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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In September 2021, the Tasmanian Government announced that the Ashley Youth Detention Centre would
close and be replaced by new facilities, including a new youth detention facility.

A preliminary assessment identified three potential sites in the greater Hobart area for the new detention
facility. These were sites at 2B Goodwood Road Dowsing Point, 972 East Derwent Highway Risdon and 466
Brighton Road (between Pontville and Mangalore). Based on this preliminary assessment, the sites at 466
Brighton Road and 972 East Derwent Highway were identified as preferred sites.

The Department for Education, Children and Young People (DECYP) delivered a public consultation process
from 23 March to 4 May 2023 so that all stakeholders and the community had the opportunity to provide their
feedback on these sites. All feedback received through the consultation process has been compiled in this
outcomes report and will inform a decision on the proposed site for a new youth detention facility.

The consultation process included newspaper, radio, and social media advertising, direct mailouts, and four
community drop-in sessions. Feedback was provided via an online feedback form, emails, hard copy submissions
at the drop-in sessions, Ministerial correspondence, and social media.

Across all mediums, the total number of unique submissions received was 340. Of these, 156 were opposed to
the Risdon site and 22 were in favour of the Risdon site. 100 were opposed to the Pontville site and 10 were in
favour of the Pontville site. 52 submissions were considered neutral in relation to the two preferred sites.

The most common reason for opposing a particular site was proximity of nearby properties and community
impacts. This included perceptions that a youth detention facility nearby would increase crime in the area,
directly impact surrounding properties due to lighting or other operational requirements, diminish community
amenity, lower property values, and affect the reputation of the area.

Key issues raised in relation to the Risdon site included the cultural significance of the area to Tasmanian
Aboriginal people and the nearby Tasmanian Aboriginal Centre, traffic impacts related to the East Derwent
Highway, visibility of the site from neighbouring properties, commuters travelling across the Bowen Bridge and
visitors to Hobart (via the MONA ferries), and proximity to the Otago Bay residential area.

Key issues raised in relation to the Pontuville site included proximity to commercial operations such as the Lark
Distillery and Tasmanian Botanicals, gun clubs located in Mangalore, heritage homes, and schools in the region,
lack of public transport, and general visibility of the site.
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INTRODUCTION

The Department for Education, Children and Young People (DECYP) has committed to undertaking
community consultation for all major capital works projects. This is to provide local communities and
stakeholders with the opportunity to provide input on capital works projects — ensuring a co-designed approach
to delivering facilities that considers and embeds community and stakeholder input and aspirations in new public
infrastructure.

The Department's capital works consultation program was established in 2018 and is the mechanism for DECYP
to seek input from stakeholders and community to help shape its projects. These consultations commonly
include online surveys, one-on-one and group meetings, direct mails outs, advertising, community workshops
and open homes, newsletters, and pop-up stalls. DECYP is also committed to full transparency of these
consultations so that contributors can have the opportunity to view all feedback received. Outcomes reports
containing all feedback are compiled and made publicly available via email distribution lists and the DECYP
website.

BACKGROUND

The Tasmanian Government is committed to the reform of the entire Tasmanian Youth Justice System and
strengthening the supports and therapeutic interventions provided to young people to divert them from the
system. This will see a transition to a new therapeutic model for custodial youth justice, the closure of
Tasmania’s existing youth detention facility, the Ashley Youth Detention Centre, and the delivery of new
purpose-built youth justice facilities.

In September 2021, the Government announced that the Ashley Youth Detention Centre would close and be
replaced by new facilities, including a new youth detention facility in the south of the State.

A preliminary assessment identified three potential sites in the greater Hobart area for the new detention
facility. These were sites at 2B Goodwood Road Dowsing Point, 972 East Derwent Highway Risdon and 466
Brighton Road (between Pontville and Mangalore).

The criteria for determining suitability of a site for the new detention facility is:

Located in the greater Hobart region, within reasonable driving distance from the Hobart CBD
Located away from schools and major residential areas

Site size greater than two hectares

Government-owned

Appropriately zoned under the relevant Tasmanian Planning Scheme as a permitted or discretionary
use.
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Based on this preliminary assessment, the sites at 466 Brighton Road and 972 East Derwent Highway were
identified as preferred sites.

Extensive public consultation was undertaken from 23 March to 4 May 2023 so that all stakeholders and the
community had the opportunity to provide their feedback on these sites. Feedback received through the
consultation process will inform a final decision on the proposed site for the new youth detention facility.

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT OBJECTIVES

Community engagement activities for the new youth detention facility sites shortlist were tailored to meet three
key objectives. These were:
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Facilitate effective consultation to raise awareness with key stakeholders and the broader community about
the shortlisted sites, the criteria used to assess site suitability and encourage participation in the consultation
process.

1 Generate community and stakeholder feedback on the shortlisted sites to help inform decision-making by the

Minister and DECYP.

1 Demonstrate the Government's commitment to genuine, inclusive, and transparent community consultation.

The following activities were initiated specifically to achieve these objectives.

Objective Activity

Facilitate effective consultation to raise Extensively promote the consultation process via radio, print and
awareness with key stakeholders and the social media advertising, and direct mailouts to maximise
broader community about the shortlisted awareness of the opportunity to provide feedback.

sites, the criteria used to assess site suitability
and encourage participation in the
consultation process.

Generate community and stakeholder Provide the mechanisms to receive submissions from all
feedback on the shortlisted sites to help stakeholders to be considered and included in the consultation
inform decision-making by the Minister and ~ outcomes report, including online, hard copy, and face-to-face
DECYP. options.
Demonstrate the Government's Amend the consultation period to close on 4 May 2023 to
commitment to genuine, inclusive, and provide additional time for stakeholders to submit their
transparent community consultation. feedback. Make the consultation outcomes report publicly
available.

CONSULTATION OUTPUTS

The consultation process for the new youth detention facility sites shortlist was launched on 23 March 2023. The
consultation ran for six weeks and concluded on 4 May 2023. Consultation outputs were:

* Ministerial media release (and subsequent media stories)
* Direct postcard mail outs to all property addresses within two kilometres of the two preferred sites

» Letters and Questions and Answers fact sheets delivered to all properties within one kilometre of the two
preferred sites

» Direct engagement with relevant local government general managers for the three shortlisted sites
* Direct emails to the youth justice reform key stakeholder database

* Direct emails to the consultation database

» Consulttation landing page on the DECYP website

*  Online feedback form

* Dedicated Get Involved email box to receive submissions

» Four community drop-in/questions and answer sessions (2x Risdon Vale, 2x Pontville)

*  20x 'live read radio slots on 7HO FM, HIT100.9 and Triple M radio stations.

* |Ix print advertisements in The Mercury newspaper (including four Saturday editions)
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» Three weeks of Facebook and Instagram advertising geo-targeting audiences in Southern Tasmania in proximity
to the three shortlisted sites.

PARTICIPATION

Community participation in the consultation process for the new youth detention facility sites shortlist was strong
across the various engagement mediums.

Participants in the consultation process came from a mix of community members, local residents, and businesses,
and stakeholders in the youth justice system. Across all mediums, the total number of unique submissions received
through the consultation process was 340.

Online feedback form
A total of 279 unique feedback forms were received. The online feedback form was web-based using the
Microsoft Teams platform, which respondents accessed via the consultation page on the DECYP website.

Email submissions

A total of 42 unique email submissions were received via DECYP's Get Involved email box.

Ministerial submissions

A total of five unique submissions were received by the Minister’s Office or the Office of the Premier.

Social media

|4 unique social media comments were compiled by the Department during the consultation process, noting that
due to moderation policy requirements, the capacity to provide comments on Facebook pages managed by
DECYP is limited.

Community drop-in sessions

Community drop-in sessions were held on 12 and 15 April 2023 at the Risdon Vale Hall and on 13 and 15 April
2023 at the Brighton Municipal Memorial Hall. A total of 208 attendees were recorded for the two Risdon Vale
drop-in sessions and a total of 58 attendees were recorded for the two Pontville drop-in sessions. Attendees to
the Risdon Vale drop-in sessions provided a total of 63 submissions. Attendees to the Pontville drop-in sessions
provided a total of |6 submissions.

Pontville site petition

A petition opposed to the Pontville site was received by DECYP in the days following the closure of the
consultation process. This petition, which contained 303 signatures in hard copy and 21 via an online format, listed
the name of the signatory, the suburb in which they reside, a space to provide comments, and their signature.
Following further analysis, it was determined that 49 of these were either duplicates within the petition or were
from respondents who had already provided their feedback via DECYP's consultation channels. This took the total
number of unique signatories down to 275.
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INTERPRETING THE FEEDBACK

All feedback received through the consuttation process has been reviewed and best efforts have been made to
interpret it to ensure accuracy and integrity of the consultation process and support informed decision-making by
the Tasmanian Government. Feedback has been analysed to provides a snapshot of community and stakeholder
sentiment in relation to each preferred site. However, it is acknowledged that sentiment (the number of
submissions in favour or against a particular site) by itself is of limited use in assisting decision-making and the
reasons provided for being in favour of one site over another are considered important.

In interpreting the feedback, the following approach has been taken:

Invalid submissions are considered those that have been left blank or are duplicates.

Duplicate submissions are considered to be those that are either the same submissions received muttiple
times via the same or different medium, or multtiple submissions from the same respondent expressing
the same viewpoint. In such cases, to help determine sentiment in relation to the shortlisted sites, duplicate
submissions have been counted once regardless of medium.

1 Submissions were considered neutral if it was unclear what site they related to, if they did not express a
preference for a preferred site, if the submissions were providing more general feedback in relation to
the Ashley Youth Detention Centre, the Tasmanian youth justice system, or the youth justice reform
project, were opposed to all shortlisted sites, or were in favour of both preferred sites.

1 Submissions that expressed opposition to the Goodwood site have been counted as neutral, because
this site was already ruled out as a preferred site and only identified through the consultation process as
having been part of the initial shortlist of sites for the sake of transparency. Where a submission
expressed opposition to the Goodwood site and opposition for one of the preferred sites (e.g. Risdon),
that submission was tallied to reflect the opposition to the preferred site.

9 Submissions tallied in favour of a preferred site were those that did not express opposition to a
particular site, and instead only highlighted their preference. To avoid double counting ‘in favour’
submissions, those that expressed opposition to a particular site and a view that the other site(s) was
more suitable have been counted as being opposed to the particular site.

1 Submissions made via the community drop-in sessions have not been counted as unique submissions,
and accordingly not included in the final tally in favour or opposed to a particular site. This is because no
limit was placed on how much feedback one respondent could provide, meaning that one respondent
was able to provide multiple ‘submissions’.

T While it is acknowledged the majority of attendees to the community drop-in sessions were opposed to
the preferred site in their area, the number of attendees to the community drop-in sessions have not
been counted as unigue submissions, and accordingly not included in the final tally in favour or opposed
to a particular site. This is because attendees were not required to provide their names and personal
information, and therefore cannot be cross-referenced to determine if they had already provided
submissions via other mediums. Attendees were also not specifically asked whether they were in favour
or against a site, and while written submissions were encouraged, there was no requirement to do this.
If all attendees were tallied as opposed to the site in their area, this would increase opposition to the
Risdon site.

1 While the petition received opposed to the Pontville site contained 275 unique signatures, these
submissions have not been included in the final tally opposed to this site. This is because the petition
only contained names (commonly not full names), suburb, and signature, and did not contain
corroborative information (e.g. email addresses, phone numbers or residential addresses).
Consequently, these ‘submissions’ cannot be properly verified. It should be noted that while the petition
did include a space for signatories to provide their comments, almost none provided any feedback to
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submissions, this would increase opposition to the Pontville site.

1 If all the drop-in session attendees/written submissions, and petition signatures noted above were tallied
as valid unique submissions, the total number of ‘submissions’ opposed to each of the preferred sites

would be relatively evenly distributed.

inform the reason for their opposition. However, if all signatories were tallied as valid individual

1 The majority of submissions received that expressed opposition to a shortlisted site cited multiple

reasons for this opposition. To ensure transparency, all submissions have been compiled in full in this

report. However, for the purposes of identifying response trends, the most common reasons for
opposition to a specific site have been summarised and aggregated.

WHAT WE HEARD

SITE SENTIMENT
972 East D t
a-s erwen 466 Brighton Road Neutral
Total Uniaue Highway
Channels Submifsions Left blank | Duplicates Submi:sions Opposed/in Total
Received
In Favour Favour of Neutral
Goodwood

Online
feedback 306 3 24 279 10 2 28 279
forms
Emails 69 27 42 7 42
Mmls.tel:lal 7 5 5 4 5
submissions
Social media 19 5 14 1 1
comments
*Community
drop-in 79 79 28
sessions
Total 401 3 53 340 10 52 340

*Not included in averall submissions tally due to the likelihood of multiple submissions from the same respondent

1 Across all consultation mediums, a total of 340 unique submissions were received

|56 are opposed to the Risdon site and 22 are in favour of the Risdon site.

1
1 100 are opposed to the Pontville site and 10 are in favour of the Pontville site
1

52 are considered neutral in relation to the two preferred sites.

Ref or mi
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Risdon Vale Pontville
Channels . ; Community oo . . Community
Ahorllglnal Traffic \I’ISI.IE.I| and residential Pmn.mltytu Cannabis Distilery Gun Heritage \ﬁsua.ll and residential Schools Transport
Heritage Amenity Prison Odor Clubs Aspect | Amenity nearby
effect effect

Online
Feedback 42 57 43 102 25 28 11 18 21 21 63 18 19
Form
Emails 10 7 9 23 8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Winisterial 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
submissions
Social Media 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Comments
*Community
drop-in 8 9 3 18 1 0 0 0 1 4 8 0 2
sessions
Total 52 64 52 126 33 29 13 19 3 bl 64 19 20

*Not included in overall submissions tally due to the likelihood of multiple submissions from the same respondent

The most common reasons for opposing the Risdon site were:

T

Proximity of nearby properties and community impacts (126). This included perceptions that a youth
detention facility nearby would increase crime in the area, directly impact surrounding properties due to
lighting or other operational requirements, diminish community amenity, lower property values, and affect
the reputation of nearby residential areas considered to be desirable (such as Otago Bay).

Traffic impacts related to the East Derwent Highway (64). This included concerns around the access
requirements off the highway which can be congested during peak travel times, and perceptions that the
detention facility would contribute to additional traffic load on the highway.

Cuttural significance to Tasmanian Aboriginal people and proximity of the Tasmanian Aboriginal Centre
(TAC) on the East Derwent Highway (52). This included references to a historical massacre of Aboriginal
people nearby, proximity of a childcare facility at the TAC, and the importance of the site and surrounds
to Aboriginal people.

Visibility of the site from the Bowen Bridge and nearby properties (52). This included visibility of the
detention facility to commuters travelling to the eastern shore, neighbouring residential properties, and to
passengers on board vessels such as the MONA ferry.

The most common reasons for opposing the Pontville site were:

1
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Proximity of other commercial (Lark, Tasmanian Botanics), recreational properties (gun clubs), and schools
(80). This included references to the area being a tourist trail, perceptions about the optics of placing a
youth detention facility nearby to a medicinal cannabis facility, concerns about safety/noise due to the
target shooting club facilities located in Mangalore, and proximity of schools, including the new Brighton
High School currently under construction.

Community and residential impacts (64). This included perceptions that a youth detention facility nearby
would increase crime in the area, directly impact surrounding properties due to lighting or other
operational requirements, diminish community amenity, and lower property values.

Pontville being a heritage area (23). This included concerns that Pontville is known for having a
concentration of heritage-listed or historical homes, and that some of these are in proximity to the site at
466 Brighton Road.

Visibility of the site from nearby properties (22). This included properties that are either adjacent to the
site at 466 Brighton Road or have some visibility of the site from other areas.

Lack of transport (20). This included a lack of public transport, such as bus services/bus stops to the
Pontville area for staff, or visitors to the detention facility.




The most common reasons for submissions considered neutral were:

General comments not specifically related to the shortlisted sites (12)

Submissions that expressed opposition to a particular site, but it was not clear which site (10)
Submissions that raised questions about a particular site (6)

Submissions that expressed opposition to all shortlisted sites and/or suggested other sites (6)

=A =4 =4 =4 =

Submissions that expressed the view that nothing is wrong with the Ashley Youth Detention Centre from
an infrastructure perspective (5)

1 Submissions that expressed the view that either of the preferred sites is acceptable (4).
The most common reasons for being in favour of the Risdon site were:
1 Proximity to Risdon prison, either as disincentive to young offenders or staff/resourcing benefits (9)
1 No reason given (7)
1 Better transport for staff or family visitation (3)
1 Closer to support agencies (2).
The most common reasons for being in favour of the Pontville site were:
9 Further away for residential areas (4)
1 Further away from Risdon prison (3)

1 No reason given (3).

ADDITIONAL SENTIMENT

Of the total number of unique submissions received, 37 submissions provided feedback in relation to the youth
justice system in general and the Ashley Youth Detention Centre. The most common themes were:

9 Perceptions that there is nothing wrong with the Ashley Youth Detention Centre itself, that it was the
practices there rather than the facilities and that without changing the practices, the same issues will occur
at a new facility (20). 12 of these submissions also expressed opposition to a preferred site in their area

1 General comments on the youth justice system, including the need for better staff recruitment and
attributes, youth justice practices, visitation accessibility, and regional location of infrastructure (9)

1 Advocacy for a prison farm model, where detainees can learn agricuttural and other practical skills (5).

NEXT STEPS

This outcomes report has been provided to the Minister for Education, Children and Youth for consideration and
to inform decision-making. This report will also be made publicly available on the DECYP website.
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SUBMISSIONS
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ONLINE FEEDBACK FORMS

Opposed to Risdsite

The proposed East Risdon site is not ideal. There are a number of established semi-rural properties at the
location with the potential to develop high value land holdings in future developments if sub divided. The
average property value is currently above the Tasmanian average in this area which incorporates East Risdon
and Otago areas. There is an active community group in the Otago area particularly that is not in favour of
this proposal and it is foreseeable there would be considerable backlash through media and also at ministerial
level as a detention centre would arguably reduce the value of housing in that area.

The Brighton site would be preferred as it would not currently impact on housing in the area as it is more
isolated and detached from the community generally. There is more infrastructure available in the Brighton
Municipality such as shopping centres, the opportunity to develop better public transport to a growing area
such as Brighton / Bridgewater and there will also be a better access to the area via the new Bridgewater
Bridge.

| wrote to oppose the proposed Youth Detention Centre at Otago for the following reasons:
. Visibility

2. Access

3. Residential Proximity.

I. As you cross the Bowen Bridge in a northerly direction the site is very visible, and no matter what materials
or colouring the building is it will inevitably look like a prison/ correctional facility. The land size is also limiting
as future additions to the complex will be limited by the residential proximity to the left, the Aboriginal land
behind and the lagoon on the lower side. The visual impact would be no different than if it were built at the
Dowsing Point site. MONA tourists will have a clear view from the ferries of the prison facility.

2. The proposed land is sloping and would make construction of the facility more costly than at the flatter
larger site at Pontville. The access would result in entry or egress into either a busy 3 lane one-way traffic
flow off the bridge, or access onto a blind corner at the bottom of the hill near the lagoon. Either option is
far from ideal, considering that there are frequent accidents at this intersection already. There are also
proposed alterations under considerations for improvements of the black spot intersection at the East
Derwent Highway turn-off to Old Beach.

3. The proximity to residential dwellings in Otago is not only undesirable due to the stigma of having a
complex ‘next door’ but will also reduce the value of these prestige homes. The type of inmates to be
housed in the facility are the likes of the recent stabbing at Harris Scarfe, and the underage driver (last week
in QId) Residential security and peace of mind will be hard to achieve considering the problems that occurred
with escapees at Ashley Centre. The provision of adequate lighting will likely have an impact on adjoining
properties.

| request that you situate the new YDC at the Brighton/Pontville Site, for the following reasons:

With Land Size being almost twice the East Derwent property, this allows for future expansion. Sadly, the
requirements for these types of facilities will only increase in the future.

Flatter site is easier to build on and monitor than an undulating area.

Quiet traffic flow and level access simplifies prison operation.

Easy access from the highway onto the Pontville Road, or if required from the northbound lane of the
highway.

Minimal adjoining properties.

Floodlight pollution would be similar to the Tasmanian Botanicals site on the east side of the highway.

| thank you for your consideration of these points and welcome any further news and updates.
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| wish to submit my opposition to the proposed construction of a youth detention centre at 972 East
Derwent Highway. Having such a facility so close to a number of residential areas presents a potential safety
risk to nearby residents as well as creating a visual eyesore. It would be far more appropriate to construct this
facility at a place further removed from suburbia such as 466 Brighton Road. | would kindly ask that in
working towards positive youth justice outcomes that you consider a more appropriate site. Thank you.

[ wish to submit my opposition to the proposed construction of a Youth Detention Centre at 972 East
Derwent Highway. Having such a facility so close to a number of residential areas presents a potential safety
risk to nearby residents as well as creating a visual eyesore. It would be far more appropriate to construct this
facility at a place further removed from suburbia such as 466 Brighton Road. | would kindly ask that in
working towards positive youth justice outcomes that you consider a more appropriate site. Thank you.

Against this being in Otago, we don't have the road infrastructure to support the additional traffic it would
bring in, the traffic always backs up hugely in peak hour as is. And it's too close to several residential
communities.

As hard working, middle-class residents of the northern suburbs, we have seen an increase in the level of
criminal and antisocial behaviour in our community over the last couple of years. Our teenage son who
regularly catches public transport to and from school and activities from the Glenorchy bus mall, does not feel
comfortable to walk or wait for any length of time in the area. He has seen many altercations and instances of
physical and verbal abuse, vandalism, and threatening behaviour. Atthough we agree that reforms across the
juvenile justice system are needed and that early intervention and holistic programs need to be put in place,
we also feel that adding another detention facility into the inner northern suburb landscape will have further
negative impacts on the ongoing perception and perpetuate the 'stigma' and behaviours associated with the
area. This will adversely affect property values and be a set-back for the area in progressing to a liveable and
progressive, 'family friendly', community suburb. We believe it is not necessary to have a facility so close to
town and residential neighbourhoods. We therefore strongly oppose two of the three suggested sites: those
being Goodwood Road, Dowsing Point and East Derwent Highway, Risdon.

Please use Brighton and not Otago. Brighton makes more sense as it is further away, and Otago houses are
too close. We are not happy with an eye sore facility being too close to such an affluent suburb. We already
have to have septic as we do not have town sewerage connection even though we belong to Clarence City
Council.

| object to the youth detention facility being built at Risdon. It will have a negative impact on our currently safe
area.

As an _ neighbour to the proposed site at 972 East Derwent Highway Risdon, | strongly oppose this
site for a youth detention facility. This is a semi-rural residential area and not suitable for such a facility, is also
on the boundary of sacred aboriginal land and a significant historical site. | also believe it is a poor choice of
site given the extremely large volume of tourists to our state who travel to MONA via boat who will pass by
the site on their way to and from the museum, obviously not something we need to put under the noses of
such a large volume of tourists. A rural site would be a far better idea than the Risdon site.

| am a resident of Otago Bay, TAS. | oppose the new proposed detention centre location closer to our place.
Thanks.

| am sending this regarding my opposition to the possibility of the East Derwent Highway site at Otago being
used for a youth detention facility. My concern is for the safety and peace being no longer.

The risk of the destruction of habitat for the local wildlife including the Swift Parrot and birds of prey for the
facility to be built is not acceptable, let alone the bordering site of the Aboriginal Centre which has regular
school groups attending and also the early settlement site of Risdon affected.
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The current site of Ashley Detention Centre is wanted in Deloraine as many people in the area rely on the
jobs that currently exist. | would think the funding would be better spent updating the current facility and
putting the money towards better programs so the youths can be rehabilitated and hopefully be better able
to integrate and be valued members of society rather than feeling nothing has changed and returning to their
former habits.

There is also the fact that many people in the area are opposed to the facility due to moving into the area for
a safe and peaceful lifestyle to raise their families and now that lifestyle is being threatened. Many of us have
taken out large mortgages for this and are now feeling stressed that the value of our properties will most
likely drop and the attraction for future buyers into our lovely area will be affected.

It is already stressful with the rise of interest rates and cost of living, we never expected our property values
to be affected in such a way and it is really effecting our wellbeing and mental health. It is regrettable to think
that after moving from our previous home where we had youths from neighbouring housing department
homes, running through the yard to evade police and stealing our children's toys or anything else they could
from our backyard. We did not feel we or our children, were safe in our own backyard, so we chose to buy a
home in Otago where we felt safe, even though that meant undertaking a larger mortgage and adding more
financial pressure. To think we are brought back where we started with the risk of troubled youth, once
again, affecting our safety is extremely upsetting.

| attended the meeting at Risdon Vale this morning which provided me with a better insight into the proposal
for the Otago site. Still needs more consultation but | feel the decision has already been made about this
being the preferred site. Needless to say, there is not a lot of support from we the residents of Otago.

| went along to the advertised meet the project team at Risdon Vale Hall. You had a number of posters with
very basic info. | asked a number of very basic but relevant questions and the project team members | spoke
to had extremely limited and vague responses. Your website says that you went through a detailed selection
process, so why can't your project team answer basic questions. Thought this strange as they were, as
advertised, the project team. This question was answered as my children attended a meeting on site at 7pm,
and we found out that most of the team weren't even from Tasmania. How can our government treat us
with such disdain. It also appears that you could only say by design maybe that very limited people received
notification about the proposed site at all. Personally, | am deeply concerned and feel quite angry that the
process appears to be deliberately concealed in information sharing and rushed. | personally do not want this
facility to go ahead in Otago. Your comment regarding prices going up after it is built is absurd. The Brighton
site is a larger site and is more accessible just on the very basic information shown. Please schedule another
meeting with a project team that can do more than put posters on trestles.

| reject the proposed site of 972 East Derwent Highway because of the following points:

I It's close proximity to the historical Risdon Cove.

2. This detention centre will be bordering the Aboriginal childcare centre.

3. It will worsen the already bad traffic congestion on the Bowen bridge, with muttiple vehicle accidents
happening regularly on a weekly basis.

4. Some of the endangered birds/species are in this area, and this could negatively impact their already limited
numbers.

5. Its close proximity to the Risdon prison will create a negative stigma and will be critically detrimental to the
youth rehabilitation program which this detention centre aims to achieve.

6. Otago is a family focussed residential only community. The proposed detention facility is an inappropriate
and poorly considered use of scarcely available land that shows no respect for our community or its future
development. It will damagingly redefine our community. Otago was voted first in “Top Australian suburbs for
families in 2023" by the Property Tribune.

| do not believe the Bowen location is suitable in any way and believe the sloping site is far better suited to
housing.
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With all consideration taken | feel this is too close to our suburb and shared boundaries with the Aboriginal
School. The residents of Otago with whom | have spoken are all very distressed as to the plans. The highway
planning has not been submitted for us to peruse. Please let us move this to an area where can accommodate
workshops and teachings to help with rehabilitation.

Why are we adjacent to Aboriginal School???

The proposed East Derwent Highway location has several problems:

It's too close to Risdon Prison - it will be too closely associated with that facility;

It is too close to the bridge approaches and could also potentially compromise opportunities for future
transport corridor connections;

The existing road is very dangerous (especially for cyclists) in both directions. Adding new access
infrastructure in that location will potentially exacerbate the problems.

It's the Midland Highway — not ""Heritage Highway".

I. The land at Otago was purchased by the Department of State Growth to allow for future road
infrastructure from the roundabout on the East Derwent Highway so the road could bypass the single line
road around Risdon Cove. The road would run behind the Aboriginal land and come out at the Bowen Bridge
removing a very dangerous road area (black spot). If this land is developed as planned, then there will be even
more traffic on the single lane road and there will be a fatality because of this decision. There are 600-plus
new houses being built in the Risdon and Geilston Bay area. With most of the new residents using the current
very poor road system around the Risdon Cove area there will be another 800 to 1200 extra car movements
per day each way. Add the traffic from the infill house from Old Beach to Gagebrook at around 1000 new
residents and even if only 50% of these people use the east Derwent Highway there will be another

| 000-plus car movement each way per day. In all there will be over 2000 extra cars needing to use this road
are that is already a black spot, with multiple car crashes around the Bowen Bridge every month.

Already the Bowen bridge is working well over its capacity, with traffic stopped more than halfway across the
bridge every night from around 4.00pm to 7.00pm. Adding in another 100 to 130 movements (and most of
them will be slow moving trucks or delivery vans), will increase the potential of accidents and even possible
fatalities as all the 100 to 130 movements will need to exit or enter the already overloaded road system.

2. Where the proposed development is located there is only one suitable entry and exit point and that is on a
blind corner, where two lanes merge to one lane and there is a single lane bridge on the other leading to this
entry/exit point. Again, this will place an unacceptable risk on the road users and in my view, there will be
fatalities from this proposed development. To make a safe entry and exit point that ensures the health, safety,
and lives of public road users is a massive infrastructure project to be undertaken at massive costs to the
public.

3. The infrastructure work required will cost |3-15 million dollars:

The approach from Risdon and Geilston Bay would need a second bridge to be built and a dedicated slip lane
and turning lane, to allow for safe entry and exit of truck, vans, and cars from the proposed site.

The exit from the Bowen bridge end would need major civil works to cut back the bank on the side of the
road to allow for a dedicated slip lane for trucks, vans and car to enter the site safely.

To exit the site towards the Bowen Bridge an entry slip lane would have to be added to the single lane that
comes away from the Risdon Cove end and this would also require major civil works to make the exit safe
for all road uses and remove a high risk of crashes and even possible fatalities.

4. Major infrastructure around sewage and waste removal.

To connect into the sewage an entire new line would need to be run to the site and cross the entrance of
Risdon Cove at a massive cost to the taxpayer. 3 to 4 million dollars.
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Civil works would be required on the site as the site is not flat land, and all the land in the area is very heavy in
blue stone and would require massive civil works with rock breakers to level the site, cut footing in and place
services under the ground including sewerage, power and lighting. 6 to |0 million dollars.

5. All of the massive civil works in the road infrastructure, new bridge, sewerage, underground services and
site preparation will destroy irreplaceable aboriginal artifacts and desecrate this extremely sensitive cultural
site.

The cost of the civil works alone for this site used all of the funding provide to build both sites in the north
and south. $40 million.

The brief given for finding the sites was so narrow and ill-planned the entire project will need to be redone
and encompass the entirety of the development, not just land that the government own, and the zoning as
the headline.

The placement of the development at Otago would become an eyesore for every law-abiding taxpayer how
uses the Bowen bridge. The lighting would destroy the tranquillity of living in the area for all residents, let
alone the massive risk to the safety of the community. Security cannot even transfer the children without
them escaping (and the child is still at large). Let's remember these children are in custody, like the child who
stabbed the worker in Moonah, and the person who stabbed the doctor in the hospital.

The documents provided all talk about the studies on the offender and what's best for them, what studies
have been taken of the lawful citizen who has this forced on them? Our house feels unsafe, stressed, and we
are fearful for the safety of our children, but it seems that our rights to feel safe in our own community is
irrelevant compared to people who live outside the law.

The community has no confidence that our safety, or our children’s safety, can be guaranteed with the
moving of this facility into the local populated area.

| object to this facility being established at the Otago location due to the following below:

| - It will be within 200 metres from our home residence.

2 - The council has approved a subdivision for two more residences to be established which will mean they
will be even closer to the proposed site.

3 - It is located too close to the current Risdon prison.

4 - The Aboriginal site - Risdon Cove and Putalina (Oyster Cove) blocked in by the Risdon prison now a
youth detention centre - really that is a slap in their face right there, they have a childcare centre and
schooling at the site as well.

5 - Otago is a prestige/prime real estate area why on earth would you consider this area as a suitable site, a lot
of residences have invested a lot of money in their homes for future stability, this will definitely devalue all
homes in the area.

How ridiculous to consider building a facility in a prime real estate areal What are you thinking???
Residential areas all around this site you are considering house families who will now be very anxious and
worried about the youths escaping and entering their homes etc.

There are privacy concerns, not to mention it will devalue all prime estate properties in the area, you
wouldn't put the detention centre in prime estate location like Hobart or Sandy Bay etc so why should it be

| fully oppose the idea of building a Detention Centre at 972 East Derwent Highway!

Too close to residences at Direction Drive, Otago Bay, Saunderson’s Road & the Aboriginal Centre East
Derwent Highway.

This will have an impact on property prices & home insurances!

As Risdon Prison is nearby, already with security & full infrastructure set up, surely there is enough land
remaining to build a tower to house these juveniles aged 14 — 18.

| have read where sometimes there are only “ten (10) inmates “being housed!
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It is totally wasteful to want to build new facilities when a prison complex exists & there must be land that
could be utilised with “Tower" built housing!

| oppose the proposed building at 972 East Derwent Highway & | would like a return reply.

Why is the government considering wasting $40 million on building a new facility! How very wasteful with
Taxpayers money!

You have Ashley! You can rename it!

You can provide more security cameras to protect staff & inmates. You can have microphones recording
every detail of what goes on.

You need to possibly assess Staff better!

On the other hand, | heard a story of a fellow in Ashley ( 2nd hand ) who had never been sexually attacked,
claimed he was & got a big pay out that he wasted on an expensive car & wasted the rest.

We know this goes on/but if you had recording devices everywhere - everyone would be protected!
Why build another Centre/when you have a perfectly good one at Deloraine!

If the government can’t run it successfully - find someone who can!

A very, very wasteful government to even consider this!

Easy when it's not your money you are playing with!

Plus you should be listening to the people!

We have been residents at Otago Bay for . years. We are disgusted that we were not notified in writing of
the proposed preferred site at Otago - we only found out via the Otago Bay Neighbourhood Watch
Facebook page last week and through other concerned residents. Some residents received written
notification, but many more did not. Not good enough!! Otago Bay is a built-up area with many homes, some
of which are on small acreage. A lot of retirees live in the neighbourhood, and more recently, young families
have been moving into the area. The proposed site at East Derwent Highway is, in our opinion, not suitable,
i.e. there is already a bottleneck of traffic on a daily basis, the road would become more dangerous due to a
higher volume/saturation of traffic (not to mention the disruption whilst the facility was being constructed and
with the additional roadworks which would need to be undertaken). It would be a blight on our
neighbourhood and most certainly devalue our properties. We are very disappointed in the obvious
deception in regards to the timeframe to voice our concerns and to contribute to the consultation process.
Again, not good enough. We feel there is an undercurrent of "what they don't know, won't hurt them" and
unacceptable tactics being displayed by the Government and for this, and for the reasons mentioned above,
we are very strongly opposed to having a detention centre built in a highly unsuitable location. Without
Prejudice.

The site at 972 East Derwent Highway Risdon is not suitable, but much rather Brighton would be the obvious
choice. | have property in Otago and | for one would not feel comfortable nor impressed if you went ahead
with the east Derwent site. | strongly oppose this. The Derwent site does not comply with criteria. You are
near Otago, we are a very close-knit residential neighbourhood. Brighton would be a better choice.

| am writing to express my strong opposition to the new youth detention facility being at the East Derwent
highway Otago site. It is an inappropriate spot for a detention centre and is too close to residential areas.
Traffic flow between the Bowen bridge and Otago is very busy as it is, and traffic gets backed up around 3pm
onwards. This is just going to make the issue worse. | also thought that land was going to go towards new
traffic infrastructure in the future to prevent a standstill in traffic such as we have seen over the past few
weeks. You say property prices will not be affected but anyone can see that our properties value will
dramatically decrease. And how about safety for our loved ones and children. We chose Otago because of
the family lifestyle. Now | am really worried that this will change. Also, what will you do say after you build a
detention centre there!! There is always something that is in the pipework’s. A really important aspect is the
proximity to the aboriginal centre and school.... It's just not right. And you say you can't build and use the
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space already at the prison because you don't want that proximity. Well, I'm sorry to say but Risdon prison is
only down the road. Plus, if it is there then the clients will be able to see for themselves where they might end
up if they don't change.

The land at Otago is also not big enough for future things such as teaching them life skills for their futures.
Not sure how you think you will staff this as the RHH and other clinics are having specialist issues finding
people. And 40 million dollars for just up to 20 clients. | strongly am against this, and | sincerely hope you listen
to us as a community and don't ignore us. We as a community in Otago enjoy our little space. Don't put a
sour taste in our mouths because we will continue to fight this and use whatever means we have to protect
our community.

An absolute joke that Otago Bay is being considered. And to be put on historic land??

| am writing to express my objection to the proposed waterfront sites for the Youth Detention Centre in
Hobart. Whilst | understand the proximity to Hobart and the existing jail makes this an ideal location, |
strongly believe that settling on either of the two waterfront sites under consideration would have a
significant negative impact on the future of Hobart for decades to come.

Hobart is a beautiful harbour city and one that is still growing. The preferred site is on prime real estate and
for better or worse will one day be developed, when it is, it should be used for something that will take full
advantage of its prominent position, both to look out from and look in on. The Derwent River is an integral
part of the city's identity and one of its key assets. The proposed location of the Youth Detention Centre on
the riverfront would be visible and damaging to tourist trails, waterways, public areas, and many other suburbs
and would have a significant impact on the aesthetic appeal of the harbour. The construction and operation of
the Centre could deter tourism and negatively impact the local economy.

In light of these concerns, | urge the local council to reconsider the preferred site for the Youth Detention
Centre. | strongly believe that the Centre should be located in an area that is not visible from public areas,
preserves the scenic beauty of the harbour, and reflects the city's values and aspirations. A detention centre
on the river would have a significant negative impact on Hobart's future.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Otago is not an appropriate site for this development!! Looking at all of the youth detention centres around
Australia; they are situated in open rural land parcels and industrial areas with minimal surrounding properties.
We chose to live in Otago, and we invested heavily on our land and home. In November 2022, Otago was
named “Australia’s most family-friendly suburb” by Yahoo finance, elite agent and other businesses. Otago has
a median house price of $995,000 and rising. With most properties being well over the million-dollar mark,
don't you think this should have been considered? Our voice needs to be heard and the Government needs
to consider the negative impact on our community if the Otago site was chosen over Brighton.

Otago has a lot of history with Tasmanians and especially the First Nation people. This site would be very
insensitive to this community with history of Otago and neighbouring suburb Risdon cove. The Tasmanian
Aboriginal Children’s centre would be at the boundary of the proposed Otago site, | don't think this would
have a positive impact on these young Tasmanian’s being at a school so close to other young Tasmanian’s who
potentially could be a threat to our community.

As a father of three young boys, | would hope to see the future of youth detention develop at a site where
the children could see a future for themselves. Not anywhere close or near to the Risdon prison. It should
not look like a steppingstone. But to have the centre for rehabilitation a lot further away from Risdon and
able to teach them life and work skills to give them a far better chance of life after being institutionalised.
Integrating these children back into community is so important for their outcomes. Put them in a space where
they don't feel like their next move is Risdon prison.

Be mindful and considerate that we do not want this development in our family friendly suburb. Please look at
all of the other Australian detention centre suburbs; and see how unreasonable this site is to even propose in
the first place. Thank you for the time you have taken to read.
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The feedback | would like to submit is that area was always put aside for future roadworks to the highway to
benefit the whole community, we also need to think about the influx of migration to Tasmania, especially
Hobart and its close suburbs, as we don't want to end up with the same issues as Melbourne and suburbs
with no infrastructure or adequate transport as we push people further away from the CBD.

With this area potentially taken up by the youth detention centre it will not allow for the future growth of
this area, from the potential low cost housing to major sub divisional prospects so close to the CBD and major
shopping facilities which could be a major benefit to our current and future housing situation, this would also
benefit the cost of living pressures as the travel times would be less, as if you constructed it at your other
preference 466 Brighton Road.

Do not agree with Risdon address. Should not be located close to high value subdivisions where values will be
greatly affected. Do we residents in this area have any say in the process.

By way of initial feedback - | am very upset that a suggested location of a new youth detention centre is near
the Bowen bridge close to the residential suburb of Otago, and also the totally inadequate process of notifying
people and seeking feedback.

A statement in the media today that a potential site was at Risdon near the prison is totally misleading. It is
closer to the residential suburb of Otago. A detention centre would not be in keeping with the rural living of
residents or for the Aboriginal Centre at Risdon Cove - totally inappropriate. In my view the detention centre
would be better located adjacent to the prison.

Secondly, in relation to the process: we received notification of the proposal (first we had ever heard of it) in
the mail yesterday (27 March) providing only 3 weeks to submit feedback (not 6 weeks as mentioned
elsewhere). Why wasn't there more consultation beforehand? There is very little detail to comment on e.g,
not clear if it will house bail, remand and support services on the site or over separate sites, design of
buildings, aesthetics of fences, offset from road etc. The detail in the question-and-answer sheet is limited
(and | would dispute comments about property prices) and the drop-in sessions (rather than a public forum,
maybe you want to avoid a repeat of the Westbury opposition to the northern prison) are being held only a
few days before the deadline for comments.

| would appreciate more detail on the proposal now if available and will be attending the sessions, after which
I will submit more feedback. If you are looking for my response to the proposal to locate it on the East
Derwent highway site, then | am opposed.

PART 1/2 Feedback: Proposed Youth Detention Centre — East Derwent Highway (EDH) site

My wife and | have reviewed the very limited information available including the versions of Q&A and
attended both public meetings at the Risdon Hall. We see no benefit to our community, only negatives, and
consequently totally reject your proposal of siting a detention centre at the proposed EDH location. As
residents of Otago, we do not want this facility built in our community.

Otago is a highly regarded family-oriented community - see Top 20 Australian Suburbs for Families 2023 -
The Property Tribune — a detention centre would irreparably damage such an asset.

We also believe that the site would be better used as either an extension of the Risdon Brook recreational
trail or as a corridor for a highway link between the Bowen bridge and Risdon roundabout (as outlined
below).

Specific comments:

The public consultation process was flawed from the start: a very limited number of local residents were
notified, and the consultation period was much shorter than 6 weeks (3 weeks). There was little to no
information on how the selection process worked e.g., how many sites were considered as the starting pool,
what were all the selection criteria, why weren't residents involved from the start? Was the selection process
a desk top exercise or were people actually familiar with the sites?

The selection process was supposedly based on a number of criteria including government ownership: surely
this does not result in the ideal site because it is restricted from the start. | urge the process to look at a
green field site. Also broaden the selection criteria to include potential tangible benefits to the area. In our
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view the selection criteria that we were aware of were used too loosely and inconsistently, e.g. in relation to
residential areas, schools, visibility.

The selection criteria listed on the documents for choosing a site included “‘separation from major residential
areas and schools”, in choosing the EDH site the process has seriously failed in both regards as both are within
a couple of hundred metres of the boundary.

The attendees of the meetings were informed of a therapeutic style approach to offenders’ rehabilitation, but
no specific detail of this approach was forthcoming. What is it and how does it work? | can see why many
attendees were sceptical of any change being made to the current Ashley approach and even if there are
going to be substantial changes what are they? Surely it is not the fault of the buildings at Ashley but the
approach so why build a new facility, why not change the approach within the current facility? | can somewhat
understand that a ‘therapeutic’ and preventative approach may work on lower grade crime offenders, but we
were told at the meetings that the detention centre was for high end offenders of serious crime or repeat
offenders. Why position a centre detaining murderer’s, instigators of violent crime etc within a few hundred
metres of a residential area and a school? If you feel it will be totally secure, then why not place it near the
CBD close to the services you want?! But of course, historically there have been escapes from detention and
also from custody as witnessed only days ago.

We disagree totally with the stated notion that property prices will not be impacted negatively but if anything,
positively. If the government is so sure of this, then provide a guarantee to homeowners by underwriting
future property values.

There are no benefits to the Otago residential-only community — contrary to stated potential benefits in the
Q&A documents. There are no local businesses in Otago, little unemployment and currently at least, houses
rarely come up for sale to be used as residences by detention centre employees. There are very few rental

properties.

PART 2/2 Feedback: Proposed Youth Detention Centre — East Derwent Highway (EDH) site

A supposed benefit of this site was “its close proximity to Risdon” (as stated in the documents). Why was this
important as a criterion as there was a stated need to disassociate the detention centre from Risdon to avoid
a progression mentality. If you want it close to Risdon — include it on the Risdon site. Otherwise position it a

much greater distance away.

The Dowsing Point site was, in part, excluded because of its visibility from the river and the western shore
(suburbs). The EDH site is no different — it is elevated and slopes towards the river making it visible by passing
tourists/passengers on the Mona ferry, traffic on the Bowen Bridge and western shore residents.

The traffic movement on the east Derwent highway is increasing. There is a definite bottleneck between the
dual carriageway on the Bowen and the newly upgraded Geilston Bay/Lindisfarne link ending at the Risdon
roundabout. There is an urgent need to construct a dual carriageway between the end of the Bowen and the
roundabout. As the existing land cannot easily be widened because of existing properties, waterways,
aboriginal land and geology, this parcel of land provides the only corridor for such a highway, desperately
needed to handle increasing traffic flow, especially when the Tasman bridge is blocked (as has occurred
recently) and traffic is diverted to the Bowen bridge. Building the detention centre on the site would block its
availability as an arterial corridor.

Many might say it is great to see the Premier supporting the voice to federal parliament but at the Saturday
morning public meeting in Risdon Vale, a |5 year (and current) employee of the Aboriginal Children’s Centre
stated that the TAC had not been consulted with regards to the detention centre. That you would consider
placing a Youth Detention Centre next to aboriginal land, Aboriginal Children’s Centre and site of historical
and cultural significance is hypocritical and again a fall.

We find it very distasteful to locate a detention centre adjacent to aboriginal land at Risdon Cove for two
reasons:

* There is a desire to reduce the disproportionate representation of indigenous people in the youth justice
system, and yet you wish to locate a detention centre (which they fundamentally disagree with) on their
doorstep.
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* There are historical and cultural reasons why Risdon Cove is important. In 1803 early colonial people and
convicts initially chose Risdon Cove for a settlement resulting in a documented massacre of local indigenous
people, before the settlement was moved to Sullivan’s Cove. There is a significant amount of irony in that 220
years later “convicts” may be returned to Risdon Cove; surely this will be very painful for the indigenous
community? In part due to this history, piyura kitina (Risdon Cove) was formed as an Indigenous Protected
Area 1999 so that indigenous people could “spend time and restore cuttural and natural landscape and
develop high quality visitor centres”. The two are not compatible.

There is extensive and daily discussion about the wellbeing of people in our society. The proposal heralds the
afternate approach of therapeutic rehabilitation of serious offenders. While such an approach together with a
$40m facility aims to improve the welfare and wellbeing of offenders, it, at the same time, significantly and
negatively impacts the wellbeing of residents in our community. Our community has been very anxious and
distressed about the proposal, and if it goes ahead, we will continue to be worried about personal and child
safety, and the concern attached to its proximity to families. Possible escapes only heighten this anxiety. Does
this mean that the wellbeing of 10-20 serious offenders is more important than the wellbeing of 1000+ law-
abiding and hard-working residents?

Feedback — Proposed detention centre on East Derwent Highway site

In my previous feedback submissions | have commented on a diverse range of topics, including the lack of
transparency of the selection process over and above the 5 dot points listed in the documents. Only 5
selection criteria in such an important decision-making process seems manifestly inadequate in scope (e.g.
does not consider impact on residents etc.) and in integrity as it has not been adhered to in any way (proposal
near a school and residences). While Q&A briefs and information sessions have provided some detail these
have also been inadequate for what is described as an ‘extensive’ community consultation.

In addition to our previous submissions targeting specific points, we wish to sum up in dot point form here
the feelings of the Otago/Risdon community to whom we have spoken. We and they believe the process is:
* Lacking transparency and any genuine interest in the concern of residents.

* A quick fix to a significant problem at Ashley; on the flip side there are still offenders in Ashley but no media
reports of any ongoing problems — why is that?

* Moving the problem from Ashley to other locations; surely it is the approach and staffing that does not
work, not the buildings.

* Choosing land that is government owned to move quickly to take the heat off the government, rather than
taking time to do a decent job to look at all potential sites; don't be murky about it - really do keep it away
from residences and schools as is in your selection criteria.

* Providing scant detail on site plans, extent of works on the site, security arrangements, details of the
therapeutic rehabilitation etc.

* Initially providing little notification to residents and inadequate time for feedback especially with Easter,
school holidays and Anzac day in the middle when people are away; this led people to assume it was a “fly
under the radar” process.

* Providing inadequate clarity on whether the support centre and assisted bail facilities will also be on the
same site as the detention centre; will this extend to other support services in the future generating an
expansion of the footprint?

* Providing inadequate clarity on youth remand facilities — are offenders in remand on the same site as
convicted offenders?

* Giving priority need to urban location for workers and visitors over local residents.

* Giving priority of wellbeing and welfare to offenders over local residents.

» Compromising the safety of residents. All residents but particularly elderly and families with children, are
extremely concerned about possible escapees from the facility. We know this has happened at Ashley and
more recently from custody.

As you have witnessed at drop-in sessions, the majority of residents are angry with the suggestion that the
East Derwent Highway is a potential site and are even more upset with the implemented process of selection
and consultation. The Otago/Risdon community does not want the facility built on this site.
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| have recently moved into the Otago Bay area and am getting my submission ready to provide feedback
about the proposed youth detention facility at 972 East Derwent Highway. | was unfortunately out of the
state at the time of your drop in sessions.

Most of my concerns surround the potential security risks and impacts on property prices which have both
interestingly been addressed in your “Question and Answers Factsheet”. | am emailing you to gain some
further clarity surrounding the evidence used to make these determinations, in the attempt to hopefully ease
some of my concerns regarding the proposed facility.

| would appreciate if you could provide a response to the following two questions.
Question |:
The following quote is taken directly from your Question and Answers Factsheet:

"Does having a detention facility increase crime rates nearby - No. Past experience has shown any concerns
about the effects on crime rates were not realised”.

Can you please provide the resources or evidence that were used to make this determination?
Question 2:
The following two quotes are taken directly from your Question and Answers Factsheet:

"You can't say that there will be no decrease in property prices - Evidence from other jurisdictions in Australia
indicated this has not been the case"

"Does having a detention facility in a community reduce property values? - No. Experience in other locations
has shown that property prices in the surrounding areas actually increased in value over time. Property values
reflect a range of factors, including the quality of housing stock, access to jobs and services, and broader
market conditions. The increase of employees, service providers and others coming to the facility can have a
positive impact on property prices if they decide to live nearby.”

Can you please provide the resources or evidence that were used to make these determinations? Specifically
* The evidence that was used to indicate that property prices do not go down. And;

* The evidence that was used to shown that property prices in the surrounding areas actually increase in value
over time.

Having been involved in development and planning processes before | can only assume that a large amount of
work has been put into production this Q&A document. | would appreciate you providing the requested
advice in an attempt that | can fully consider some of my current concerns prior to the deadline to provide
feedback.

To whom it may concern,

| am writing to provide feedback about the proposed youth justice facility site at 972 east Derwent Highway
(specific to this site). | am against the proposed location on a number of grounds.

I) Traffic management and traffic safety

| have looked at viable entrance locations a number of times as | drive past this site daily. | know a traffic
management plan would form part of any development application, but It appears that the proposed site will
cause a number of safety issues and these should be considered when considering whether the site is even
viable.

The main road (East Derwent Highway) has been cut through a large hill meaning that there is only one viable
access to the site which is where the current driveway access currently stands.

The current driveway and gate is at the current road level and close to the northern border of the block. As
you move south along the highway there is an immediate rise in the hill cut out meaning that it would be
impossible, or at least unviable to consider any other access. Alternate access would require extensive
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earthworks, likely in the millions of dollars, and would likely be unsafe as there would be a significant gradient
and limited sightlines due to needing to cut further into the hill.

Access to this site (travelling east — towards Risdon) would require a left hand turn off the East Derwent
Highway. There is significant traffic congestion during peak hour and even outside of this time there is
considerable traffic flow from the Bowen Bridge. There are also a number of difficult roads to negotiate to
manage traffic in both directions coming off the bridge.

To access the site from this direction traffic will either be coming across the Bowen Bridge or on the
southbound slip lane from the East Derwent Highway. This slipway traffic needs to merge with the left-hand
lane of traffic coming off the bridge. Traffic in the right-hand lane coming off the Bowen Bridge is commonly
banked up as this is the lane that needs to be used to travel north along the East Derwent highway. To do this
you need to come off the bridge using this right lane, give way, and turn across north bound traffic on the East
Derwent Highway heading onto the Bowen Bridge, proceed past traffic giving way to you as you pass under
the bridge to continue north on the East Derwent Highway.

The traffic in the left lane coming off the Bowen Bridge often need to negotiate stationary traffic in the right-
hand lane, and merging traffic from the slip lane. This lane will need to be used to provide access to the site.

There are no turns across the highway for traffic currently travelling north (west) onto the Bowen Bridge. That
is, regardless of where the access is, a person wanting to visit the site from eastern side (Risdon area) would
need to turn across 2 lanes of traffic of the East Derwent Highway. This would be near impossible and very
dangerous.

If any access were to be granted at this site, it would be dangerous. The area is currently 70kmph and mergin
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