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I am pleased to forward this brief submission, from the perspective of a Council member of the 
University of Tasmania across the seven year period from early 2014 to early 2021. For nearly all that 
time I was the only non-Tasmanian member of the Council. I had been invited to join because of an 
unusually extensive series of involvements with various Australian universities over a long period, 
and in particular with reviews and member bodies with interactions with the relevant parts of the 
Commonwealth department of Education (variously called, over time) and through that, with State 
departments as well. 

What stands out for me is the positive and unique situation here which derives in large part from 
there being just one University for interaction with the State government. Of course that situation 
did pertain in other states in earlier times. (When I was an undergraduate at the University of 
Melbourne, it was the only university in Victoria.) You are freed from complications and complexities 
where multiple institutions are competing for much the same pool of students, each seeking to 
advance their claims to expertise in their professions and fields of endeavour, and vying for the 
attention of Ministers, their departments and those who influence them. You are free from that 
distraction to focus attention on shared priorities and choosing optimal ways of solving the 
innumerable problems that arise. 

My experience on the UTas Council is that both the University and the relevant parts of government 
have seized this potential advantage, and the regular meetings, such as the annual meeting hosted 
in turn by the Chancellor one year and the Premier the next. These provided a productive start to 
many other linkages, at a variety of levels and in different cities, where understandings and 
collaborations have been able to grow. For me, this has been an impressive and happy part of my 
involvement. I have witnessed community cooperation evolve and sustain in ways that elsewhere in 
Australia have proven quite difficult. 

As one whose own background has been in school level education before coming to work in 
universities in improving learning and teaching for students, I have been delighted to see the broad 
benefits from the creation, and development of the Peter Underwood Centre. Set up as jointly the 
responsibility of the University and the government it has enabled many very young Tasmanians to 
gain early insight into what a university is about, to feel some sense of their own University, and how 
they might, in time, become a participant. That is a rare achievement, not easily created, and so 
important for the many who come from backgrounds without knowledge of education possibilities 
beyond school. This one example illustrates a lot which might be taken for granted. For a start, while 
the Centre is based in Hobart, in the central city, its activities spread across the State, including, but 
not only in Launceston and Burnie where the University has significant and growing presence. 
Second, while the Childrens’ University is a core and tangible base, the Underwood Centre promotes 
many different and various activities for a wide range of students and involves many schools who 
can choose among its programs. Third, advocacy and promotion of the Centre has been especially 
effective, due to the involvement from the beginning, of the Governor and of Mrs Frances 
Underwood. 

I conclude this statement with my view that the University is making a significant advance with the 
decision to bring its campuses and principal sites into the centre of its major cities- having started in 
the north with moves in Launceston and in Burnie, and more recently extending its earlier activities 
in central Hobart now to encompass most if not all of what is at Sandy Bay. I realise and understand 
the conflicting issues and complexities of such a huge shift, but firmly believe that in the present era 
and for the future this is definitely the way to go. We have moved beyond the notion inherited from 
the UK in the expansion of the 1960s where the desirable siting of campuses was a few miles from 
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city centres, to avoid the distractions of the city lights for young students who would live on campus 
and be free to enjoy their undergraduate years unencumbered before taking professional roles in 
the city. The benefits of easier access, proximity to part-time jobs, and links to work-sites now 
outweigh the drawbacks, and the costs (in the long run) of moving from present sites. Benefits for 
the wider community in having access to university facilities are more important than they have 
earlier been- libraries is one obvious example, but there are plenty of others. And note that all the 
mainland capitals now have substantial university presences in the heart of their cities. 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to share some views of the future strengthening of links between the 
University and the Parliament, and through these, for the benefit of the whole community. 
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