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THE MISSION 

Our mission is to ensure good governance of our capital City. 

THE VALUES 

The Council is: 
 
about people We value people – our community, our customers and 

colleagues. 

professional We take pride in our work. 

enterprising We look for ways to create value. 

responsive We’re accessible and focused on service. 

inclusive We respect diversity in people and ideas. 

making a difference We recognise that everything we do shapes Hobart’s 
future. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS 
 

Business listed on the agenda is to be conducted in the order in which it 
is set out, unless the committee by simple majority determines 

otherwise. 
 

APOLOGIES AND LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

1. CO-OPTION OF A COMMITTEE MEMBER IN THE EVENT OF A 
VACANCY ................................................................................................. 4 

2. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES ................................................................ 4 

3. CONSIDERATION OF SUPPLEMENTARY ITEMS ................................. 4 

4. INDICATIONS OF PECUNIARY AND CONFLICTS OF INTEREST ........ 5 

5. TRANSFER OF AGENDA ITEMS ............................................................. 5 

6 REPORTS ................................................................................................. 6 

6.1 Occupancy Rates - Multi-Storey Car Parks ....................................... 6 

6.2 Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion - Update .............................................. 14 

6.3 Sullivans Cove Public Floating Marina - Transfer of 
Management Responsibilities .......................................................... 34 

7 COMMITTEE ACTION STATUS REPORT ............................................. 42 

7.1 Committee Actions - Status Report.................................................. 42 

8. RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE .............................. 54 

8.1 Tender Process for Leasing and Hiring Council Property ................ 55 

9. QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE ........................................................... 57 

10. CLOSED PORTION OF THE MEETING ................................................. 58 
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Finance Committee Meeting (Open Portion) held Tuesday, 18 July 2017 at 5.00 
pm in the Lady Osborne Room, Town Hall. 
 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
Thomas (Chairman) 
Deputy Lord Mayor Christie 
Zucco 
Ruzicka 
Sexton 
 
ALDERMEN 
Lord Mayor Hickey  
Briscoe 
Burnet 
Cocker 
Reynolds 
Denison 
Harvey 

Apologies: Nil. 
 
 
Leave of Absence: 
Alderman Denison 
Chairman Thomas 
 

1. CO-OPTION OF A COMMITTEE MEMBER IN THE EVENT OF A 
VACANCY 

 
 
 
 
 
 

2. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 

 
The minutes of the Open Portion of the Finance Committee meeting held on 
Wednesday, 14 June 2017, the Special Finance Committee meeting held on 
Tuesday, 27 June 2017 and the Special Finance Committee meeting held on 
Monday, 3 July 2017, are submitted for confirming as an accurate record. 
    

 
 
 
 
 

3. CONSIDERATION OF SUPPLEMENTARY ITEMS 
Ref: Part 2, Regulation 8(6) of the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015. 

Recommendation 
 
That the Committee resolve to deal with any supplementary items not 
appearing on the agenda, as reported by the General Manager. 
 

../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=FC_14062017_MIN_661.PDF
../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=FC_27062017_MIN_796_EXTRA.PDF
../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=FC_03072017_MIN_798_EXTRA.PDF
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4. INDICATIONS OF PECUNIARY AND CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 
Ref: Part 2, Regulation 8(7) of the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015. 

 
Aldermen are requested to indicate where they may have any pecuniary or 
conflict of interest in respect to any matter appearing on the agenda, or any 
supplementary item to the agenda, which the committee has resolved to deal 
with. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

5. TRANSFER OF AGENDA ITEMS 
Regulation 15 of the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015. 

 
A committee may close a part of a meeting to the public where a matter to be 
discussed falls within 15(2) of the above regulations. 
 
In the event that the committee transfer an item to the closed portion, the 
reasons for doing so should be stated. 
 
Are there any items which should be transferred from this agenda to the 
closed portion of the agenda, or from the closed to the open portion of the 
agenda? 
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6 REPORTS 

 
6.1 Occupancy Rates - Multi-Storey Car Parks 
 File Ref: F17/52144 

Memorandum of the Operations Manager, the Group Manager Parking 
Operations and the Director Financial Services - Car Parks of 12 July 
2017 and attachments. 

Delegation: Committee



Item No. 6.1 Agenda (Open Portion) 
Finance Committee Meeting 

Page 7 

 18/7/2017  

 

 

 

 
 

MEMORANDUM: FINANCE COMMITTEE 
 

Occupancy Rates - Multi-Storey Car Parks 

 

At the meeting of the Finance and Corporate Services Committee on 
20 August 2013 (Open agenda item 13 - Questions Without Notice) Alderman 
Cocker requested the following:- 

“Could Aldermen be provided regular updates on the occupancy rates of 
the Council Multi-storey car parks?” 

The General Manager advised that Aldermen will be provided with the figures 
quarterly. 

The initial quarterly car parks occupation rates report was provided to 
Aldermen at the meeting of the Finance and Corporate Services Committee on 
22 October 2013 (item 8 - Closed agenda). The Committee resolved that the 
report be received and noted. In addition the Chairman informally requested 
that future reports include occupancy percentages. 

This report, for Quarter 3 (January- March) of the 2016/2017 financial year 
contains: 

 The occupancy rates and income of each of the three multi-storey car 
parks for the quarter ending March 2017compared with the same period 
in 2016 (Table 1). 
 

 Weekday hourly occupation percentages for each of the three multi-
storey car parks for the same period (Attachment A). 
 

 Three month overview of the occupancy rates and income generated by 
the Trafalgar Car Park through permit and early bird parking (Table 2).   

Summary of results 

The overall result across the car parks is: 

 3.52 % increase in vehicle usage; and 
 

 Increase in income of 12.01%. 
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 Trafalgar car park continues to perform well, being slightly ahead of 
budget.   

TABLE 1 

 Patronage increased in Argyle Street car park with total patronage 1.83% 
more than the same period in the previous year. 

 Vehicles are tending to stay longer at Argyle Street Car Park due to 
hospital visits and doctor appointments.  

 The increase in Hobart Central income was due to an increase in early bird 
uptake during February/ March and a higher income per vehicle for short 
term vehicle parking.  
 

 Income increased in Argyle Street car park with total income 11.06% more, 
reflecting the increased patronage, fee increase and longer stays. . 

 

 There was an increase in vehicle numbers in Centrepoint Car Park of 
9.77% with a higher income for short term vehicle stays.   

 

 Overall the increase in vehicle numbers in all car parks in March 2017 was 
due to the fact that Easter fell in April this year as opposed to March in 
2016. 

Trafalgar Car Park 

Parking Operations assumed operational responsibility of the 544 parking 
space Trafalgar Car Park on 1 July 2013.  As at that date, 388 spaces were 

2016 ARGYLE STREET CENTREPOINT HOBART CENTRAL 

  Cars Income Cars Income Cars Income 

January 94053 $213,465.45 47680 $118,210.70 28109 $69,727.40 

February 95131 $236,466.05 47482 $134,365.20 28125 $90,438.80 

March      95932 $235,411.80 47929 $139,756.20 27401 $89,618.60 

Totals 285116 $685,343.30 143091 $392,332.10 83635 $249,784.80 

  
      2017 ARGYLE STREET CENTREPOINT HOBART CENTRAL 

  Cars Income Cars Income Cars Income 

January 95660 $231,565.20 47255 $130,401.60 27947 $ 83,404.60 

February 93594 $249,340.70 49990 $137,923.50 27609   $  97,748.60 

March 101107 $280,244.40 59834 $165,082.80 30511 $111,280.40 

Totals 290361      $761,150.30   157079 $433,407.90 86067   $292,433.60 

       

 

Argyle Street Centrepoint Hobart Central 
Car park increase 5245 $75,807   13,988 $41,075.80 2432 $42,648.80 

 
1.83% 11.06% 9.77% 10.46% 2.91% 17.07% 

Overall increase Cars  21,665 
    

 
Income $159,531.60 
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leased to permit holders who pay a monthly rental of either $255.00 or 
$275.00 depending on the conditions of their permit. 

The goal is to fully occupy the car park with monthly tenants, however in the 
interim the void between actual and full occupancy is being filled with early bird 
parkers. 

As at 31 March 2017, the number of spaces leased to permit holders was 476, 
with 68 vacant spaces being utilised by Early Bird parking.  Saturday income is 
also increasing, mainly due to Salamanca Market patrons taking advantage of 
the $6.00 all day parking fee.  As at 31 March 2017, the budget for the 
Trafalgar Car Park showed a favourable balance of $93,000.  

The income for the period 1 January 2017 – 31 March 2017 was split as 
follows: 

TABLE 2 

  Jan-17 Feb-17 Mar-17 Total Income 
Budgeted 

Income 

Permits $108,685 $109,930 $110,062 $328,677 $314,808 

Early 
Bird 

$17,147 $16,843 $18,918 $52,908 $62,000 

Saturday  $3,598 $4,192 $3,113 $10,903 $8,500 

Total $129,430 $130,965 $132,093 $392,488 $385,308 

Car Park Occupancy Rates Jan – March 2017 

(See Attachment A) 

During January, Centrepoint Car Park recorded average occupation rates of 
79.01% during the peak period of the day (11.00am – 2.00pm).  Argyle Street 
averaged 78.03% and Hobart Central averaged 81.46 % for the same period. 

In the following two month period (1 February 2017 – 31 March 2017) 
occupancy rates in all three car parks at the peak period of the day were 
higher – averaging at or above 84.25%.   

Hobart Central and Centrepoint car parks both accept “Early Bird” parking.  
During quieter periods the car park operators manually adjust the number of 
early birds they accept based on the vehicle usage statistics. The higher 
percentages of occupation in both of these car parks are reflective of this. 

During the three month period vehicular traffic in Argyle Street car park 
remained constant, with the car park not quite filling during the three month 
period. The average number of vacant spaces available during the peak period 
of the day was in the vicinity of 125. 
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Centrepoint and Hobart Central car parks both had busy periods during 
January, February and March both car parks filled but only momentarily.  
Accordingly, early birds were adjusted daily to ensure vacancies remained. 

The usage statistics demonstrate that parking capacity remains available even 
during the busiest periods of the day, which in turn allows for parking 
availability on-street, thus giving options to parkers when in the City.  
 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the information contained in the memorandum of the Operations Manager 
– Car Parks, the Group Manager Parking Operations and the Director Financial 

Services of 14 June 2017 titled “Occupancy Rates – Multi-Storey Car 
Parks” be received and noted. 
 
As signatory to this report, I certify that, pursuant to Section 55(1) of the Local 
Government Act 1993, I hold no interest, as referred to in Section 49 of the Local 
Government Act 1993, in matters contained in this report. 
 

 
David Fox 
OPERATIONS MANAGER - CAR 
PARKS 

 
Matthew Tyrrell 
GROUP MANAGER PARKING 
OPERATIONS 

 
David Spinks 
DIRECTOR FINANCIAL SERVICES 

 

  
Date: 12 July 2017 
File Reference: F17/52144  
 
 

Attachment A: Occupancy Percentages ⇩   

Attachment B: Occupancy Rates ⇩   

Attachment C: Financial Performance ⇩    
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6.2 Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion - Update 
 File Ref: F17/85677 

Memorandum of the Group Manager Executive & Economic 
Development and the Director Parks and City Amenity of 11 July 2017 
and attachments. 

Delegation: Council
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MEMORANDUM: FINANCE COMMITTEE 
 

Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion - Update 

 
Finance Committee on 16 May 2017 deferred consideration of the Sandy Bay 
Bathing Pavilion (the Pavilion) project, pending further information relating to 
feedback given on proposed designs for an additional storey (restaurant) by the 
original architect of the building - Dirk Bolt. The original report is Attachment A to 
this memorandum.  

Summary of original report 

The Pavilion is permanently placed on the Tasmanian Heritage Register which 
means changes to the Pavilion require approval not only from the City of Hobart as 
planning authority, but also the Tasmanian Heritage Council (THC). THC requested 
that the City of Hobart commissioned a Conservation Management Plan (CMP) for 
the Pavilion prior to advancing designs for a second floor. Policy 14 in the CMP 
stated that: 

‘Prior to making decisions about change to the Pavilion, consult with the 
architect of the Pavilion, or his agent, in accordance with the provisions of the 
Copyright (Moral Rights) Amendment Act 2000.” 

In line with this policy, Mr Bolt was consulted with the draft design for a restaurant on 
an additional floor above the Pavilion. Mr Bolt was not supportive of the design. 
Feedback was sought from Heritage Tasmania on the significance of Mr Bolt’s views. 
They responded that Mr Bolt’s view was significant and that it would be prudent to 
submit a design that Mr Bolt had endorsed.   

 

More Information Requested 

Additional information requested at Finance Committee on 16 May was provided to 
Finance Committee on 14 June 2017 in the form of a memorandum (Attachment B). 
In summary, the memorandum considered the significance of the original architect in 
more detail and provided additional information relating to the feedback provided by 
Mr Bolt.  

The recommendation in the memorandum was in line with the recommendation from 
the original report to Finance Committee on 16 May 2017, that:  

That proposals associated with the development of a new second floor 
restaurant above the existing Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion not be proceeded 
with, at this time. 
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Investigation of Potential Collaboration with Dirk Bolt 

Upon receiving the memorandum, Finance Committee requested that once more the 
matter be deferred to allow officers to explore the possibility of a form of collaboration 
between Mr Dirk Bolt and Terroir (the current architect) regarding the proposed 
design and any cost implications. 

 
Mr Bolt and Terroir have been in dialogue about the potential of amending the current 
draft design to secure Mr Bolt’s endorsement, retain the authorship of Terroir and 
meet the City of Hobart’s objectives for an innovative and quality design solution. Mr 
Bolt appears to be very receptive to this approach and has exchanged a number of 
emails with Terroir.   

 

On this basis, Terroir has provided a fee estimate for a re-design of a second floor 
restaurant at a cost of $8,000 + GST. This would not be the only cost associated with 
the redesign of the Pavilion. All costs anticipated are summarised below: 

Architectural re-design of second floor restaurant:  $8,000 

Structural engineering element of design: $2,600 

Cost estimate of design: $1,700 

Heritage impact assessment (required by THC): $2,500 

DA collation and submission: $2,000 

TOTAL (excluding GST): $16,800 
 
 
Conclusion 
 
It is felt that the issues raised in the report to Finance Committee on 16 May are still 
relevant.  These are: 
 
Costs. Costs associated with the lodgement of a development application have now 
been expended. It would require a further $16,800 to develop a new design and 
supporting information and progress this to lodgement. Should the decision of the 
planning authority be appealed, costs would rise significantly. 
 
Ground Floor Tennant. Surf Life Saving Tasmania hold a lease for the ground floor 
of the Pavilion until 2020.  
 
Prossers Restaurant. There is uncertainty about changes of operations at Prossers 
restaurant. This may impact the viability of the proposed restaurant development at 
the Pavilion. 
 
With the above in mind, it may be more appropriate for the Council to re-visit the 
potential of a second floor development when it can look at the Pavilion holistically 
and with more clarity around the operations at Prossers.  
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RECOMMENDATION 

That proposals associated with the development of a new second floor 
restaurant above the Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion not be proceeded with, at 
this time. 

 
As signatory to this report, I certify that, pursuant to Section 55(1) of the Local 
Government Act 1993, I hold no interest, as referred to in Section 49 of the Local 
Government Act 1993, in matters contained in this report. 
 

 
Tim Short 
GROUP MANAGER EXECUTIVE & 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

 
Glenn Doyle 
DIRECTOR PARKS AND CITY 
AMENITY 

  
Date: 11 July 2017 
File Reference: F17/85677  
 
 

Attachment A: Report to Finance Committee 16 May 2017 ⇩   

Attachment B: Memo to Finance Committee 14 June 2017 ⇩    
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6.3 Sullivans Cove Public Floating Marina - Transfer of Management 
Responsibilities 

 File Ref: F17/86770 

Report of the Group Manager Parking Operations and the Director 
Financial Services of 12 July 2017 and attachments. 

Delegation: Council
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REPORT TITLE: SULLIVANS COVE PUBLIC FLOATING MARINA - 
TRANSFER OF MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITIES 

REPORT PROVIDED BY: Group Manager Parking Operations 
Director Financial Services  

 

1. Report Purpose and Community Benefit 

1.1. The purpose of this report is to seek approval from the Council to 
transfer the management responsibilities of the Sullivan’s Cove Public 
Floating Marina back to Marine and Safety Tasmania (MAST). 

Report Summary2.1. In 2012 MAST constructed a floating marina in 
Sullivan’s Cove adjacent to the Elizabeth Street Pier.   

2.2. The marina facilitates free berthing for yachts/boats for short durations 
(3 hours or less).  

2.3. On the 26 March 2012 following a request from MAST the Council 
agreed to undertake management responsibilities of the facility. This 
included erection of signage, asset maintenance and the monitoring of 
the use of the marina. This was to be facilitated by Parking Officers 
when they were patrolling the general waterfront area. 

2.4. The Tasmanian Ports Corporation (TasPorts) is the owner of the land 
on which the marina is positioned, being an extension of the Elizabeth 
Street Pier. The City has therefore entered into a lease agreement with 
TasPorts. 

2.5. Since assuming responsibility, the management of the marina has been 
problematic. This has been mainly due to the intermittent nature of the 
Parking Officer patrols coupled with the misuse of the facility outside of 
normal business hours. Another contributing factor has been the 
uncertainty as to the application of the Councils By-Laws. 

2.6. MAST have recently approached the Council and offered to take back 
management of the facility themselves. The offer was made on the 
basis that MAST recently moved their office to a waterfront location 
where they are now better able to visually monitor the use of the 
marina, plus their revised (2017) By-Laws provide greater protection in 
areas of misuse and abuse of marina rules. 
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3. Recommendation 

That: 

1. Management of the public floating marina located adjacent to the 
Elizabeth Street Pier in Sullivan’s Cove be transferred from the City 
of Hobart to Marine and Safety Tasmania (MAST). 

2. The existing lease between the City and The Tasmanian Ports 
Corporation (TasPorts) be terminated at the agreed date of transfer. 

3. The General Manager be authorised to facilitate the transfer of the 
title and lease agreement to MAST. 

  
 
 

4. Background 

4.1. In 2013 MAST constructed a floating marina in Sullivan’s Cove adjacent 
to the Elizabeth Street Pier.   

4.2. The marina has two sections, one being public and the other private.  
The public section facilitates free berthing for yachts/boats for short 
durations (3 hours or less). The private section is occupied by Pennicott 
Wilderness Journeys (PWJ). 

4.3. On 26 March 2012 prior to construction and following a request from 
MAST (Attachment A) the Council agreed to accept management 
responsibilities once the facility was built.  This included erection of 
signage, maintenance of the facility and the monitoring of the use of the 
marina by Parking Officers when they were patrolling the general 
waterfront area. 

4.4. The Tasmanian Ports Corporation (TasPorts) is the owner of the land 
on which the marina is positioned, being an extension of the Elizabeth 
Street Pier.  The City has therefore entered into a lease agreement with 
TasPorts.  TasPorts apply a rental fee for the section occupied by PWJ, 
however the public section is rent free. 

4.5. The rental fee for the PWJ section is paid by the City and fully 
recovered from PWJ through a recurring invoice arrangement.  No other 
operating fees are paid by the City as maintenance inspections, repairs 
etc. are conducted by MAST and funded through their Recreational 
Boating Fund. 

4.6. Since assuming responsibility the management of the marina has been 
problematic, mainly due to: intermittent nature of the Parking Officer 



Item No. 6.3 Agenda (Open Portion) 
Finance Committee Meeting 

Page 37 

 18/7/2017  

 

 

patrols of the area; the misuse of the facility outside of normal business 
hours; and the uncertainty as to the application of the Councils By-
Laws. 

4.7. MAST have approached the Council and offered to take back the 
management of the facility themselves (Attachment B). The offer was 
made on the basis that MAST recently moved their office to a waterfront 
location where they are now better able to visually monitor the use of 
the marina, plus their revised (2017) By-Laws provide greater protection 
in areas of misuse and abuse of marina rules. 

Proposal 5.1. It is proposed that the management of the Public Floating 
Marina located adjacent to the Elizabeth Street Pier in Sullivan’s Cove 
be transferred back to MAST.  

5.2. The existing lease agreement between The City and TasPorts will be 
transferred to MAST along with all responsibilities associated with 
management of the facility. 

5.3. MAST will operate the marina in accordance with the provisions 
contained in the Marine and Safety (Jetties) By-Law, which will provide 
greater control over the use of the facility. 

6. Financial Implications 

6.1. Funding Source and Impact on Current Year Operating Result 

6.1.1. There are no funding implications or impacts on operating 
budgets both current and in the future. 

7. Legal, Risk and Legislative Considerations 

7.1. The current lease agreement held between TasPorts and the City will 
require transferring from the City to MAST.  

8. Social and Customer Considerations 

8.1. The change of management will not affect the operation of the Public 
Floating Marina.  MAST intend to operate the facility in the same 
manner as the City has for the past four (4) years.  

9. Community and Stakeholder Engagement 

9.1. TasPorts have been consulted and have no objection to the transfer of 
ownership and responsibility. 

10. Delegation 

10.1. The original recommendation to manage the facility was approved by 
the Council at its meeting on 26 March 2012, therefore this report 
recommending the cessation of the management agreement is 
delegated to the Council. 



Item No. 6.3 Agenda (Open Portion) 
Finance Committee Meeting 

Page 38 

 18/7/2017  

 

 

 

As signatory to this report, I certify that, pursuant to Section 55(1) of the Local 
Government Act 1993, I hold no interest, as referred to in Section 49 of the Local 
Government Act 1993, in matters contained in this report. 
 

 
Matthew Tyrrell 
GROUP MANAGER PARKING 
OPERATIONS 

 
David Spinks 
DIRECTOR FINANCIAL SERVICES 

  
Date: 12 July 2017 
File Reference: F17/86770  
 
 

Attachment A: Original MAST Letter ⇩   

Attachment B: Current MAST letter ⇩    
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7 COMMITTEE ACTION STATUS REPORT 

 
7.1 Committee Actions - Status Report 

 

A report indicating the status of current decisions is attached for the 
information of Aldermen. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That the information be received and noted. 

Delegation: Committee 
 
 

Attachment A: Status Report    
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8. RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
Regulation 29(3) Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015. 
File Ref: 13-1-10 
 
The General Manager reports:- 
 
“In accordance with the procedures approved in respect to Questions Without 
Notice, the following responses to questions taken on notice are provided to 
the Committee for information. 
 
The Committee is reminded that in accordance with Regulation 29(3) of the 
Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015, the Chairman is 
not to allow discussion or debate on either the question or the response.” 
 
8.1 Tender Process for Leasing and Hiring Council Property 
 File Ref: F17/87651; 16/121 

Report of the Manager Legal and Governance of 18 July 2017. 

 
Delegation: Committee 
 

That the information be received and noted. 
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Memorandum:  Lord Mayor 

Deputy Lord Mayor 
Aldermen 

 
 

Response to Question Without Notice 
 

TENDER PROCESS FOR LEASING AND HIRING COUNCIL 
PROPERTY 

 
Meeting: Finance Committee 
 

Meeting date: 18 July 2017 
 

Raised by: Alderman Christie 
 
Question: 
 
Can the General Manager provide details of how the tender process for the leasing 
and hiring of Council properties operates? 
 
Response: 
 

The Council has engaged LJ Hooker Commercial to manage the leasing of its 
commercial properties.  Part of this engagement includes seeking new tenants 
in the case of a vacant property. The process for seeking new tenants would 
vary on a case-by-case basis depending on the nature of the property, the 
circumstances of tenure proposed and any community outcomes being 
sought. 
 
Generally, the process would likely include advertising of the property for lease 
(both print and online), LJ Hooker Commercial exploring its databases of 
possible tenants and dealing with any possible tenants identified or referred by 
the Council.  Proposals would be sought and presented to Council for its 
consideration.  The decision whether to grant a lease to any particular party 
remains solely a decision for the Council, although advice may be obtained 
from LJ Hooker Commercial as part of the Council’s considerations. 
 
As signatory to this report, I certify that, pursuant to Section 55(1) of the Local 
Government Act 1993, I hold no interest, as referred to in Section 49 of the Local 
Government Act 1993, in matters contained in this report. 
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Paul Jackson 
MANAGER LEGAL AND 
GOVERNANCE 

 

  
Date: 12 July 2017 
File Reference: F17/87651; 16/121  
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9. QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
Section 29 of the Local Government (Meeting Procedures) Regulations 2015. 
File Ref: 13-1-10 
 
An Alderman may ask a question without notice of the Chairman, another 
Alderman, the General Manager or the General Manager’s representative, in 
line with the following procedures: 

1. The Chairman will refuse to accept a question without notice if it does not 
relate to the Terms of Reference of the Council committee at which it is 
asked. 

2. In putting a question without notice, an Alderman must not: 

(i) offer an argument or opinion; or  
(ii) draw any inferences or make any imputations – except so far as may 

be necessary to explain the question. 

3. The Chairman must not permit any debate of a question without notice or 
its answer. 

4. The Chairman, Aldermen, General Manager or General Manager’s 
representative who is asked a question may decline to answer the 
question, if in the opinion of the respondent it is considered inappropriate 
due to its being unclear, insulting or improper. 

5. The Chairman may require a question to be put in writing. 

6. Where a question without notice is asked and answered at a meeting, 
both the question and the response will be recorded in the minutes of 
that meeting. 

7. Where a response is not able to be provided at the meeting, the question 
will be taken on notice and 

(i) the minutes of the meeting at which the question is asked will record 
the question and the fact that it has been taken on notice. 

(ii) a written response will be provided to all Aldermen, at the appropriate 
time. 

(iii) upon the answer to the question being circulated to Aldermen, both 
the question and the answer will be listed on the agenda for the next 
available ordinary meeting of the committee at which it was asked, 
where it will be listed for noting purposes only. 

 



 Agenda (Open Portion) 
Finance Committee Meeting 

Page 58 

 18/7/2017  

 

 

10. CLOSED PORTION OF THE MEETING 

 
The following items were discussed: - 
 
Item No. 1 Minutes of the last meeting of the Closed Portion of the Council 

Meeting 
Item No. 2 Consideration of supplementary items to the agenda 
Item No. 3 Indications of pecuniary and conflicts of interest 
Item No. 4 Reports 
Item No. 4.1 3 Wilks Road Lenah Valley Update 

LG(MP)R 15(2)(f) 
Item No. 4.2 Contract Extension - Contract No. 5762 - Security Services 

Cash Collection  
LG(MP)R 15(2)(d) 

Item No. 4.3 Application for Remission of Part of Rates Paid - 59 Tasma 
Street, North Hobart 
LG(MP)R 15(2)(g) 

Item No. 4.4 Sale of Land for Unpaid Rates - 18 Norfolk Crescent, Sandy 
Bay 
LG(MP)R 15(2)(f) and  (j) 

Item No. 5 Committee Action Status Report 
Item No. 5.1 Committee Actions - Status Report 

LG(MP)R 15(2)(b) and  (f)  
Item No. 6 Questions Without Notice 
 

 
 

 
 
  


	Order of Business
	1.	Co-Option of a Committee Member in the event of a vacancy
	2.	Confirmation of Minutes
	3.	Consideration of Supplementary Items
	4.	Indications of Pecuniary and Conflicts of Interest
	5.	Transfer of Agenda Items
	6	Reports
	6.1. Occupancy Rates - Multi-Storey Car Parks
	Recommendation
	Attachments [originals available in file attachments]
	A - Occupancy Percentages
	B - Occupancy Rates
	C - Financial Performance

	6.2. Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion - Update
	Recommendation
	Attachments [originals available in file attachments]
	A - Report to Finance Committee 16 May 2017
	B - Memo to Finance Committee 14 June 2017

	6.3. Sullivans Cove Public Floating Marina - Transfer of Management Responsibilities
	Recommendation
	Attachments [originals available in file attachments]
	A - Original MAST Letter
	B - Current MAST letter


	7	Committee Action Status Report
	7.1 Committee Actions - Status Report
	A - Status Report


	8.	Responses to Questions Without Notice
	8.1 Tender Process for Leasing and Hiring Council Property

	9.	Questions Without Notice
	10.	Closed Portion Of The Meeting




(Table 3): Average Weekday Occupancy Percentage 


January 9AM 10AM 11AM NOON 1PM 2PM 3PM 4PM 5PM 6PM 7PM 8PM 9PM 10PM 
% % % % % % % % % % % % % % 


Argyle Street (1180 spaces) 42.87 65.16 78.32 83.45 84.11 80.43 69.95 52.64 33.06 18.16 10.70 5.67 2.30 0.96 
Centrepoint (782 spaces) 38.85 61.47 76.58 82.77 81.22 75.49 64.51 47.15 22.29 1.94 Closed Closed Closed Closed 
Hobart Central (462 spaces) 54.05 74.55 83.09 85.68 82.78 74.30 61.99 44.54 19.15 2.17 Closed Closed Closed Closed 


February 9AM 10AM 11AM NOON 1PM 2PM 3PM 4PM 5PM 6PM 7PM 8PM 9PM 10PM 
% % % % % % % % % % % % % % 


Argyle Street (1180 spaces) 53.87 79.09 91.54 92.07 90.35 85.57 74.07 56.24 33.83 19.68 13.15 7.19 2.67 1.26 
Centrepoint (782 spaces) 46.07 72.87 86.72 89.26 87.32 79.87 66.01 50.26 25.78 3.00 Closed Closed Closed Closed 
Hobart Central (462 spaces) 76.09 97.33 98.71 98.54 96.60 88.62 75.80 58.25 25.20 2.97 Closed Closed Closed Closed 


March 9AM 10AM 11AM NOON 1PM 2PM 3PM 4PM 5PM 6PM 7PM 8PM 9PM 10PM 
% % % % % % % % % % % % % % 


Argyle Street (1180 spaces) 55.21 79.89 90.81 90.69 88.94 84.39 73.94 59.58 39.33 22.48 15.17 8.43 3.14 1.13 
Centrepoint (782 spaces) 42.60 73.85 88.15 90.25 80.50 71.74 65.35 45.60 23.75 2.50 Closed Closed Closed Closed 
Hobart Central (462 spaces) 76.21 95.80 97.82 97.03 93.97 86.06 74.24 57.32 25.50 3.43 Closed Closed Closed Closed 








Period Argyle Car Park Centrepoint Car Park Hobart Central Car Park
1 April - 30 Jun 2015 284,673 151,322 85,245
1 Jul - 30 Sept 2015 296,950 159,397 88,029
1 Oct - 31 Dec 2015 304,144 164,170 94,230
1 Jan - 31 Mar 2016 285,116 143,091 83,635
1 April – 30 Jun 2016 298,366 151,276 89,716
1 July – 30 Sep 2016 299,419 151,659 89,955
1 Oct - 31 Dec 2016 295,781 162,005 91,865
1 Jan - 31 Mar 2017 286,751 157,079 86,067
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Period Argyle Car Park Centrepoint Car Park Hobart Central Car Park
1 April - 30 Jun 2015 $665,644.90 $395,403.80 $269,960.55
1 Jul - 30 Sept 2015 $753,779.00 $441,988.60 $304,599.10
1 Oct - 31 Dec 2015 $757,371.35 $458,516.15 $292,760.00
1 Jan - 31 Mar 2016 $685,343.30 $392,332.10 $249,784.80
1 April –30 Jun 2016 $744,704.65 $457,438.00 $295,840.20
1 July – 30 Sep 2016 $758,480.20 $472,251.45 $302,589.90
1 Oct - 31 Dec 2016 $753,611.30 $493,973.50 $312,117.10
1 Jan- 31 Mar 2017 $761,150.30 $433,407.90 $292,433.60
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REPORT TITLE: SANDY BAY BATHING PAVILION - PROPOSED 
DEVELOPMENT OF A SECOND FLOOR 


REPORT PROVIDED BY: Economic Development Project Officer 
Director Parks and City Amenity 


1. Report Purpose and Community Benefit


1.1. The purpose of this report is to provide an update on the potential
development of a second floor restaurant above the existing Sandy Bay 
Bathing Pavilion. 


1.2. The community benefit associated with this development is that it would 
increase the community use of a Council owned building located in a 
prime position overlooking Long Beach, Lower Sandy Bay.  


2. Report Summary


2.1. The Council as landowner granted consent for the lodgement of a
development application on 21 November, 2016 for a second floor 
restaurant above the existing Pavilion. 


2.2. City officers are in the process of completing all necessary actions 
needed for the submission of a development application (DA) for the 
construction of a second floor restaurant above the Sandy Bay Bathing 
Pavilion (Pavilion). 


2.3. As part of the process of submitting a DA, supporting information has 
been developed and gathered, including a Conservation Management 
Plan. 


2.4. A Conservation Management Plan was requested by the Tasmanian 
Heritage Council before a development application for the Pavilion 
could be considered.  The Pavilion was permanently placed on the 
Tasmanian Heritage Register, under the Historic Cultural Heritage Act 
1995) which means changes to the Pavilion require approval from not 
only the City of Hobart as planning authority, but also the Tasmanian 
Heritage Council. 


2.5. Policy 14 in the Conservation Management Plan states: 


Prior to making decisions about change to the Pavilion, consult with 
the architect of the Pavilion, or his agent, in accordance with the 
provisions of the Copyright (Moral Rights) Amendment Act 2000.” 


2.6. The design for a second floor restaurant has been shared with the 
original architect of the Pavilion (Mr Dirk Bolt).  Mr Bolt’s response 
indicated that he is not supportive of this design concept. 







  


2.7. The Tasmanian Heritage Council has provided feedback that Mr Bolt’s 
view is significant and that it would be prudent to submit a design that 
Mr Bolt had endorsed.  


2.8. This presents the Council with three options in relation to this project: 


Option 1 


Submit a development application with the current design (Attachment 
A) for a second floor restaurant above the existing Pavilion that is not
supported by Mr Bolt.


Option 2 


Re-consider the design for the second floor restaurant in conjunction 
with Mr Bolt.  Submit a development application with a new design 
endorsed by Mr Bolt. 


Option 3 


Do not proceed with any form of development application for a second 
floor restaurant above the existing Pavilion at the present time.  


2.9. It is recommended that option three is endorsed by Council.  The main 
reasons for this recommendation are: 


2.9.1. Capping costs relating to a redesign of the second floor or an 
appeal associated with a development application. 


2.9.2. Current uncertainty about the future use of the ground floor of 
the Pavilion. 


2.9.3. Current uncertainty about the future operations of Prossers 
Restaurant (500 metres away from the Pavilion). 


1.1. 3. Recommendation 


That proposals associated with the development of a new second floor 
restaurant above the existing Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion not be 
proceeded with, at this time. 


4. Background


4.1. The Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion (Pavilion) is a City asset, located at
646A Sandy Bay Road, Lower Sandy Bay. 


4.2. It was designed by architect Mr Dirk Bolt and constructed in 1962. 







  


4.3. The Council has considered the development of a second floor on a 
number of occasions (2001, 2009 and 2013). 


4.3.1. A planning permit was issued in 2001 for a 90 seat restaurant.  
This was later replaced with a refusal following appeal.  


4.4. Following a notice of motion in May 2013, the Council proceeded to 
examine the possible re-development and future uses of a new upper 
level of the Pavilion.   


4.5. The City contacted the Tasmanian Heritage Council (THC) in November 
2013 in relation to development plans. THC advised that a conservation 
management plan would be required before consideration of a 
development proposal. 


4.6. As the Pavilion is permanently listed in the Tasmanian Heritage 
Register, approval for development is required from the City of Hobart 
as planning authority and also the Tasmanian Heritage Council. 


4.7. A Conservation Management Plan (CMP) was completed in May 2015. 


4.8. Policy 14 in the CMP states: 


Prior to making decisions about change to the Pavilion, consult with 
the architect of the Pavilion, or his agent, in accordance with the 
provisions of the Copyright (Moral Rights) Amendment Act 2000.” 


4.9. A design for a second floor of the Pavilion was presented to the Council 
on 21 November 2016 with the Council as landowner granting consent 
for the lodgement of a DA. 


4.9.1. This design was sent to Mr Bolt in February 2017 for comment. 


4.10. Mr Bolt responded promptly and questioned the rationale of the new 
design. Mr Bolt also made a number of suggestions for the design of a 
second floor on top of the existing Pavilion. Mr Bolt’s response made it 
clear that he did not support the design. 


5. Proposal and Implementation


5.1. The recent feedback from Mr Bolt and advice from THC give the
Council three options in relation to the potential development of a 
second floor on top of the Pavilion. Each option has differing 
implications for the Council. 


Option 1 


5.2. Submit a development application with the current design for a second 
floor restaurant above the existing Pavilion that is not supported by Mr 
Bolt. 







  


5.2.1. This option would present the most risk to the City as the THC 
has provided feedback that the view of Mr Bolt will be significant 
in the its consideration of the development application.  
Submission of the existing design would be unlikely to be 
approved by THC. 


Option 2 


5.3. Re-consider the design for the second floor restaurant in conjunction 
with Mr Bolt. Submit a development application with a new design 
endorsed by Mr Bolt. Amend supporting reports that are currently 
relevant to the current designs (e.g. Heritage Impact Assessment). 


5.3.1. This option would pose less initial risk to the City in terms of the 
THC’s consideration of a development application for a second 
floor restaurant. 


5.3.2. It must be acknowledged however that should the THC and the 
City as planning authority grant a development application for a 
second floor restaurant, there is potential for the decision to be 
appealed by parties such as nearby residents or businesses.  
Should this occur, it is likely that costs associated with this 
project would escalate. 


5.3.3. Both re-designing the second floor of the restaurant and / or 
taking part in an appeal process is likely to incur significant cost 
to the City.   


5.3.3.1. $20,000 was budgeted to progress the project to a 
development application submission stage.   


5.3.3.2. It is not unreasonable to estimate costs associated 
with a re-design including architect fees, heritage 
services and planning advice would incur a further 
$20,000. This has not been included in the 2017/18 
budget. 


Option 3 


5.4. Do not proceed with any form of development application for a second 
floor restaurant above the existing Pavilion, at the present time.  


5.4.1. The notice of motion of May 2013 pre-dates the current Council. 
Given the lapse of time since the original decision, there is the 
question of the appetite of the current Council to continue to 
proceed with this project, given rising costs. 


5.4.2. Costs associated with the lodgement of a development 
application have now been expended. This project has not been 
included in the ten year capital works program. 







   


5.4.3. Arriving at a design that is acceptable to Mr Bolt, the City, the 
THC and the planning authority could prove a complex and 
lengthy process. 


5.4.4. A nearby restaurant (Prossers) is currently for sale. Any 
subsequent change of operator at this location could impact the 
viability of the proposed restaurant development at the Pavilion. 
The two locations are approximately 500 metres apart. 


5.4.5. The Council on 3 April 2017 has additionally been considering 
the use of the existing ground floor of the Pavilion and resolved: 


Consideration of the future expanded or amended use of the 
leased ground floor area of the Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion, 
Long Beach be deferred until 2020, noting that: 


(i) Surf Life Saving Tasmania hold a lease on the area
until September 2020;


(ii) The Council is progressing a proposal to seek
development of a second floor of the building.


It may be appropriate for the Council to re-visit the potential 
of a second floor development in 2020 when it can look at 
the building holistically and with more clarity around 
operations at Prossers restaurant. 


5.4.6. Opting not to proceed with a development at this time would 
ensure that no more costs are incurred by the City. 


5.4.7. Opting not to proceed would however not present a positive 
outcome for the community in terms of enabling a wider use of 
the Pavilion and its prime location.  


It must be noted that the Conservation Management Plan 
advocates public access to the building of the existing ground 
floor and a potential second floor. 


6. Strategic Planning and Policy Considerations


6.1. Consideration of development of the Pavilion is in line with the following
‘Future Directions’ detailed in the City of Hobart 2025 Community 
Vision.  


-Offers opportunities for all ages and a city for life.


-Is well governed at a regional and community level.


-Achieves good quality development and urban management.


-Is dynamic, vibrant and culturally expressive.







   


6.2. Development of this facility is in line with the following strategic 
objectives of the Economic Development Strategy 2013-2018. 


3.1.3 - Visitor Attraction 


3.3.1 - Facilitation of significant city developments 


7. Financial Implications


7.1. Funding Source and Impact on Current Year Operating Result


7.1.1. The Council on 21 December 2015 resolved: 


That the Council authorise the General Manager to progress 
an expansion of the use of the Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion 
by developing and submitting a development application for a 
generic restaurant facility, on a second floor, at an estimated 
cost of up to $20,000. 


7.1.2. The sum of $20,000 referred to above has been expended on 
activities associated with the development application including 
architect designs, traffic impact assessment and heritage 
impact assessment.   


7.1.3. Any future costs associated with the continued pursuit of a 
development application have not been included in the current 
year’s budget.   


7.1.4. Should the Council support the re-design of the second floor 
restaurant concept and submission of a development 
application, it is not unreasonable to estimate that costs 
associated (including design, re-consideration of heritage 
impact etc.) would total a further $20,000. 


7.1.5. Should an appeal be lodged against a DA decision, costs could 
escalate significantly. 


7.2. Impact on Future Years’ Financial Result 


7.2.1. Impact on future years’ financial results will be dependent on 
the approach advocated by the Council. 


7.2.2. It must be noted that the development of the Sandy Bay 
Bathing Pavilion has not been included in the Council-endorsed 
10 year capital works program. 


7.3. Asset Related Implications 


7.3.1. This asset is owned by the City and as such will require 
ongoing maintenance.  Commercial development of the Pavilion 
would assist in off-setting the maintenance costs. 







  


8. Legal, Risk and Legislative Considerations


8.1. The degree of legal, risk and legislative conditions will be dependent on
the approach advocated by the Council. 


8.2. Option 1 (submit a development application for the existing design) 
would involve significant risk of not securing THC approval. 


8.3. Option 2 (re-design the proposed second floor of the Pavilion, secure 
the endorsement of Mr Dirk Bolt and submit development application) 
presents the significant risk of further costs associated with the re-
design.  Should a development application be granted, there is the 
potential that this decision could be appealed which would have 
significant cost implications for the Council. 


8.4. Option 3 (do not pursue development at this time) minimises costs and 
legal challenges but does not provide the community with an expanded 
use of this facility.   


9. Social and Customer Considerations


9.1. The development of a second floor restaurant facility at the Pavilion
would increase the community use of this Council owned building 
located in a prime position overlooking Little Sandy Bay Beach.  


9.2. Some members of the community such as local residents and 
businesses may not support the development of a second floor. 


9.3. Should Council continue to pursue the development of the Pavilion, 
costs associated with this may be questioned by community members. 


10. Community and Stakeholder Engagement


10.1. Mr Dirk Bolt (Architect of the Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion).


10.2. Tasmanian Heritage Council.


10.3. Architect of current design for a second floor of the Pavilion.


10.4. Manager Legal & Governance.


11. Delegation


11.1. This matter is delegated to the Council.







   


As signatory to this report, I certify that, pursuant to Section 55(1) of the Local 
Government Act 1993, I hold no interest, as referred to in Section 49 of the Local 
Government Act 1993, in matters contained in this report. 


Lucy Knott 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
OFFICER 


Glenn Doyle 
DIRECTOR PARKS AND CITY 
AMENITY 


Date: 11 May 2017 
File Reference: F17/33781  


Attachment A: Finance Committee - 15 November 2016 - Final Designs 
Second Floor Restaurant Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion ⇩   
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MEMORANDUM: FINANCE COMMITTEE 


Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion Update


Finance Committee on 16 May 2017 deferred consideration of the Sandy Bay 
Bathing Pavilion (the Pavilion) project, pending further information relating to 
feedback given on proposed designs for an additional storey by the original architect 
of the building - Dirk Bolt. 


Significance of original architect 
A conservation management plan (CMP) was commissioned by the City of Hobart 
and completed in May 2015. This CMP was required by Heritage Tasmania before 
they would consider any development plans for the site. The CMP supported the 
concept of an additional floor, stating in section 9.1 that: 


“While the integrity of the original architecture is of major conservation concern, 
given the original intention of an upper level, the sensitive addition of an upper 
level should not be detrimental to the heritage significance of the Pavilion as 
constructed in 1962.” 


The CMP listed a number of recommended policies relating to the continued 
ownership and management of the Pavilion. Policy 14 states: 


“Prior to making decisions about change to the Pavilion, consult with the 
architect of the Pavilion, or his agent, in accordance with the provisions of the 
Copyright (Moral Rights) Amendment Act 2000.” 


Moral rights 
An amendment was made to the Copyright Act 1968 in 2000 that sought to protect 
the moral rights of artists including architects. This was to protect their reputation and 
the integrity of their work. Moral rights comprise three elements of which the third ‘the 
right of integrity of authorship’ is relevant.   


An author of artistic work (in this case Dirk Bolt as the architect of the Pavilion) has 
the right of ‘integrity of authorship’ which means the project designed by the artist (in 
this case the Pavilion) can be protected from derogatory treatment defined as a 
material distortion or alteration, a mutilation or anything else that is prejudicial to the 
honour and reputation of the author. The Copyright Act 1968 states that the rights of 
the designer (or their representative) extend for a period of 50 years after the death 
of the designer. 


Pursuant to Section 195AT of the Copyright Act 1968 (amended in 2000), the City, as 
the owner, has to provide written notice to the designer (in this instance Dirk Bolt) 
stating the intention to undertake alteration etc. to the Pavilion. The designer then 
has three weeks to seek access to the building for the purposes of making a record 







   


of the building and /or consulting in good faith with the owners about the proposed 
alteration. On seeking access, the designer subsequently has a further three weeks 
in which they should be provided with access to the building.   


Views of original architect 
The draft plans, as drawn up by local architect Terroir, were sent to Dirk Bolt via 
email.  Mr Bolt responded promptly in February 2017. The plans were also 
accompanied by an architect design statement that is intended to form part of the 
documentation necessary for submitting a development application.   


Key points from Mr Bolt’s response are summarised as: 


 Although the front sea facing surface of the new building design is not one
continuous surface, it would still overpower the existing Pavilion.


 The front sea facing surface (fascia) appears to have little to do with the
Pavilion.


 The proposal seems to have no compelling rationale.


 A better shape would be one with a simple saddle roof that would preserve the
view of the residents on the other side of Sandy Bay Road and would not
overwhelm the Pavilion with a white wall.


 The façade from the original designs for a second storey is set back and
broken into smaller units leaving the concrete panels as the largest elements
of the building.


Tasmanian Heritage Council 
Upon receiving unsupportive feedback from Dirk Bolt on the design, an officer met 
with the Tasmanian Heritage Council (THC) to ascertain the weight the original 
architect’s view would be given in the development application process. THC stated 
that significant weight would be given to Dirk Bolt’s view and that it would be 
preferable that his support was secured.   


Next Steps 
As mentioned in the report to the Finance Committee on 16 May 2017, there are 
three options in relation to this project: 


Option 1 


Submit a development application with the current design for a second floor 
restaurant above the existing Pavilion that is not supported by Mr Bolt. 


Option 2 


Re-consider the design for the second floor restaurant in conjunction with Mr Bolt. 
Submit a development application with a new design endorsed by Mr Bolt. 


Option 3 


Do not proceed with any form of development application for a second floor 
restaurant above the existing Pavilion at the present time.  


Should the Council proceed with submitting a development application (DA) for the 
Pavilion and should this be granted, two options for development were presented to 
the Council at its meeting of 21 December 2015 to progress the project.   







These were where the Council secured a DA for the basic shell of a restaurant and 
then took this to market, seeking a lease agreement with a developer / operator that 
would constructing the design and complete the fit out.   


The other option was for the Council to develop the site and lease to third parties to 
fit out the restaurant and operate it. 


The Council resolved at that stage 


That: 


1. The Council authorise the General Manager to progress an expansion of use
of the Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion by developing and submitting a
development application for a generic restaurant facility, on a second floor, at
an estimated cost of up to $20,000.


2. Subject to the development approval, a further report be provided detailing the
proposed tender process for the Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion facility use.


RECOMMENDATION 


That: 


1. That proposals associated with the development of a new second
floor restaurant above the existing Sandy Bay Bathing Pavilion not
be proceeded with, at this time.


As signatory to this report, I certify that, pursuant to Section 55(1) of the Local 
Government Act 1993, I hold no interest, as referred to in Section 49 of the Local 
Government Act 1993, in matters contained in this report. 


Lucy Knott 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 
OFFICER 


Glenn Doyle 
DIRECTOR PARKS AND CITY 
AMENITY 


Date: 9 June 2017 
File Reference: F17/58791  


   























