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Executive Summary  

Introduction: Regional Development Policy and Regional Cities  
Small sub-national peripheral economies face a single compelling socio-economic challenge: how 

can they compete with other regions to attract people to live, work, invest and visit? 

Increasingly, one regional development solution to this policy challenge is capacity-building in 

regional cities.  

The form of capacity-building is as varied as the regions and cities themselves. There is increasing 

evidence that regional cities are not just vital existing hubs for regional prosperity and growth but 

the magnitude of their socio-economic impact in the regions that they are located in, indicates that 

regional cities are not just the hub for the majority of economic and social activity in the region. As 

growth poles in small economies, cities are seen as the best investment governments can make into 

regions that need capacity-building. 

The importance of regional cities in times of economic adjustment, budget constraints and the high 

level of global mobility of investment dollars and labour skills, is increasingly shaping policy 

responses at national and state/local government level. In the international regional development 

literature regional cities are at the forefront of some of the most compelling international case 

studies and policy literature. 

That literature links the capacity of regional cities to be the platforms for transforming regional 

economies into knowledge-based learning cities and regions through the development of 

innovation-ƛƴǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜŎƻƳŜǎ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜΦ  

Regional cities bring a range of critical inputs into that process of transformation: 

¶ Ensuring that high-quality and well-resourced educational provision is in place; 

¶ Having the scope and scale present to co-ordinate the supply of skilled and knowledgeable 

individuals and enhance organisational learning in the region; 

¶ Enhancing interaction between the private and public sector that demonstrates the benefits 

of organisational learning and the flow-on economic and social outcomes into the region; 

¶ Demonstrate that innovation and capacity building is not just confined to the service sector 

or high tech creative economy industries but can be developed within existing traditional 

industry sectors building on the tacit knowledge present in those industry sectors; 

¶ Cities are the one settlement location in a region where there is sufficient capacity to break 

ŀǿŀȅ ŦǊƻƳ ŜƴǘǊŜƴŎƘŜŘ ǊŜƭƛŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘŜƴŘǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŀ ΨƭƻŎƪ-ƛƴΩ ƛƳǇŜŘƛƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ 

transformation. Cities can develop innovative strategies for the future that enhance 

opportunities for regional prosperity. 

¶ Cities can unlock the regional approaches of the past and the institutional responses and 

flexibly respond to new emergent economic and social conditions. 

These attributes attached to regional cities explain why governments increasingly look for regional 

cities as the point of investment for regional projects and programs with an intended regional 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜΦ LƴŎǊŜŀǎƛƴƎƭȅ ǎŎŀǊŎŜ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜ ΨŘƻƛƴƎ ƳƻǊŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƭŜǎǎΩ ŀƴŘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ 



 

2 
 

ΨƳƻǊŜ ōŀƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ŜŀŎƘ ōǳŎƪΩΦ LƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ Ŏities allows governments to invest in the 

mechanisms for socio-economic learning processes aimed at enhancing regional indicators. 

Regional cities provide the central mechanisms for regional investment outcomes: 

¶ Co-ordination of policies across various levels of governance: local, regional and national; 

¶ Develop appropriate place-based forms of social capital to support effective organisational 

ƭŜŀǊƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴΣ ƴƻǘ ǊŜƭƛŀƴǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ΨƻƴŜ ǎƘƻŜ Ŧƛǘǎ ŀƭƭΩ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ƻǊ ΨǇƛŎƪƛƴƎ ǿƛƴƴŜǊǎΩΤ 

¶ Evaluation of network relationships with investment programs with early detection of social 

exclusion of groups in regional populations; 

¶ Ensure that the regional investment strategy for learning and innovation is accorded 

legitimacy and authority in the region. 

The contemporary international regional development literature that best encompasses the 

collective policy response to the role of regional cities in transforming regional economies is place-

making. 

Place-making as a regional development strategy involves targeted improvement of a place to 

create a functional space for a variety of uses that is appealing to a wide range of people and has an 

identifiable character ς a sense of place ς built on the back of a vision for a city. 

Regional cities compete for investment by companies and by governments, for skilled workers and 

tourists. Some of these competitive place-making attributes include: 

¶ A revitalised, compact CBD connected via pedestrian avenues and cycle ways to open public 

spaces and cultural entertainment precincts ς a strong sense of place; 

¶ An awareness of the needs of ageing citizens who want convenient and safe access to 

services and entertainment; 

¶ An awareness that younger people tend to prefer the convenience of compact, walkable 

communities; and 

¶ An investment in urban living hubs with easy access to a variety of entertainment and 

recreational options, the preferred choice of young, educated professionals. 

This project clearly demonstrates across a range of socio-economic indicators that regional cities 

provide existing and future leverage to deliver multiplier effects into adjacent regions that under 

circumstances of resource constraint will deliver improved economic advantage and provide a 

platform for transforming regional economies as demands for knowledge-based, learning service 

and innovative product development increase.  

Governments and the private sector will increasingly look to the capacity building hub of regional 

cities to deliver demonstrable regional development outcomes where resource constraints require 

smart allocation of project funds to deliver regional learning economy transformations.  
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Analysis  

The socio-economic impact of regional cities will be assessed across broad points of leverage ς 

ƳŜŀƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǘŜƴŘŜŘ ΨǘǊƛŎƪƭŜ-ŘƻǿƴΩ ŀƴŘ Ƴǳƭtiplier effect beyond the LGA into the adjacent regions: 

¶ Population; 

¶ Socio-economic Indexes for Areas (SEIFA); 

¶ Commuting; 

¶ Workforce; 

¶ Industry of employment; 

¶ Building approvals; and 

¶ Economy. 

Population  

Population is a critical indicator of socio-economic prosperity and the sustainability of settlements, 

regional and cities. 

In 2011, almost 13% of the Tasmanian population lived in Launceston, 10% in Hobart, and 29% in 

Southern Cities combined. 42.3% of the Tasmanian population lived in the four cities of Launceston, 

Hobart, Clarence and Glenorchy. 

[ŀǳƴŎŜǎǘƻƴ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ рп҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƎǊƻǿǘƘΣ ŀƴŘ {ƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ 

Cities contributed 37% of the growth in the Southern region. Over one-ǘƘƛǊŘ ƻŦ ¢ŀǎƳŀƴƛŀΩǎ 

population growth between 2006 and 2011 was contributed by Launceston and Southern Cities 

combined. 

Hobart had a higher inmigration rate for 2006-2011 than Launceston or Southern Cities. This means 

that a greater proportion of the 2011 population had lived elsewhere in 2006; or in other words 

newcomers made up a greater proportion of the 2011 population. There were much lower 

inmigration rates in the Northern region and Southern region. However, in addition to the high 

inmigration rate, Hobart also had the highest outmigration rate indicating high population turnover. 

Lƴ [ŀǳƴŎŜǎǘƻƴ ŀƴŘ {ƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ /ƛǘƛŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǊǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ΨǎǘŀȅŜǊǎΩ όǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ ƭƛǾŜŘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛƴ ōƻǘƘ нллс 

and 2011) was around 70%. Whereas, Hobart had a staying rate of 63%, with less than two-thirds of 

the 2006 population still living in the LGA in 2011. At a regional level, around 80% of 2006 residents 

of the Northern region and the Southern region lived in the same region in 2011. These included 8% 

of the Northern region and 11% of the Southern region 2006 population who moved to another LGA 

within the same region.  

Between 2006 and 2011 there were 30,240 people who moved to Tasmania from interstate and 

27,457 people who moved out of Tasmania to interstate. Over 37% of interstate inmigrants settled 

in Launceston, Hobart or Southern Cities with Launceston home to 12%, Hobart to 12% and 

Southern Cities combined home to 26%. At the same time, over 46% of interstate outmigrants from 

Tasmania lived in Launceston, Hobart or Southern Cities five years previously. An almost equal share 

of about 15% originated in Hobart or Launceston, with 31% originating in Southern Cities. Recent 

inmigrants from overseas (2006-2011) were found in disproportionate numbers in Tasmanian cities, 

with over two-thirds settling in Launceston, Hobart or Southern Cities in 2011. Over 30% of people 

who had moved to Tasmania from overseas between 2006 and 2011 were living in Hobart in 2011. 
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SEIFA 

Socio-Economic Indices indicate the relative level of socio-economic challenges for regional cities 

and adjacent regions across a range of indicators including access to vital resources such as 

education and economic resources. 

On the Index of Relative Socio-economic Advantage and Disadvantage, Hobart was the most 

advantaged LGA in Tasmania with Clarence not far below. Launceston ranked 13th and Glenorchy 

22nd ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ¢ŀǎƳŀƴƛŀΩǎ нф [D!ǎ ƻƴ ǘƘƛǎ {9LC! ƛƴŘŜȄΣ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ƳƻǊŜ ŘƛǎŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜŘ 

than Hobart or Clarence. 

On the Index of Relative Socio-economic Disadvantage, Hobart was ranked least disadvantaged LGA 

in Tasmania, with Clarence in the top 4. Glenorchy was again the most disadvantaged of the four city 

LGAs, being the 8th most disadvantaged LGA in Tasmania.   

The Index of Economic Resources ranks Clarence as 3rd highest LGA in Tasmania, with Hobart ranked 

10th. Launceston and Glenorchy are ranked much lower in terms of economic resources with 

Launceston coming in at 22nd and Glenorchy as 28th out of 29 Tasmanian LGAs.  

Hobart was again top-ranked Tasmanian LGA on the Index of Education and Occupation, with 

Clarence ranked 4th. Launceston scored much better in terms of education and occupation than in 

the other aspects of advantage and disadvantage, ranking 6th of Tasmanian LGAs; and Glenorchy 

ranking 24th.  

Commuting  

Commuting provides a snap-shot in time of city/region work/place dynamics: where people live and 

ǿƻǊƪ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜƳ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ƳƻōƛƭƛǘȅΦ tŜƻǇƭŜ ŘƻƴΩǘ Ƨǳǎǘ ƭƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǿƻǊƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

one place. Commuting provides an assessment of the aggregation of work in a regional city and why 

for instance when an economic shock occurs within the region the extent of that shock can be 

understood in terms of its varied and diverse shock across a region. 

Cities are centres of employment with many residents of adjacent areas commuting into cities to 

work. In Hobart, almost two-thirds of the workforce in 2011 commuted into Hobart from other LGAs. 

In Launceston over one-third of the workforce were inward commuters and in Southern Cities over 

one-quarter. These proportions experienced little change between 2006 and 2011. 

There are also some residents of city LGAs who commute out of the city to work. In 2011, almost 

one-ǉǳŀǊǘŜǊ ƻŦ IƻōŀǊǘΩǎ ŜƳǇƭƻȅŜŘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ŎƻƳƳǳǘŜŘ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [D! ǘƻ ǿƻǊƪΦ Lƴ [ŀǳƴŎŜǎǘƻƴ ŀƴŘ 

Southern Cities smaller proportions of residents were outward commuters. 

The proportion of working residents who worked locally in 2011 was over 70% in Launceston, Hobart 

and Southern Cities, but in all areas this proportion had declined since 2006. On the other hand, the 

proportion of the workforce that lived in the local area was relatively stable between 2006 and 2011. 

The proportion of those who live and work locally was highest in Southern Cities. Southern Cities is a 

larger geographic area comprising three LGAs so this is an unsurprising result. 
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Workforce  

Workforce employment locates economic and social activity in a region: where is it concentrated 

and diverse? 

Launceston accounted for 16% and Hobart for 23% of Tasmanian employment in 2011. Launceston, 

Hobart, Clarence and Glenorchy combined accounted for more than half (55%) of Tasmanian jobs. 

At a regional level, Launceston was the location of 62.3% of employment in the Northern region. In 

the Southern region, Hobart accounted for 46.8% of employment while the Southern Cities 

combined accounted for 78.1% of regional employment.  

The workforce in Hobart and in the larger area of Southern Cities increased at a greater rate than 

Tasmania, and therefore these areas marginally increased their share of Tasmanian employment. 

Launceston on the other hand experienced net job loss, decreasing its share of employment in 

Tasmania and the Northern region.  

Interestingly, the rate of jobs growth in the remainder of the Northern region and the remainder of 

the Southern region was greater than for Launceston, Hobart and Southern Cities as well as for 

Tasmania. In net terms, Launceston lost 432 jobs while the remainder of the Northern region gained 

612 jobs; and Hobart gained 1,400 jobs while the remainder of the Southern region gained 3,343 

jobs. Of this jobs growth in the Southern region, 1,389 jobs were located outside Southern Cities.  

Industry of e mployment  

Industry employment demonstrates the dynamics of structural change in an industry sector by 

measuring change in employment/sector numbers. It highlights the spatial dimension of 

employment change. 

Launceston had the most people working in Construction, Wholesale Trade, and Retail Trade (by 

place of work) of any Tasmanian LGA in 2011, but the most significant industry for employment in 

the LGA was Health Care and Social Assistance with over 15% of LGA employment in this industry. 

Hobart had more people working in Electricity, Gas, Water and Waste; Accommodation and Food 

Services; Information, Media and Telecommunications; Financial and Insurance Services; Rental, 

Hiring and Real Estate Services; Professional, Scientific and Technical Services; Administrative and 

Support Services; Education and Training; Health Care and Social Assistance; Arts and Recreation 

Services; and Other Services than any other Tasmanian LGA in 2011. Hobart also had the greatest 

number of workers in Public Administration and Safety in Tasmania, which was the most significant 

industry of employment in this LGA with almost 20% of workers.  

In terms of number of jobs, the big winners in growth in Tasmania were Education and Training; 

Construction; Public Administration and Safety; and Health Care and Social Assistance. The biggest 

losers were Manufacturing and Agriculture, Forestry and Fishing. In Launceston where overall net 

job loss was the case, the biggest net losses were in Wholesale Trade and Retail Trade and the 

biggest net gains in Education and Training; Public Administration and Safety and Construction. In 

Hobart where overall net jobs were added, the biggest net job losses were in Retail Trade and 

Manufacturing, whereas the biggest net gains were in Public Administration and Safety; Education 

and Training and Health Care and Social Assistance. In Southern Cities (which includes the city of 
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Hobart) there was overall net jobs gain, with greatest net gains in the same industries as Hobart, and 

the greatest net losses were in Manufacturing.  

Across Tasmania, greatest proportional gain in jobs (% of 2006 jobs) was in Mining which increased 

its workforce by over 44%, greatest proportional losses were in Manufacturing. Almost one-third of 

2006 jobs in Agriculture, Forestry and Fishing in Launceston and in Mining in Hobart were lost by 

2011. Similarly, almost one-quarter of 2006 jobs in Wholesale Trade in Launceston and Transport, 

Postal and Warehousing and Manufacturing in Hobart were lost between 2006 and 2011. 

Regional geographic redistribution of industry employment is due to differential rates of job gain or 

loss in cities and their surrounding regions. Regional redistribution of employment in the majority of 

industries was away from cities and toward surrounding regions with the exception of Public 

Administration and Safety which became marginally more concentrated in cities between 2006 and 

2011. 

In the majority of industries, Tasmanian employment has become less concentrated in the cities of 

Launceston and Hobart. Southern Cities, which includes Clarence and Glenorchy as well as Hobart, 

increased share of Tasmanian employment in Arts and Recreation Services; Administrative and 

Support Services; Education and Training; Professional, Scientific and Technical Services; Financial 

and Insurance Services; and Agriculture Forestry and Fishing.  

Building a pprovals  

Building approvals are one salient indicator of a range of important liveability factors for regions and 

regional cities: investment choice; consumer confidence and liveability factors.  

In Tasmania in 2010 a total of 3,233 dwelling units received building approval, 599 more than were 

ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜŘ ƛƴ нллсΦ [ŀǳƴŎŜǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŀƴŘ IƻōŀǊǘΩǎ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƻŦ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŀƭǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǊŜƎƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ¢ŀǎƳŀƴƛŀ 

declined over this time period. The Northern region outside Launceston and the Southern region 

outside Hobart accounted for an increasing share of regional and state dwelling building approvals. 

Southern Cities had an increasing share of dwelling building approvals between 2006 and 2010 at 

the regional and state level. 

The total value of residential building in Tasmania in 2010 was over $800m which was $234m more 

than in 2006. Across all focus cities and regions the value of residential building increased between 

2006 and 2010. Launceston and Hobart accounted for a decreasing share of residential building 

value in their regions and in Tasmania between 2006 and 2010. Whereas Southern Cities increased 

its regional and state share of value of residential building during this time period. It should be noted 

however, that building approvals and value of building do fluctuate significantly from year to year 

particularly in geographically smaller areas.  

The value of non-residential building in Tasmania increased by almost $470m to $753m between 

2006 and 2010. Although the total value of non-residential building had increased in all focus areas 

over this time period, the cities of Launceston, Hobart and Southern Cities all accounted for a 

declining share in their regions. 

In Tasmania between 2006 and 2010, the average value of private sector houses rose by over 21% 

from $179,400 to $217,300. Average house prices in Hobart, Launceston and Southern Cities 
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exceeded the average value for the whole of Tasmania in 2010. In Launceston and Hobart the 

average house value increased by more than 30% between 2006 and 2010.  

Economy  

The National Institute of Economic and Industry Research (NIEIR) developed a regional modelling 

system that provides estimates of economic activity at state and Local Government Area level. 

!ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ bL9LwΣ άǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜƭ ƛǎ ŀ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭΣ ŀƴƴǳŀƭΣ Ƴǳƭǘƛ-sector, dynamic (distributed lags), 

ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ŦƻŎǳǎŜŘΧ ŜŎƻƴƻƳŜǘǊƛŎ ƳƻŘŜƭ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǎǳǇǇƭȅ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘƛƻƴέ (National 

Institute of Economic and Industry Research (NIEIR)). bL9LwΩǎ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ƳƻŘŜƭ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ Řŀǘŀ 

at LGA level for this project. 

For both industǊȅ ƎǊƻǎǎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƻǘŀƭ ƘŜŀŘƭƛƴŜ Dwt ŀǘ ŦŀŎǘƻǊ ŎƻǎǘΣ [ŀǳƴŎŜǎǘƻƴ ŀƴŘ IƻōŀǊǘΩǎ ǎƘŀǊŜ 

of their respective regions and their combined share of Tasmania increased overall between 2001 

and 2012. Whereas Southern Cities share of the Southern region remained relatively stable over the 

same time period. 

Launceston, Hobart and Southern Cities increased their overall share of local industry GRP in their 

respective regions between 2001 and 2012. Hobart and Launceston combined also accounted for an 

increasing share in Tasmania.  

Overall across all industries, international exports from Launceston and Hobart constituted an 

increasing share of international exports from their respective regions between 2001 and 2012. 

However, their share of international exports from the state remained relatively stable, as did 

{ƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ /ƛǘƛŜǎΩ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǎƘŀǊŜΦ 

¢ƻǘŀƭ ƻǳǘǇǳǘ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜǎǘƛƳŀǘŜ ƻŦ ǘƻǘŀƭ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ ǎŀƭŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ άŀ ƎǊƻǎǎ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƻǳǘǇǳǘ ƻŦ 

ŀƴ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅέ(National Institute of Economic and Industry Research (NIEIR)).  In the Northern region, 

Launceston accounted for over 57% of total output across all industries in 2012, while Hobart 

accounted for over 43% in the Southern ǊŜƎƛƻƴΦ  ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŎƛǘƛŜǎΩ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƻǳǘǇǳǘ ƘŀŘ 

ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ ǎƛƴŎŜ нллмΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ IƻōŀǊǘΩǎ ŀƴŘ [ŀǳƴŎŜǎǘƻƴΩǎ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƻǘŀƭ ƻǳǘǇǳǘ ƛƴ ¢ŀǎƳŀƴƛŀ 

ǊŜƳŀƛƴŜŘ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǎǘŀōƭŜ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƛƳŜ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΣ ŀǎ ŘƛŘ {ƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ /ƛǘƛŜǎΩ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǎƘŀǊŜΦ  

Launceston dominated Northern regional economic output in 14 out of 19 industries. The industry 

with the highest proportion of Tasmanian total output in 2012 in Launceston was Financial and 

Insurance Services.   

Hobart accounted for the majority of economic output in the Southern region in 2012 in 9 out of 19 

industries. Hobart was responsible for a greater proportion of Tasmanian output than Launceston in 

many industries, including Public Administration and Safety where Hobart accounted for more than 

half of Tasmanian output.  

Southern Cities accounted for the majority of Southern regional output in all industries except 

Agriculture, Forestry and Fishing; and Mining. More than half of Tasmanian output in Public 

Administration and Safety; Professional, Scientific and Technical Services; Electricity, Gas, Water and 

Waste Services; Arts and Recreation Services; and Financial and Insurance Services was contributed 

by Southern Cities in 2012.  
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Summary  

The regional development policy lesson to be taken from this data analysis is compelling on two 

fronts. 

First, the extent and scope of the impact of cities on the aggregated socio-economic activity of 

adjacent regions. This impact is collated in Figure 1 to Figure 3 below. These figures clearly 

demonstrate the role played by cities as hubs for the majority of economic and social activity in their 

regions. 

Second, regional cities are significant barometers for prevailing socio-economic circumstances. 

wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ΨǇǳƭǎŜΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘΦ ¢ƘŜ 

performance indiŎŀǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ŏƛǘȅ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎ ΨǳǇǎ ŀƴŘ ŘƻǿƴǎΩ ƻŦ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ 

performance.  

For example, much of the data evidence for this project was collected in August 2011 (ABS Census 

нлммύ ŀ ƭƻǿ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŎȅŎƭŜ ƻŦ ¢ŀǎƳŀƴƛŀΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎƛgnificant structural economic 

adjustments that were occurring in traditional industry sectors such as forestry and manufacturing 

ŀǊŜ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƭƛƎƘǘ ōǳǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ΨŘǊƻǇ ƻŦŦΩ ƛƴ ǎƻƳŜ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ Ŏity/regional 

leverage. This is to be expected given the status quo leverage in evidence for cities across the 

regions. 
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9ƳǇǘ π !ŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ CƻƻŘΧ
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Launceston 
(% of Northern region)

Data source: NIEIR Regional Database 2013 
Figure 1 {ǳƳƳŀǊȅ ƻŦ [ŀǳƴŎŜǎǘƻƴΩǎ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǊŜƎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ¢ŀǎƳŀƴƛŀ 
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Empt - Mining 2011
9ƳǇǘ π !ƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜΣ CƻǊŜǎǘǊȅ ŀƴŘΧ

Dwelling units approved 2010
Total residential building value 2010

International export value 2012
/ƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƎǊƻǿǘƘΧ
9ƳǇǘ π !Ǌǘǎ ŀƴŘ wŜŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ {ŜǊǾƛŎŜǎΧ

Equipment investment 2012
Total building value 2010

Interstate inmigration 2006-11
Construction investment 2012

Population 2011
DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŎƻƴǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴΧ

9ƳǇǘ π tǳōƭƛŎ !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘΧ
Private consumption 2012

Non-residential building value 2010
9ƳǇǘ π ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘΣ tƻǎǘŀƭ ŀƴŘΧ
Empt - Manufacturing 2011

Empt - Construction 2011
Interstate outmigration 2006-11

Economic output 2012
[ƻŎŀƭ LƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ Dwt π Dwt ŀǘ ŦŀŎǘƻǊΧ
9ƳǇǘ π 9ƭŜŎǘǊƛŎƛǘȅΣ DŀǎΣ ²ŀǘŜǊ ŀƴŘΧ

Employment total 2011
IŜŀŘƭƛƴŜ Dwt ǘƻǘŀƭ π ŀǘ ŦŀŎǘƻǊ ŎƻǎǘΧ
9ƳǇǘ π tǊƻŦŜǎǎƛƻƴŀƭΣ {ŎƛŜƴǘƛŦƛŎ ŀƴŘΧ
[ƻŎŀƭ LƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ Dwt π LƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ƎǊƻǎǎΧ

IŜŀŘƭƛƴŜ Dwt π LƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ƎǊƻǎǎΧ
9ƳǇǘ π !ŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ CƻƻŘΧ
9ƳǇǘ π wŜƴǘŀƭΣ IƛǊƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ wŜŀƭΧ

9ƳǇǘ π !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ {ǳǇǇƻǊǘΧ
Empt - Education and Training 2011

Empt - Other Services 2011
Empt - Retail Trade 2011

9ƳǇǘ π LƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ aŜŘƛŀ ŀƴŘΧ
Overseas inmigration 2006-11
9ƳǇǘ π IŜŀƭǘƘ /ŀǊŜ ŀƴŘ {ƻŎƛŀƭΧ
Empt - Wholesale Trade 2011
9ƳǇǘ π CƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ LƴǎǳǊŀƴŎŜΧ

Launceston 
(% of Tasmania)
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Empt - Wholesale Trade 2011
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9ƳǇǘ π !ƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜΣ CƻǊŜǎǘǊȅ ŀƴŘΧ
Private consumption 2012

Empt - Manufacturing 2011
Construction investment 2012

Empt - Construction 2011
International export value 2012

Equipment investment 2012
9ƳǇǘ π !ŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ CƻƻŘΧ
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Employment total 2011

[ƻŎŀƭ LƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ Dwt π Dwt ŀǘ ŦŀŎǘƻǊΧ
Economic output 2012
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/ƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƻƴ ƎǊƻǿǘƘΧ
9ƳǇǘ π tǊƻŦŜǎǎƛƻƴŀƭΣ {ŎƛŜƴǘƛŦƛŎ ŀƴŘΧ

Empt - Education and Training 2011
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Hobart 
(% of Southern region)

Data source: NIEIR Regional Database 2013 
Figure 2 {ǳƳƳŀǊȅ ƻŦ IƻōŀǊǘΩǎ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ ǊŜƎion and Tasmania 
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9ƳǇǘ π !Ǌǘǎ ŀƴŘ wŜŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ {ŜǊǾƛŎŜǎΧ
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9ƳǇǘ π CƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ LƴǎǳǊŀƴŎŜΧ
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9ƳǇǘ π !Ǌǘǎ ŀƴŘ wŜŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ {ŜǊǾƛŎŜǎΧ

Empt - Wholesale Trade 2011
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Introduction: Regional Development Policy and Regional Cities  
Small sub-national peripheral economies face a single compelling socio-economic challenge: how 

can they compete with other regions to attract people to live, work, invest and visit? 

Increasingly, one regional development solution to this policy challenge is capacity-building in 

regional cities.  

The form of capacity-building is as varied as the regions and cities themselves. There is increasing 

evidence that regional cities are not just vital existing hubs for regional prosperity and growth but 

the magnitude of their socio-economic impact in the regions that they are located in, indicates that 

regional cities are not just the hub for the majority of economic and social activity in the region. As 

growth poles in small economies, cities are seen as the best investment governments can make into 

regions that need capacity-building. 

Regional cities are socio-economic hubs that drive not just employment, population and settlement 

sustainability for regions but are the locale for a range of liveability factors ς recreational lifestyle 

attributes ς that heavily influence the settlement decisions of individuals, families and investors 

seeking appropriate and available labour market skills.  

In isolated small sub-national peripheral economies such as Tasmania, the evidence increasingly 

demonstrates the positive socio-economic contribution assigned to regional cities. In the case of 

some cities, notably Launceston City in Northern Tasmania, the level of regional economic activity in 

the city is at such a level ς between 65-70% - that the city has almost by default become the clear 

investment choice for people and families, investors and governments interested in getting the 

maximum leverage from a range of socio-economic capacity building programs. Like many regional 

cities, Launceston demonstrated the capacity of the city to not just leverage investment but to drive 

broader multiplier impacts across the adjacent regional communities. The evidence is similar in the 

other case studies ς Hobart and the Southern cities - undertaken in this project.  

The importance of regional cities in times of economic adjustment, budget constraints and the high 

level of global mobility of investment dollars and labour skills, is increasingly shaping policy 

responses at national and state/local government level. In the international regional development 

literature regional cities are at the forefront of some of the most compelling international case 

studies and policy literature. 

That literature links the capacity of regional cities to be the platforms for transforming regional 

economies into knowledge-based learning cities and regions through the development of 

innovation-intensive activities that can becomes the basƛǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜΦ  

Regional cities bring a range of critical inputs into that process of transformation: 

¶ Ensuring that high-quality and well-resourced educational provision is in place; 

¶ Having the scope and scale present to co-ordinate the supply of skilled and knowledgeable 

individuals and enhance organisational learning in the region; 

¶ Enhancing interaction between the private and public sector that demonstrates the benefits 

of organisational learning and the flow-on economic and social outcomes into the region; 
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¶ Demonstrate that innovation and capacity building is not just confined to the service sector 

or high tech creative economy industries but can be developed within existing traditional 

industry sectors building on the tacit knowledge present in those industry sectors; 

¶ Cities are the one settlement location in a region where there is sufficient capacity to break 

ŀǿŀȅ ŦǊƻƳ ŜƴǘǊŜƴŎƘŜŘ ǊŜƭƛŀƴŎŜ ƻƴ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘŜƴŘǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŀ ΨƭƻŎƪ-ƛƴΩ ƛƳǇŜŘƛƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ 

transformation. Cities can develop innovative strategies for the future that enhance 

opportunities for regional prosperity. 

¶ Cities can unlock the regional approaches of the past and the institutional responses and 

flexibly respond to new emergent economic and social conditions. 

These attributes attached to regional cities explain why governments increasingly look for regional 

cities as the point of investment for regional projects and programs with an intended regional 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜΦ LƴŎǊŜŀǎƛƴƎƭȅ ǎŎŀǊŎŜ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜ ΨŘƻƛƴƎ ƳƻǊŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƭŜǎǎΩ ŀƴŘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ 

ΨƳƻǊŜ ōŀƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ŜŀŎƘ ōǳŎƪΩΦ LƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ǘƻ ƛƴǾŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

mechanisms for socio-economic learning processes aimed at enhancing regional indicators. 

Regional cities provide the central mechanisms for regional investment outcomes: 

¶ Co-ordination of policies across various levels of governance: local, regional and national; 

¶ Develop appropriate place-based forms of social capital to support effective organisational 

learning and innovation, not reƭƛŀƴǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ΨƻƴŜ ǎƘƻŜ Ŧƛǘǎ ŀƭƭΩ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ƻǊ ΨǇƛŎƪƛƴƎ ǿƛƴƴŜǊǎΩΤ 

¶ Evaluation of network relationships with investment programs with early detection of social 

exclusion of groups in regional populations; 

¶ Ensure that the regional investment strategy for learning and innovation is accorded 

legitimacy and authority in the region. 

Regional cities, in short, have become the leverage points for maximum output at a regional level of 

investment by governments in the transformative innovation and learning platforms. Regional cities 

exhibit the scope and scale attributes to deliver outcomes and their role as a regional hub for socio-

economic activity means that they more effectively penetrate the adjacent regional settlements to 

better effect than isolated, single settlement projects that rarely build capacity from existing 

challenging circumstances. 

The contemporary international regional development literature that best encompasses the 

collective policy response to the role of regional cities in transforming regional economies is place-

making. 

Place-making specifically identifies the transformational role of regional cities in regional socio-

economic change. 

Whilst place-making is not a specific reference point for this study the data outputs presented in this 

project clearly demonstrate the extent to which place-making attributes present in regional cities 

produce significant regional socio-economic outputs that clearly demonstrate that multiplier effects 

extend to adjacent regions. 
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Place-making as a regional development strategy involves targeted improvement of a place to 

create a functional space for a variety of uses that is appealing to a wide range of people and has an 

identifiable character ς a sense of place ς built on the back of a vision for a city 

Regional cities compete for investment by companies and by governments, for skilled workers and 

tourists. Some of these competitive place-making attributes include: 

¶ A revitalised, compact CBD connected via pedestrian avenues and cycle ways to open public 

spaces and cultural entertainment precincts ς a strong sense of place; 

¶ An awareness of the needs of ageing citizens who want convenient and safe access to 

services and entertainment; 

¶ An awareness that younger people tend to prefer the convenience of compact, walkable 

communities; and 

¶ An investment in urban living hubs with easy access to a variety of entertainment and 

recreational options, the preferred choice of young, educated professionals. 

These place-making attributes greatly enhance a range of critically important drivers of regional 

well-being and prosperity: increased economic activity; job opportunities; improved quality of life; 

positively impact on residential prices; a sense of community belonging and identity and; most 

importantly, attract new people cities and the region. 

In the 21st century, isolated small sub-national economies such as Tasmania will be increasingly 

reliant on the capacity of their regional cities ς Hobart, Launceston, the Southern cities, Devonport 

and Burnie ς to build the platforms for their competitive advantage in attracting people to visit, 

work, invest and live. Establishing a platform for competitive advantage is the most compelling 

sustainability challenge for small regional economies.  

This project clearly demonstrates across a range of socio-economic indicators that regional cities 

provide existing and future leverage to deliver multiplier effects into adjacent regions that under 

circumstances of resource constraint will deliver improved economic advantage and provide a 

platform for transforming regional economies as demands for knowledge-based, learning service 

and innovative product development increase.  

Governments and the private sector will increasingly look to the capacity building hub of regional 

cities to deliver demonstrable regional development outcomes where resource constraints require 

smart allocation of project funds to deliver regional learning economy transformations.  

Analysis  
The socio-economic impact of regional cities will be assessed across broad points of leverage ς 

ƳŜŀƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǘŜƴŘŜŘ ΨǘǊƛŎƪƭŜ-ŘƻǿƴΩ ŀƴŘ ƳǳƭǘƛǇƭƛŜǊ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ǘƘŜ [D! ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀŘƧŀŎŜƴǘ ǊŜƎƛƻƴǎΥ 

¶ Population; 

¶ Socio-economic Indexes for Areas (SEIFA); 

¶ Commuting; 

¶ Workforce; 

¶ Industry of employment; 
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¶ Building approvals; and 

¶ Economy. 

In this section, the role and function of Hobart and Launceston cities in terms of their social and 

economic impact in the regions in which they are located ŀǊŜ ΨmeasuredΩ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ŀ ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ Řŀǘŀ ǎŜǘǎ.  

Socio-economic data sets were obtained from the following sources: 

¶ ABS Census of Population and Housing 2011, 2006 

¶ Demographic Change Advisory Council Population projections 2008 

¶ ABS Socio-Economic Indexes for Areas 2011 

¶ National Institute for Economic and Industry Research Regional Database 2012 

¶ ABS National Regional Profile 2006-2010 

Study areas 
This study aims to evaluate the social and economic impact of the cities of Hobart and Launceston in 

their regions and in the state of Tasmania. Local Government Areas have been selected as the 

geographic focus areas due to data availability and relevance to Hobart and Launceston city councils. 

Launceston Local Government Area (LGA) comprises both urban and rural areas, whereas Hobart 

LGA is primarily urban. A third study area, Southern Cities, is included, comprising the LGAs of 

Hobart, Clarence and Glenorchy. These three city LGAs combined more closely resemble the urban 

settlement of Hobart than does Hobart LGA alone. The three study areas included in the analyses are 

Launceston (LGA), Hobart (LGA) and Southern Cities (Figure 4).  

 

Figure 4 Location of study areas in Tasmania ς Launceston, Hobart, Southern Cities 

Population  
Population is a critical indicator of socio-economic prosperity and the sustainability of settlements, 

regional and cities. Many people who do not live in a city, will choose to live in close enough 

proximity to access the facilities and services available in the regional centre. Cities provide services, 

facilities and employment for the broader region beyond their own residential populations. 
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Between 2006 and 2011 the population of Launceston, Hobart and Southern Cities increased as did 

the population of the Northern and Southern regions, and Tasmania as a whole (Table 1). 

LauncestonΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ grew at a faster rate than the remainder of the Northern region (Figure 5) . 

Whereas, Hobart and Southern Cities had a slower rate of population growth then the remainder of 

the Southern region. The population growth rates for Launceston, Hobart and Southern Cities were 

slower than for Tasmania as a whole.  

In 2011, almost 13% of the Tasmanian population lived in Launceston, 10% in Hobart, and 29% in 

Southern Cities combined. 42.3% of the Tasmanian population lived in the four cities of Launceston, 

Hobart, Clarence and Glenorchy. 

Differences in growth rates between the cities and their surrounding regions resulted in a slight 

ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛƴ ŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎƘŀǊŜǎ ƻŦ ¢ŀǎƳŀƴƛŀΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǊŜǎƛŘƛƴƎ ƛƴ [ŀǳƴŎŜǎǘƻƴΣ 

Hobart and Southern Cities each declined by less than 0.1% between 2006 and 2011 (Table 1). 

IƻōŀǊǘ ŀƴŘ {ƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ /ƛǘƛŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ ƘƻƳŜ ǘƻ ŀ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ǎƳŀƭƭŜǊ ǇǊƻǇƻǊǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ 

population in 2011 than in 2006. Whereas, Launceston had a marginally increased proportion of the 

bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ нлмм ǘƘŀƴ ƛƴ нллсΦ  

Table 1 Population change, 2006-2011 

 Population 2006 Population 2011 
Net 
change 

% 
change 

 Number % region % Tas Number % region % Tas   
Launceston 62,220 46.46% 13.06% 64,192 46.67% 12.96% 1,972 3.17% 

Hobart 47,698 20.26% 10.01% 48,706 19.68% 9.83% 1,008 2.11% 

Southern Cities 140,750 59.78% 29.54% 145,213 58.68% 29.32% 4,463 3.17% 

         

Northern 
region (without 
Launceston) 

71,708 53.54% 15.05% 73,366 53.33% 14.81% 1,658 2.31% 

Southern 
region (without 
Hobart) 

187,760 79.74% 39.41% 198,755 80.32% 40.12% 10,995 5.86% 

Southern 
region (without 
Southern Cities) 

94,708 40.22% 19.88% 102,248 41.32% 20.62% 7,540 7.96% 

         

Northern 
region 

133,928 100% 28.11% 137,558 100% 27.77% 3,630 2.71% 

Southern 
region 

235,458 100% 49.42% 247,461 100% 49.96% 12,003 5.10% 

         

Tasmania 476,481 - 100% 495,351 - 100% 18,870 3.96% 

Data source: ABS Census 2006, 2011 
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Figure 5 Population change (%), 2006-2011 

[ŀǳƴŎŜǎǘƻƴ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ рп҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ growth, and Southern 

Cities contributed 37% of the growth in the Southern region (Figure 6). Over one-ǘƘƛǊŘ ƻŦ ¢ŀǎƳŀƴƛŀΩǎ 

population growth between 2006 and 2011 was contributed by Launceston and Southern Cities 

combined. 
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Figure 6 Contribution to population change, Tasmanian cities, 2006-2011 

Population projections  

Population projections estimate the future population using current age-sex structure of the 

population and assumptions about future rates of fertility, mortality and migration. The Tasmanian 

Demographic Change Advisory Council (DCAC) developed high, medium and low series population 

projections for Tasmania (to 2057) and all Tasmanian Local Government Areas (to 2032) based on 

2007 populations. The medium series was άōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ŀǎǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ Ƴƻst similar to recent 

ǘǊŜƴŘǎέ (Demographic Change Advisory Council 2008).  
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5/!/Ωǎ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ǎŜǊƛŜǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǎƘƻǿ ƎǊƻǿƛƴƎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ as well as the regions. 

However, the projected populations for 2011 were higher for all areas of interest than the actual 

population recorded in the 2011 Census. Launceston and Hobart are projected to grow more rapidly 

than their surrounding regions gaining a slightly greater share of the ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ŀƴŘ ¢ŀǎƳŀƴƛŀΩǎ 

population (Figure 7; Figure 8). Whereas, Southern Cities is projected to grow less rapidly than the 

Southern region, resulting in a decreased share of the regional population (Figure 9). 
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Data source: (Demographic Change Advisory Council 2008); ABS Census 2001, 2006, 2011 
Figure 7 Population projections, Launceston and Northern region, 2001-2031 
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Data source: (Demographic Change Advisory Council 2008); ABS Census 2001, 2006, 2011 
Figure 8 Population projections, Hobart and Southern region, 2001-2031 
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Data source: (Demographic Change Advisory Council 2008); ABS Census 2001, 2006, 2011 
Figure 9 Population projections, Southern Cities and Southern region, 2001-2031 

Population movement s 

Population movements, and their direction and magnitude, are a major factor in the differential 

spatial distribution of population change. Net migration is the number of people moving into an area 

(inmigration) less the number of people moving out of the area (outmigration). Net migration and 

natural increase (births ς deaths) are the components of population change.  

Between 2006 and 2011, Launceston experienced a slight gain in population from net intraregional 

migration; whereas Hobart and Southern Cities experienced net losses in population due to 

population movements within the Southern region. Interregional population movements saw Hobart 

and Southern Cities with a net gain, while Launceston remained stable. The Southern region as a 

whole experienced net gain through interregional migration, whereas the Northern region 

experienced net loss to other Tasmanian regions. Launceston, Hobart and Southern Cities had more 

people moving out to interstate destinations than moving in from interstate, as did the Southern 

region as a whole (Figure 10). The Northern region, on the other hand, had more inmigrants from 

interstate origins than outmigrants to interstate. Figure 10 includes numbers of inmigrants from 

overseas, however it is not possible to enumerate outmigrants to overseas destinations as only 

persons within Australia are counted in the Census. 
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Data source: ABS Census 2011 
Figure 10 Inmigrants and outmigrants by origin and destination, 2006-2011 

Hobart had a higher inmigration rate for 2006-2011 than Launceston or Southern Cities (Figure 11). 

This means that a greater proportion of the 2011 population had lived elsewhere in 2006; or in other 

words newcomers made up a greater proportion of the 2011 population. There were much lower 

inmigration rates in the Northern region and Southern region. However, in addition to the high 

inmigration rate, Hobart also had the highest outmigration rate indicating high population turnover. 

In Launceston and Southern /ƛǘƛŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǊǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ΨǎǘŀȅŜǊǎΩ όǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ ƭƛǾŜŘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛƴ ōƻǘƘ нллс 

and 2011) was around 70%. Whereas, Hobart had a staying rate of 63%, with less than two-thirds of 

the 2006 population still living in the LGA in 2011. At a regional level, around 80% of 2006 residents 

of the Northern region and the Southern region lived in the same region in 2011. These included 8% 

of the Northern region and 11% of the 2006 Southern region population who moved to another LGA 

within the same region.  
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Data source: ABS Census 2011 
Figure 11 Inmigration and outmigration rates, 2006-2011 

Net migration of all known movers equated to very small losses in Launceston and Southern Cities, 

and a slightly larger loss in Hobart (Figure 12). At the interregional level however, known population 

movements resulted in small net gains in the Northern region and the Southern region.  
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Between 2006 and 2011 there were 30,240 people who moved to Tasmania from interstate and 

27,457 people who moved out of Tasmania to interstate. Over 37% of interstate inmigrants settled 

in Launceston, Hobart or Southern Cities with Launceston home to 12%, Hobart to 12% and 

Southern Cities combined home to 26% (Figure 13). At the same time, over 46% of interstate 

outmigrants from Tasmania lived in Launceston, Hobart or Southern Cities five years previously. An 

almost equal share of about 15% originated in Hobart or Launceston, with 31% originating in 

Southern Cities. Recent inmigrants from overseas (2006-2011) were found in disproportionate 

numbers in Tasmanian cities, with over two-thirds settling in Launceston, Hobart or Southern Cities 

in 2011. Over 30% of people who had moved to Tasmania from overseas between 2006 and 2011 

were living in Hobart in 2011. 
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Data source: ABS Census 2011 
Figure 12 Net migration (% of 2006 population), 2006-2011 
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Data source: ABS Census 2011 
Figure 13 Share of interstate and overseas in- and outmigration, 2006-2011 

In Launceston, 4% of the 2011 population who stated where they lived at the last Census, lived 

overseas five years previously, whereas in Hobart it was 8% (Figure 14). The proportion of known 

movements to Hobart from the region, other Tasmanian regions, and interstate were higher than for 

Launceston or Southern Cities. This was due to lower proportions of ΨǎǘŀȅŜǊǎΩ ŀƴŘ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ 

turnover in Hobart. The proportion of known movements out to the region and interstate were both 

highest in Hobart, followed by Launceston and Southern Cities. Whereas movements out to other 

Tasmanian regions as a proportion of known movements was highest in Launceston, followed by 

Hobart and Southern Cities.  
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Data source: ABS Census 2011 
Figure 14 Inmigrants and outmigrants by origin and destination (% of population who stated their previous location), 
2006-2011 
























































































