpose

= required to apply all profits to its purpose (it cannot distribute profits)

= prohibited from paying dividends to members.

e You are also not required to disclose an interest or position if you:
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= Hold the position only in your professional capacity and have no discretion
or control over relevant assets or decisions (such as an accountant lodging
a BAS on behalf of a client).
Example: If you are on the board of a local community garden association that
operates as a not-for-profit and does not distribute profits, you do not need to declare
this role.

Additional guidance (superannuation funds)

¢ You are not required to declare shareholdings or interests held by a
superannuation fund (such as a retail or industry fund) unless:

= you personally control or direct the investment decisions of the fund (such
as via a self-managed super fund)

= or you are aware of a specific investment that may give rise to a conflict of
interest (such as your fund is heavily invested in a company seeking
Council approval for a development).

e In most cases, managed funds or pooled investments (such as those held via
industry super funds) do not need to be declared, as individual holdings are not
within your knowledge or control.

Complete the table below

Name of Address Nature of Interest /
Corporation Position

Example | Dovetail 21 Harper Street, Self — Trustee and
Accounting Trust Moonville TAS Beneficiary of family trust

Self

Spouse
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Part D. Liabilities and debts

Do you, or your spouse, owe money to any person or organisation as at the primary
return date? This applies whether or not the debt was due or payable at that time.

O No — continue to Part E

[ Yes — provide particulars below
Explanatory notes

e You must declare the name and address of any person or entity to whom you or
your spouse owe a debt of $5,000 or more.
e This includes loans, credit agreements, or any other outstanding payments.

Exceptions

¢ You are not required to disclose a debt if:

* The amount owed is less than $5,000, unless:
- itis one of two or more debts owed to the same person during the return
period and the total owed is $5,000 or more.
»= The debt is owed to a relative of the Councillor.
= The debt is a loan of money and:

- itis owed to a bank or authorised lender (someone whose usual
business is lending money) and it was made in the ordinary course of
business.

= The debt is for goods or services provided:

- during the period of 12 months immediately before the primary return
date or during the annual return period

- in the ordinary course of an occupation unrelated to your role as a
Councillor (or your spouse’s occupation).

Example: You do not need to declare a $3,000 loan from a bank or a $1,000 invoice
from your mechanic, unless you owe the same mechanic several invoices totalling
$5,000 or more.

Complete the table below

Name of Creditor | Address Nature of Debt
Example John Smith 12 Hilltop Drive, Private loan of
New Town TAS $7,000 for vehicle
repairs

Self
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Name of Creditor

Address

Nature of Debt

Spouse
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Part E. Trade unions, associations, and political parties

Do you, or your spouse, currently hold a position (paid or unpaid) in any trade union,
professional association, or business association?

J No — continue to Part F
[ Yes — provide particulars below

Explanatory notes

¢ You must declare any position (such as member, delegate, board role) held by
you Or your spouse in a:
= trade union
= professional association
= business association.

e This includes positions that are voluntary, unpaid or honorary.
¢ You must also declare the name of any political party of which you are a
member.

Complete the table below

Name of Position Held
Organisation

Example Bank of Tasmania | 101 Main St, Hobart

Self

Spouse
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Part F. Travel or accommodation contributions

Did you, or your spouse, receive any financial or other contribution (such as free or
upgraded accommodation, flights, meals, or hospitality) in relation to any travel during
the annual return period?

O No — continue to Part G

[ Yes — provide particulars below

Explanatory notes

¢ You must disclose:
= the name and address of the person or organisation who made the
contribution
= the dates, destinations, and purpose of the travel.

Exceptions

e You do not need to disclose a contribution if:

= it was made from public funds (e.g. council-funded travel)
» it was made by a relative

» it was made in the ordinary course of another occupation (not related to
your role as a Councillor or your spouse’s occupation)
» the value of the contribution did not exceed $250, unless:
= more than one contribution was made by the same person in the
return period and the total of those contributions exceeded $250.

» it was made in a personal capacity, and it would not reasonably be seen as
related to your role as a Councillor

= it was made by a political party of which you are a member, and the travel
was undertaken:

- for political activity in Tasmania or to represent the party within Australia.

Note: A non-financial contribution (such as a gift or in-kind support) is treated as equal
in value to what it would cost if paid for directly.

Complete the table below

Name and Type of Contribution Dates of | From/To
Address of (such as flight, hotel) | Travel Locations
Contributor

Example | Local Gov Assoc Flights and 4-6 Hobart —
2 Civic Way accommodation March Melbourne
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Name and
Address of
Contributor

Type of Contribution
(such as flight, hotel)

Dates of
Travel

From/To
Locations

Self

Spouse
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Part G. Dispositions of real property

Have you, or your spouse, transferred an interest in property during the return period
but retained a benefit, or acquired a benefit from someone else’s transfer?

O No — continue to Part H

[ Yes — provide particulars below

Explanatory notes

¢ You must disclose:
= any property you or your spouse disposed of (in whole or part) where you
kept the right to use or benefit from the property
= any property another person disposed of where you gained use or benefit
(even if you don’t legally own it).
e This includes arrangements where legal ownership changes, but you still use,
access or benefit from the property in some way.

Complete the table below

Property / Arrangement | Nature of Benefit Retained or Acquired

Example | Transfer of family shack | Continued right to occupy

Self

Spouse
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Part H. Discretionary disclosures

Is there any other substantial interest (financial or otherwise) that could be seen as

creating a conflict between your personal interests and your public duties as a

Councillor?

[0 No — continue to Part |

[ Yes — provide details below

Explanatory notes

e You must declare any other significant interest that:

= you are aware of

* might reasonably be seen to conflict with your public responsibilities as a
Councillor.

This includes interests held by you or by a related person or entity, even if the
interest is not financial in nature.

These may include unpaid or voluntary positions in clubs, associations, or
community groups, particularly where those groups interact with Council (such
as apply for funding, use Council facilities, or make submissions on Council
decisions).

Example 1: If a close family member owns a company that regularly tenders for
Council contracts, or if you volunteer in a leadership role in a group advocating
for decisions your Council makes, you may wish to disclose that interest here.
Example 2: If you are the president of a local sporting club that applies for
Council grants or leases Council-owned facilities, this may be a relevant
interest to disclose.

Complete the table below

Description of Interest

Example My sister-in-law is CEO of a company that regularly tenders for
council waste management contracts.

Self

Spouse
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Part I. Declaration on management of interests

Briefly outline how you propose to manage any disclosed interests to ensure they do

not conflict with your public duties as a Councillor.

This may include:

e recusal from specific Council decisions or meetings

e use of a formal conflict of interest register

e disclosure at the start of relevant proceedings

e other appropriate actions.

Complete the table below

Interest (brief description) How the interest will be
managed
Example Sister-in-law is CEO of council Will declare and not participate
contractor in any related procurement
matters
Example Joint owner of local business Will recuse from votes involving
property zoning or development in the
area
Example Member of planning industry Will declare interest at meetings
association committee dealing with industry regulation
Self
Spouse
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Part J. Primary return appendix

e This appendix is provided for use if you need additional space to disclose
information beyond what the standard Personal Interest Return form allows.

e Please clearly number, sign, and date each page you include as an appendix.

e Make sure each appendix page is cross-referenced to the relevant part of the
Primary Return form.

e Example: If you have multiple income sources, land holdings, or corporation

positions that don’t fit within the main tables, use the appendix to continue your
disclosures.

Signed:
Date:
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