Attention: Draft Redland City Plan 2015
Redland City Council

PO Box 21

CLEVELAND QLD 4163

27 November 2015

@@
Qo
@
Chief Executive Officer QS@
S

<
Dear Sir \
SUBMISSION TO DRAFT R CITY PLAN 2015
| write to
lodge our objection to the Draft Redland an2015 — Consultation Draft Redland

facts and circumstances provided in same are as follows:

Note: All direct quotes from various ver<> uncil documents are indented and italicised. Relevant points in
these quotations are underlined for asisels).
1. Draft City Pla@does not comply with State

Legislation

Planning Scheme QPP v3.1 — Septembher2Q15Y The grounds of our submission and the
s(%ort

1.1 The Sustai Planning Act 2009 states that it is:

An r a framework to integrate planning and development
assessment so that development and its effects are managed in
y that is ecologically sustainable, and for related purposes (Reprint Oct 2015)

COMM : Théfe is nothing sustainable in a Planning Scheme that allows the level of clearing that
is all asVexempt" from all controls. This could total as much as 400ha in the rural areas and
Qyirt e private property in the urban area. This will affect waterways, essential habitat for

'%u nd rare and endangered vegetation (See details under the Vegetation Clearing
eading.)
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Advancing the act's purpose includes:

(a) ensuring decision-making processes—

(i) are accountable, coordinated, effective and @

efficient; and

example, the effects of development on climate change; and
(i) apply the precautionary principle; and
(iv) seek to provide for equity between present and

future generations; @

COMMENT: The Draft City Plan does not consider long term environ
development. The Redlands of the future under this scheme will be u ghisable to the
Redlands of today with koalas gone, vegetation gone (or replaced by wee
f inequity between

(ii) take account of short and long-term environmental
effects of development at local, regional, State and wider levels, includii

and the creeks in
even worse condition than they are in today. This is a prime exa
generations whereby the present generation destroys the envi ental assets that will not be

able to be enjoyed by future generations. @
Q

(b) ensuring the sustainable use of m natural
resources and the prudent use of r able natural
resources by, for example, consi@ternaﬂves to
the use of non-renewable nat r rces; and
(c) avoiding, if practicableior rwise lessening, adverse
environmental effects of e ment, including, for
example— x
(i) climate change antl urban congestion; and
(i) adv @n human health; ...
COMMENT: Urban congestion %jnue to grow to unsustainable levels under this Draft City

Plan. There is no plan for copi this congestion. In addition there is little evidence of any
long-term planning for cli ge (for example, a staged retreat from impacted low-lying
foreshore areas and protectionfor future wildlife corridors.) Instead there is the acceptance that

because some prope re already built, more of the same can be constructed in adjacent areas.

RECOMMENDA% lan to develop overlay showing future Storm Tide Buffer areas.

1.2 %/\}ﬂ%ity Plan conflicts with State Planning Policy 2014
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Planning Schemes describe a local government's plan for the future direction of its
local government area. Planning schemes provide a detailed direction focusing on
community planning and aspirations, while ensuring the needs of the state and t

region are incorporated.
COMMENT: The Redlands has gone through the long and expensive process of developj §
Community Plan. Why was this plan completely ignored in the formulation of the draf g

Scheme? The Draft City Plan seems to have been designed purely as a vehicle to aig e rs to
develop with total disregard for the views of the community.

RECOMMENDATION: The Draft City Plan must be redrafted to pay due consio the

Community's wishes as enunciated in the Redlands 2030 Community PI

On page 27 of the State Planning Policy matters of state in =—piodiversity are
discussed:

Making or amending a planning scheme and dgsighasing land for
community infrastructure

The planning scheme is to appropriately integrate the terest by:

For national environmental significance: Q

(1) considering matters of national environmentaksi Mge in the local government area, and
the requirements of the Environment Protection a iodjveérsity Conservation Act 1999, and

For state environmental significance:
(2) identifying matters of state environmen cance, and

(3) locating development in areas that a s sigQificant adverse impacts on matters of state
environmental significance, and

(4) facilitating the protection and enhan nt of matters of state environmental significance, and
(5) maintaining or enhancing ecoloé&(&l coMectivitv, and
(6) facilitating a net gain in koala@shm habitat in the SEQ region, and

For local environmental

(7) considering the protection atters of local environmental significance, which may involve
provisions for environm sets, provided those provisions are consistent with the
Environmental Offsets 20

COMMENT: The koala-is-an animal of state environmental significance and yet there is little in the
Draft City Plan that t:; koala habitat on private land. It actually facilitates the removal of

koala trees from N areas with the zonings which make it near impossible to retain trees. It
allows clearing of 50 as exempt development from larger properties and gives no protection

on smaller erties. In the rural areas the exempt clearing could easily remove every koala tree
creages. How does this Draft City Plan "facilitate a net gain in koala bushland

does this Draft City Plan "maintain or enhance ecological connectivity"? There
ear to be a mechanism for enhancing corridors in spite of the clear direction in the
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There is a similar disdain in the Draft City Plan for the protection of cultural heritage in spite of clear direction in

the State Planning Policy:
Making or amending a planning scheme and designating land for communit @
infrastructure
The planning scheme is to appropriately integrate the state interest by:
For all cultural heritage:

(1) considering the location and cultural heritage significance of world heritage properties al heritage
places, and the requirements of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservati t 9, and

For indigenous cultural heritage:

(2) considering and integrating matters of Aboriginal cultural heritage and Torres | der cultural heritage
to support the requirements of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Act 2003 and the s)ptrait Islander Cultural
Heritage Act 20037, and

For non-Indigenous cultural heritage:
(3) considering the location and cultural heritage significance of Queensland hertage places, and
(4) identifying heritage places of local cultural heritage significance apdXeritage areas, and

(5) facilitating the conservation and adaptive re-use of heritage plaeéé (R@al cultural heritage significance and
heritage areas so that the cultural heritage significance of the place dratea is retained, and

(6) including requirements that development on or in heritage p f?)]cal cultural heritage significance or
heritage areas:

(a) avoids, or otherwise minimises, adverse impacts on the €uturat-eritage significance of the place or area,
and

b) does not compromise the cultural heritage significance

lace or area.

COMMENT: Much of the heritage and history of the area h
through the failure of the council to identify and pr
Because of the early settlement in the area, theredre

ready been lost and will continue to be lost
valuable historical buildings in the Redlands.
y places of historical interest and so there is still

much to be saved. %
RECOMMENDATION: Council must survey ofistorical significance and produce an overlay that
protects these properties.

1.3 The Draft City Plan conflists'with the South East Queensland Regional Plan

According to the SEQ Regional Plax Sheet :

The Southern Red| .@ Identified Growth Area has been removed from the plan as it is o
needed for long-term resfdentiat/drowth.

~

And:

The Tho %&egrated Enterprise Area has been removed from the Urban Footprint and
reclassified as\RLRPA to protect koala habitat.

t City Plan is in conflict with the Regional Plan and thus all references to Southern Redland Bay

Therefore e
and tf? ) Investigation Areas must be removed from the plan.
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In addition another area of conflict is that the Draft City Plan designates a large area of land at the
intersection of Double Jump and Redland Bay Roads for inclusion in the Emerging Community Zone
and in so doing, expands the urban footprint supposedly in order to “regularise” the boundary. This
area was originally left out of the Urban Footprint because of its well-vegetated condition and to
protect the headwaters of Moogurrapum Creek.

RECOMMENDATION: The Investigation Areas and the land at the corner of Cleveland-Redl| B

and Double Jump Roads must be removed from the City Plan. @
1.4 The Draft City Plan conflicts with the South East Queen&% oala

Conservation State Planning Regulatory Provisions

The trigger for clearing assessment under the SPRP is 500m? which con with the 2,500m°

Table 6 — Development in a Priority Koala Assessable Develg, @
Column 1 Assessable development to which divis%@t apply
1. Development for a domestic activity. %

2. Development on premises that will not result i following:

allowable as exempt in rural areas in the Draft City Plan:

a. clearing of native vegetation that will resul{Ama, to eared area of more than 500 m?;

b. a new building or extension and any reasafab sociated infrastructure that will result in a total
development footprint of more than 500
c. extracting gravel, rock or sand from a

d. the excavation or filling of an area% n 5,000 m2.

3. Reconfiguring a lot that will no@ creation of an additional lot.
RECOMMENDATION: The Draft P nflicts with the SPRP in allowing 2,500m’ to be cleared
as exempt development in a@ la Assessable Development Area and must be removed.

1.5 The Draft City Plan ¥onflicts with the Queensland Planning Provisions

(QPP) @

It is acknowledged thatthe QPP are being revised but at the time of the making of the Draft City
Plan, the rel version is 3.1 June 2014. The following extract sets the standards for local planning

schemes:
Vi lanning scheme should appropriately reflect the QPP and advance the

oses of the Act. In seeking to ensure this, the Department of State
O pment, Infrastructure and Planning (the department) will work with each local
nment and the state agencies to advance the purposes of the Act through

\planning schemes that:
(i) are based on sound strategic planning processes that have informed the policy

content of the schemes

(ii) reflect the result of appropriate engagement with local communities and other
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key stakeholders through well considered and clearly expressed strategic
frameworks

(iii) put the intent of their strategic frameworks to sensible effect by applying levels
of assessment and design requirements that enable the expeditious @

determination of development applications.

engagement. This has not occurred with the Draft City Plan as the Community Plan, thé

vehicle that enabled the community to have input into planning processes that gui

the Redlands has been largely ignored. Moreover, there is evidence that dev groups have
been included in the formulation of the plan. In addition the strategic framewor the Draft City

Plan is not reflected in the actual implementation of the plan (levels of asse d design
requirements) which will be discussed in detail below.
2 The Strategic Framework %
2.1 Strategic intent @
Qo

The statements made in this section are either patent %r an extreme example of wishful

thinking. The Draft City Plan in no way supports the 8 's vision; there is no good design
o |1: -reas with the loss of everything that

es‘and the wildlife that they host; loss of
ot¥ction of significant natural assets with the

about a city that crams inappropriate infill into esta

makes the older suburbs liveable: large leafy gr
historical houses and their surrounds; there i
removal of the Conservation zoning from 3l teproperties. We will be left with only the reserves
in public ownership and even they will b radéd by adjacent urban sprawl and the uses such as
horse-riding and mountain biking and gsspgjiated infrastructure that are allowed under this scheme.
The urban sprawl promoted by t s"Investigation Areas" will cover all our scenic assets

behind ugly acoustic fencing and monotonous new developments with their never-ending

house roofs. Most are poorly e
area and will be future SIX

The economic growth predictiong are based mostly on the housing industry short-term jobs while

the longer-term touristiassets: "scenic amenity of rural and bushland landscapes and native fauna
species including the re all being systematically destroyed by this Draft City Plan.

ot little boxes, built to a profit, have no connection to the

The following state under the Environment and heritage heading is the absolute height of
hypocrisy:
Q& cenic natural and productive rural landscapes support resilient fauna and flora
mundties. Throughout the city, recreation and wildlife corridors connect people, places,

abitas areas, waterways, wetlands and foreshore areas. Development will be carefully
ged to protect significant habitats, wildlife corridors, ecological functions and scenic
O apes.

mese attributes are placed under threat by the Draft City Plan. There is no mechanism in the
Draft City Plan for wildlife corridors to be protected unless they happen to be in public ownership
yhich most are not. Corridors are the vital links that connect areas of habitat and mostly are on

private property. In the case of koalas, corridors are often open space with isolated trees. If those
spaces are filled with dense housing and the stepping-stone trees removed, koalas cannot survive.
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When queried on this point the planners declared that "they can't protect what is not there" but this
denies the fact that the present planning scheme shows "enhancement corridors" to protect these
areas.

There is no credibility that "fauna and flora communities" will be protected "throughout the city"
suggested in the statement above when there is no Ecological Significance overlay on proper S
than 2,000m? in the urban footprint and in any case up to 500m?” can be cleared on the lar e%
properties as exempt development. There are very few properties in the urban area tha re
than 500m? of vegetation so under the Draft City Plan virtually all vegetation in the urban an

%

be cleared.

2.2 Theme: liveable communities and housing - Strat

, "vegetated

wn

Once again, many of the statements sound attractive such as "treed landsc
corridors", "maintaining natural topography" and "maintaining wa ay corridors and habitat areas
as green breaks within the urban area". But in practice it is difficdlt\o see how this is translated into
reality via the Tables of Assessment and Development Codes e Stdtements are also present in
the present planning scheme and yet we see outrageoubexa ples)of their being ignored such as
insensitive clearing of koala habitat trees in Ormiston an %arthworks changing the topography
in South East Thornlands. The development of South E oriands was also supposed to maintain
the natural topography but there are advertising si ing"elevated land for sale" on top of two

metre high fill along Boundary Road.

This section of the Strategic Framework has | credibility even more with the approval of the
Shoreline development: &
The Southern Redland been identified as a possible option for longer

term, future urban growthy Substartial investigations will be required of physical
constraints and values, jnclu koala habitat, ecological functions, natural hazards,
mosquito risk, scenic tﬁ’;@ﬁnd infrastructure requirements and costs and alternative
growth strategies seforénthe 3itability of this area for development can be determined.

There seem to be noments once a developer submits an application. No solutions to the
mosquito risk, no pla wage, loss of scenic amenity and not being within the Urban Footprint
are apparently n&% or concern. Can we assume the same fate for the other "investigation"
areas shown on the S

egic Framework map - that urbanisation is imminent? The description
"possible op for longer term future urban growth" is a misrepresentation which has not caused
not produced the submissions against it that would have ensued had people

ds Drive and Springacre Road would be a very unpopular major change to a planning
ust not hide behind a tiny red star on a map not many people would even be able to

MENDATION: Please remove the investigation areas from the City Plan.
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2.3 Theme: economic development - Strategic outcomes

The centres hierarchy is supported with some comments on the inconsistencies. Rather than

"reinforce its key role in the city" the development at Toondah Harbour will detract from the @
primacy of the Cleveland centre. The impacts of this development should be considered as parto

the Draft City Plan. @

It is agreed the Victoria Point major centre should be "subordinate to, and not comprom@
s

principal centres" but the suggestion that Victoria Point "evolves to contain a greater

including in-centre residential development" is unsustainable. There have already be
unacceptable impacts to Eprapah Creek with turbidity levels being consistently i

development of the Lakeside shopping centre which was built on the waterwa@ he creek
h

wildlife corridor has been whittled down to non-existent on the southern part reek and any

more impacts will further degrade the ecological functions of the cree

The suggestion that mixed use zoned areas with large format, showroom based retailing along

Redland Bay Road Victoria Point in the emerging community area is-totally unacceptable. This area is

not even in the Urban Footprint, in spite of the inclusion in the D lan and thus is

inconsistent with the Regional Plan for South East QueenslandFhis alsa was deliberately left out of

the Urban Footprint because of its significant vegetation and @ jronmental value in protecting
Qo

the headwaters of Moogurrapum Creek. \

The suggestion of using "land to the west of Taylor Ro%ﬂate to Sheldon College to
accommodate tertiary education and training facilit@ation facilities and ancillary
accommodation and services" is an example of ni outside the urban footprint by stealth.
This area is poorly serviced by public transpori-akd thetraffic increase would be horrific as even now

with only one school there are traffic jams e rby arterials at drop-off and pick-up times.

N\

2.4 Theme: environme @'itage - Strategic outcomes

This section, quite rightly, e asiseythe need and protection of corridors that link habitat areas:

(2) Viable and resuient wildlife corridors link habitat areas and facilitate the movement
and migration of hative fauna throughout the Redlands and beyond. Corridors
conne¢tdexrestrial and aguatic environments (including waterways, wetlands and
alon @ eshore) and significant habitat.

However, it is no%here these corridors are or how they are to be protected in the Draft City
Plan. The hi schematic map "Redland City Council Strategic Framework" gives a broad indication
of where thes jdors exist but is not at a scale to inform any specific development application.

This sec 0€% on to explain how these corridors are protected:

Ecological corridors are primarily protected by the environmental significance and
Q waterway corridors and wetlands overlays as well as the conservation, environmental

\ management and recreation and open space zones.
%mvironmental significance overlay only shows existing vegetation - it does not "join the dots" or

icate where connections should be made. In any case its ability to provide protection is severely

undermined by the "exempt" clearing that may be carried out. The as of right removal of vegetation
in the urban area (500m?) and rural zones (2,500m?) without any regard to the strategic importance

Page 8 of 15
Page 8 of 235



of that vegetation makes a total farce of any protection provided by this overlay. The urban koala
habitat receives virtually no protection from this overlay with no properties less than 2,000m? being
included.

RECOMMENDATION: In the present planning scheme the Habitat Overlay shows "Enhancemen@
Corridors" where these habitat links are essential. The new City Plan must address this iss
a Habitat Corridor Overlay as other local authorities such as Logan City Council have done.

The landscape and scenic amenity section is supported but once again, there are concer ese
outcomes are not supported by the rest of the Draft City Plan. The following quote r@ be

across Eprapah Creek and east to Moreton Bay acros urgl landscape;

There are no views to Moreton Bay from Mount Cotton Road. All the vie: across Eprapah Creek

and east to Moreton Bay across a rural landscape are from Woodlands Drive. This is one of the

reinforced and corrected: \
(d) the scenic outlook from vantage points along Mount C@ d looking

problems with placing the future urban growth investigation area §fa this area. This most scenic
areas would be lost under urbanisation if this designation is not re ed from the Draft City Plan.

RECOMMENDATION: Remove the Future Urban Invest'gati ‘|~ stars from the Strategic

Framework map. @

2.5 Theme: Infrastructure - Strategi mes

This section is supported with one exceptﬁ% ne comment.
t

€) transport corridors (o ttab transport corridors) including the Northern
Arterial, Capalab B@d Kinross Road to South Street routes;
questions and disagre the proposal that Kinross Road to South Street should be
regarded as a potential transp idor. This corridor would fatally compromise the Hilliards Creek
ecological corridor. Ther w parts of the Redlands that are not dissected by roads that this
area should not under ams ances be fragmented and become another killing field for koalas

and other wildlife.

occurs at a time and in locations that facilitate the orderly and cost
délivery of the full range of infrastructure and services required by the
coﬁMty. Urban development does not extend beyond the land zoned for urban

% purposes.

(2) rhan(s

While a ing Wholeheartedly with the above statement, doubt must be cast on its enforceability
and elMt is supported in the rest of the Draft City Plan, especially after the recent Shoreline
43pp dition, it is a failure of accountability that the community has no opportunity to

o) nt o the Infrastructure Plan as an integral part of the Draft City Plan.

OMMENDATION: Remove all references to the Kinross Road to South Street route.
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3 Zoning changes

3.1 Removal of Conservation Zone from all private properties

This is a major shift away from the ethic of encouraging the protection of enviromentally v @
assets. To impose "Environment Management Zone" instead of Conservation is to give t@ge
that it is there to be developed, as long as it done with "minimising" the amount of cl

earthworks. The code seems to have been developed with the necessity of building gl¢)dwelling
house being in mind but most of these lots already have a house on them so sho u remain as

"Conservation". Conservation solely on government land gives the impression@ ction of
C

significant environmental areas is solely the responsibility of government
message that has been promulgated by enlightened governments.

3.2 Imposition of Rural Zone on all properties oygfsidg the urban footprint

nter to the

Replacing the present planning scheme zones of Conser@atio@onmental Protection with the
generic Rural zone is confusing as the present system % e indication of what uses would be

allowed on which land. It is absurd to apply rural uses t egetated, poor soil areas such as

Sheldon. This encourages abuse of the uses allowe ral. Presumably there will be some who
will take advantage of the rural zoning to clear theijr | r "cropping" when there is no justifiable
reason for doing so. This will lead to environmekita radation, loss of the small amount of existing

topsoil and weed infestation will follow.

RECOMMENDATION: Retain the distinct etween land suitable for rural purposes and land
important for conservation purpose@h present planning scheme.

S

3.3 Proposed rezonin{s ouncil land

N

not suppori the selling off of any Council-owned land or open space as we believe that

these areas are vital ture survival of koalas who are struggling to survive in the urban areas.

On-going in-fill itfe areas is resulting in backyard trees disappearing which makes these

smaller patches o i¥at even more important as koalas rely on them to use as stepping stones to

move in an und the urban areas. Furthermore, the physical and mental health wellbeing of

communit %s is instrumental to having access to open space and parkland areas particularly
n

as the s are becoming more crowded/built-up.

We tally’do not support Council disposing of, or re-zoning any part of properties purchased

lan Road Alexandra Hills, Old Cleveland Road East, Birkdale; Quarry Road, Birkdale;
heryRoad Thorneside. To do so would very much be against the community's expectations of the

Qwijth ayers environmental levy and those containing koala habitat such as Bunker Road Victoria
Mlc

intended purpose for the environmental levy, that is to buy land to remain as open space in

pérpetuity. Disappointingly, Redland City Council has not made any land acquisitions for numerous
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years which makes the proposal to sell-off and develop previously acquired land even more
preposterous.

3.4 Proposed rezoning of private land @

does not support the proposed rezoning of additional lots in Sturgeon Street because
these larger lots contain significant old growth koala trees which will result in adverse i
the local koala population. Our objection to the proposed re-zoning is also largely based
as we are aware that one of the land owners in this area recently cleared the majori
habitat trees pre-empting the outcome of the Draft City Plan, therefore to rew hi viour
sets a dangerous precedent for those with the same intent in the future. N

does not support the proposed rezoning of Lind Street, Thornlan forms part of a

wildlife corridor linking Pinklands and acreage properties between Zie

and Boundary
Road. There have been reliable reports of the Vulnerable listed Glossy B Cockatoo feeding on
Casuarina trees in this area. The site is eminently unsuited to higher density development being
surrounded on three sides by low density park residential develo@

oes not support the proposed rezoning of the Hanov ive/Alexandria Circuit estate as this
area backs onto the significant Hilliards Creek corridor v@ich ts with the Scribbly Gums
Reserve and links into the Sevenoaks Street area and t %ynpin Nature Refuge. This is one of
the most important wildlife corridors in the Redlands % ly links the Hilliards Creek Corridor

with the Coolnwynpin Corridor.
-

does not support the proposed rezoning operties in Grenaid Court and Mossip Court
at Wellington Point as these properties contay la Wabitat and back onto the Harold and Enid
Brown Park which leads into the Tarradarr eek Wetlands.
Regular sightings of koalas are recorded % areas and they are all highly valued wildlife

corridors which cannot afford any furft
properties.

9%s of habitat through subdivision on surrounding

RECOMMENDATION: The pre otective zonings of these areas must remain.

4 Major ff the Draft City Plan

4.1 Veg ion loss

n
a
%s CEO but our best estimate is that there are approximately 1490 privately owned lots in the
one. If every property cleared up to 2,500m?, this equates to a maximum of just over 400ha of

bitat that can be cleared as "exempt" development in the Redlands. This is a recipe for
environmental vandalism at a scale not seen since the early pioneering days and would open the
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Redlands up to national scorn. It is quite horrifying and makes a farce of the claims in the Strategic
Framework to protect the environmental values of the Redlands.

No permission has to be sought for this clearing so there will be no checks on where this clearing
occurs, regardless of whether there are rare or endangered plants and whether environmental h
such as the clearing of waterways occurs. Additionally there will be no need to consult the @

Environmental Significance Overlay for exempt development. Very little vegetation is protec
under the State Vegetation Management Act and it is unlikely all of the property would te
in this case. There are no checks that will ensure the presence of spotter/catchers an ill
ever know how many native animals are killed or injured in this process. It is all left the good

will of people doing the clearing which in the past has not been shown to be an%}E at all.
This clearing occurs in the context of most private properties in the rural area@0 ady cleared

o

much of their land in the past for building houses, firebreaks and other activi retically, this

one provision could remove all of the remaining vegetation from small roperties.

The urban areas will fare even worse with 500m? being able to be cleare xempt. There is no
Environmental Significance Overlay on properties less than 2,000m2which is irrelevant with exempt
development in any case. There would be very few properties in ti{e u footprint that had
anything like 500m” of vegetation, so once again, all vegetationcou eoretically be removed from
all private properties in the urban area under this provision i

&
Law No.6 is unclear as it conflicts with the exempt Ievelgf

discussions with Redland City planners that the levels 00 nd 2,000m” were designed to allow

aft City Plan. The role of Local
nt. It has been suggested in

property owners to clear enough to build a house o e ed lot. In this case the clearing should
be linked to the development and subject to code a t and overlays indicating where the
sensitive vegetation.

house can be situated to avoid clearing of watep a

In contrast with the Draft City Plan, Brisban ncil has strong vegetation protection. There is

no blanket tree clearing provision. The Nafdral ts Local Law provides a high level of vegetation
protection with strict guidelines for re &Nrees. There is a Significant Landscape Tree Overlay
which protects large individual trees { rban footprint. There are trained ecologists who assess
development applications. This isgryst ntrast with Redlands where the officers accept

developer advice and consiste a clearing in their ignorance of the value of vegetation.

RECOMMENDATION: Remxav
strengthened Local Law IN)

measures to those that exist in the Brisbane City Council local authority area.

QO

4.2 Population™projections are excessive and unwanted

'exempt" clearing from the Draft City Plan and integrate a
he Draft City Plan. Investigate and adopt similar tree protection

A onethikd in se in total population (50,000 over current population of 150,000) is excessive and
t

unacc o the community. The community made their wishes for a sustainable population
Oclea ommunity Plan (Goal 5 Wise planning and design):
\ Careful land use planning manages or caps population growth, providing lifestyle
and housing choices for the people of the Redlands while protecting the
environment.
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The projected population growth given as a basis for the Draft City Plan is unsustainable without
losing everything that Redlanders hold dear: the bush; the wildlife including koalas, our ifestyle and
the ability to move around without spending hours in traffic jams.

4.3 Beveridge Road Marine Industry Expansion @

The estuary of Eprapah Creek has always been recognised for its ecological significa tZ
present and past Redland planning schemes. It is disturbing to see the massive ghan made to the
marine precinct in Beveridge Road in the Draft Redlands City Plan 2015.

There are good reasons for the protection granted to this area : its proxi tQ¥darine National

@: ea
ofri

bution of the fringing

Park (the only one that abuts the Redlands mainland); a large listed Rap just across the

creek from the marine precinct, protected fish habitat reserves and th
mangroves to the stability and water quality of Eprapah Creek.

It defies all logic to see the huge expansion of the footprint of this\are posed, especially when
the area that will impact along the creek banks will more than de his will potentially leave this
e

whole reach of the creek industrialised with the loss of its prf @ fringing mangroves - just over

the creek from the Point Halloran Conservation Reserve. ity Plan shows the area as of

State Significance on the Environmental Significance Oyéeklay.

Not only does the Draft City Plan convert presently nservation land into Marine Industry, it
also uses the same assessment criteria as apply yethe h larger precincts at Dunwich and
Toondah Harbour. Such purposes as food and k oUglets, port services and seafood processing are
clearly inappropriate in the Beveridge Road 4rea.

The present Planning Scheme not only limit&the footprint of the Beveridge Road Marine Activity
Area but treats the area as a special r@h e use of sub-areas as evidenced by the following
a

extract from 4.13.7 Overall Out%
The existing marine activity
In sub-area MA2 - us% r development minimise adverse impacts by - a. protecting the ecology
tal, ti

of the adjoining coas nd sub-tidal areas, fish habitat reserve, and areas listed under the Ramsar

rine Activity Zone Code:

Convention; b. protecting the water quality of Eprapah Creek or Moreton Bay; c. not requiring the

Creek for all tide vessel access or the creation of further mooring basins; d.

dredging of the ::@’
minimising ol Of coastal vegetation. Redlands Planning Scheme V7.

This "special case" protéction is almost totally removed in the Draft City Plan.

Eprapah C %@ry is very small and vulnerable to impacts and so is only suited to small scale
ovi access to the bay for a limited number of small, shallow draft vessels. The large

scale @ ialisation in this sensitive area promoted in the Draft City Plan is incomprehensible
rictions on the site posed by its shallowness, the close proximity of the Marine
and Ramsar sites and the prohibition of dredging.

give
o4
@AMENDATION: Remove the expanded footprint of the Beveridge Road Marine Industry
on

e and continue using the present planning scheme's Overall Outcomes.

Page 13 of 15
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4.4 Emerging Community Zone (corner of Cleveland-Redland Bay and
Double Jump Roads)

There is a large triangular piece of the mapped Emerging Community Zone at the corner of @
Cleveland-Redland Bay and Double Jump Roads which is not in the Urban Footprint of the Re 5

Plan. This area was left out of the Regional Plan because of its vegetation and the fact that it @
protected the waterway corridor of the headwaters of Moogurrapum Creek. These aims
achieved by inclusion in the Urban Footprint and it is an example of the Draft City Plan n
cognisant of the context and the values of the area. It is interesting to note that this Ve been

a very late decision as the Strategic Framework Map clearly shows this corner %dl' corridor
men

¢

going through it. This is not consistent with the proposed uses. The "establish arge format

retail uses, consistent with the mixed use zone" are totally inappropriate for thi W nd must be
removed.
RECOMMENDATION: Remove the Emerging Community Zone at the eveland-Redland

Bay and Double Jump Roads and return it to its present rural zoning.

4.5 Wildlife Corridors @
. O

As already pointed out in the section on the Strategic @k, wildlife corridors are mentioned

many times but are only shown in a very broad scale in tegic Framework Map. The Ecological
Significance Overlay only shows existing trees - not tlie pable connections that form the smaller
scale corridors that are so vital for koala move t.

The present planning scheme in its Bushland ffabitat Overlay includes Enhancement Corridors
independent of creek corridors and Enhan Links along creeks. This must be retained in the
City Plan. Logan City Council shows Biodi ity Corridors and specific Koala Corridors on their

Biodiversity Areas Overlay. It is really g at Redlands with their greater (though declining)
population of koalas does less t ulnerable koalas than surrounding local authorities.
RECOMMENDATION: Retain t s

similar Biodiversity CorridorstOverlay to the Logan City Council.

d Habitat Overlay in the present planning scheme or use a

)

4.6 Infill devel o@a nt

Infill development is enormously unpopular with the Redlands community as the examples of low
medium de exelopment creep into areas of previous normal size lots with the subsequent loss

cially in areas of Ormiston and Wellington Point. There is no need for more
rezoning here is sufficient land already allocated in the present planning scheme to
acc té the projected population growth. This was confirmed by a written answer to a

Que ackd to the planners by the It is time we all took a deep breath and
it e existing impacts caused by infill development without adding to the problems.

RECOMMENDATION: Remove all further infill developments from the Draft City Plan as there is no
stification for them.

Page 14 of 15
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4.7 South East Thornlands Structure Plan

statutory process including consideration of community submissions and state government revie
Now we see it reduced to a few lines in an assessment table. Many of the features that the
community worked hard and long to include have disappeared forever in the Draft City Plan.
things as exclusion fencing and other environmental provisions. The nature of the CentralE
has been changed: "creates a grand avenue character, being 50m wide for the central boulégayd”.
This was never supposed to be "grand"! It was designed as a green break between t@ able

The Structure Plan was the result of many years planning and community input. It followed a @

small lot housing for both people and wildlife. It was not supposed to have wideJan €
medians. It was supposed to retain as many of the existing trees on the site wit% road
which could have wound around existing trees. This is another example of a pl i repared by

those who have no knowledge of the historical context of areas and misunders ng)earlier
provisions. This is not acceptable and an insult to the community.

RECOMMENDATION: Retain the Kinross Road and South East Thornla tructure Plans as local
plans within the City Plan.

X
@@%
N

| trust these concerns will be addressed to the Satisfa§

Yours sincerely,

27 November 2015
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4.7 South East Thornlands Structure Plan

statutory process including consideration of community submissions and state government revie
Now we see it reduced to a few lines in an assessment table. Many of the features that the
community worked hard and long to include have disappeared forever in the Draft City Plan.
things as exclusion fencing and other environmental provisions. The nature of the CentralE
has been changed: "creates a grand avenue character, being 50m wide for the central boulégayd”.
This was never supposed to be "grand"! It was designed as a green break between t@ able

The Structure Plan was the result of many years planning and community input. It followed a @

small lot housing for both people and wildlife. It was not supposed to have wideJan €
medians. It was supposed to retain as many of the existing trees on the site wit% road
which could have wound around existing trees. This is another example of a pl i repared by

those who have no knowledge of the historical context of areas and misunders ng)earlier
provisions. This is not acceptable and an insult to the community.

RECOMMENDATION: Retain the Kinross Road and South East Thornla tructure Plans as local
plans within the City Plan.

X
@@%
N

| trust these concerns will be addressed to the group's satisfa§

Yours sincerely,

27 November 2015
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Thursday, 26 November 2015 12:59 PM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission 305 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
Q \

Organisation @9

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
S

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

THORNLANDS, QLD

Postal Address State @

Qld %

Postal Addré@ry

Australia

Q
Emaz %s

Property Details

Contrary to Public Interest Page 22 of 235



Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
5-23 Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
800 @
Plan Type
" N

Q

Plan No Q

155697 @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Environment @
Submission Details &

Please provide the details of your sub is@here relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or object % the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and

circumstances relied on in support of tHe grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan

2015 @
Your Submission Details \

The proposed rezoning may/result in the removal of the stormwater dam. This provides a means of access to
enable the wildlife to exist @ suburbs. Removal of this stormwater dam would remove the presence of
both wildlife, native pl green space for the existing residents resulting in a loss of amenity for the

existing local residents. In , it could be replaced by a road which would increase noise and create
additional traffic h%%sﬁfor local residents.

Uploaded s@@ Details

No Answey

ish to make a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your name and
e required for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Government
guidelines. If you are making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves the right to

2
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publish the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. Your
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Council's Information Privacy Policy and
the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provided to any other
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so.

<

2
v
N
o
S
$

v
&
O

RS
&
&
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Thursday, 26 November 2015 1:01 PM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission 306 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
< \

Organisation @9

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
N

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

THORNLANDS, QLD

Postal Address State @

Qld %

Postal Addré@ry

Australia

Q
Emaz %s

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
5-23 Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
800 @
Plan Type
" N

Q

Plan No Q

155697 @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Environment @
Submission Details &

Please provide the details of your sub is@here relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or object % the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and

circumstances relied on in support of tHe grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan

2015 @
Your Submission Details \

The planning scheme state Specific Outcome is that fencing does not inhibit the movement of native
animals. Small lots will ha ificant impacts on the ability of native animals to move in this important
natural habitat area.

Uploaded Submiéy\’A\Q)ﬁetails
No Answer @

Disclosure, nent

<
If youwi ¢ a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your name and
adgd quired for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Government
gu s. If you are making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves the right to

publish~the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. Your
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Council's Information Privacy Policy and

2
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the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provided to any other
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so.

<

2
v
N
o
S
$

v
&
O

RS
&
&
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Monday, 23 November 2015 8:37 AM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission 102 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
Q \

Organisation @9

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
N

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

THORNLANDS, QLD

Postal Address State @

qld %

Postal Addré@ry

Australia

Q
Emaz %s

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
5-23 Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
800 @
Plan Type
" N

Q

Plan No Q

155697 @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Land use / housing / subdivision @
Submission Details &

Please provide the details of your sub is@here relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or object % the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and

circumstances relied on in support of tHe grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan

2015 @
Your Submission Details \

I am opposed to the ing of the land as described above.

R

road provides a %} many species. These are mainly birds and wallabies. One nondescript brown bird
in particular song that sounds like it comes from the rainforest.

I have viewed the draft plan on your website and I cannot
understand ¢)Jand is being rezoned. The block is bounded on two sides by large lots that transition
urbap-t % d. One other side is zoned as Environmental Management and opposite it is the Estate
w es lots around 700m2. This proposed rezoning is out of step with the surrounding
cl ations. The proposed draft plans have the lot size at 400m2,

Contrary to Public Interest Page 29 of 235



Uploaded Submission Details

No Answer @
Disclosure Statement @

If you wish to make a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details.
address are required for your online submission to be considered "properly made" un

guidelines. If you are making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Coun%: he right to

publish the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submis réporting. Your
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Council's Inf@ rivacy Policy and
r

the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be publis ovided to any other
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 24 November 2015 10:09 AM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission 145 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
< \

Organisation @9

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
S

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

PARKINSON, QLD

Postal Address State @

Que %

Postal Addré@ry

Australia

Q
Emai %s
N er

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1

5-23 LIND STREET

Property Address Street Line 2 %Z
No Answer @

Property Address Suburb

THORNLANDS, QLD

57
@

0

Plan Type
No Answer Q
Plan No Q @

No Answer @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Environment
Land use / housing / subdivision
Regional planning and growth management &

Submission Details @
Please provide the details of your sub&. Where relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City

Plan 2015 that you support or objecftosInclude the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and
circumstances relied on in supK e grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan
2015

Your Submission Details

I am writing to lodge a% on to the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 for the proposed rezoning of the said
3.7 hectare property south ind Street, Thornlands, to low density residential. The land at 5-23 Lind

Street is currently %s park residential
< \::2 E)
Uploaded Submission Details
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No Answer
Disclosure Statement
address are required for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Go

guidelines. If you are making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves t
publish the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reportiag Your

If you wish to make a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your nar@
nt
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Wednesday, 25 November 2015 8:54 PM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission 218 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
< \

Organisation @9

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
S

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

THORNLANDS, QLD @
Postal Address State %

No Answer %

Postal Addr 0 y

No Answe

Q
Emaz %s

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1

5-23 Lind Street

Property Address Street Line 2 @@
No Answer i? @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
No Answer @
Plan Type @

Q

No Answer

Plan No Q

No Answer @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Area / property specific
Environment
Infrastructure / transport / community facilitiq&

Land use / housing / subdivision
Natural hazards

Regional planning and growth manag@

Submission Details

Please provide the details of your ssion. Where relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or object t; - Include the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and
circumstances relied on in @l of the grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan
2015

Your Submission DetEils%
I am expressing mion to the rezoning of 5-23 Lind Street Thornlands from park residential to low
%gl ;ﬁy

density resid . iled submission attached.
Uploaded ission Details

<
htmyﬁﬁ%\sou ast-2.amazonaws.com/ehg-production-

augffali)ld5edecb73dff7e5e16012db5421903fed66a0f54/file_answers/files/006/051/538/original/Lind_St R
ezoNIMZ.pdT? 1448448828

Disclosure Statement
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Sticky Note
Need to locate a submission 


If you wish to make a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your name and
address are required for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Government
guidelines. If you are making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves the right to
publish the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. Your
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Council's Information Privacy P and
the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provided to @er
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so. é
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Chief Executive Officer

Attention: Draft Redland City Plan 2015
Redland City Council

PO Box 21

Cleveland, QLD 4163 @

OBJECTION TO REZONING 5-23 LIND STREET THORNLANDS AS LOW DENSITY RESIDENT!

The publication issued to advise residents of the Redland City plan contains th Ilo@t
relevant for Lind Street.
. Density

several schools, can be

A 3.7ha property south of Lind Street, Thornlands, is proposed to be

ow Density Residential
area.

Property Number: 249470
Legal Description: Lot 800 SP 155697

Division Number: 3 @
O\

N v
&
O
&
O

The im brtm(isting overlays on the Redland City Council website for this land include:

D ala Habitat & Re-Growth Koala Habitat
abitat Protection - Enhancement area

O< Hlbod prone
\o edium Bushfire hazard

(=
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Grounds for Objection

| am writing to lodge an objection to the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 for the proposed rezoni (@
the said 3.7 hectare property south of Lind Street, Thornlands, from Park Residential to low
residential. The land at 5-23 Lind Street is currently zoned as park residential and curren

overlays as described above.
The objection is based on the following: @

Environment 7
1. The current zoning of the section of Lind Street is - Park Residenti ' ted under the
sted as Koala habitat.

therefore out of step with the character of the surrounding development which consists of
tree filled acreage on all three adjoining sides of the blocK/n stion and larger residential
blocks (approximately 700m?) on the other side of the roa he rezoning to low density

residential has a high potential to adversely impact bility of the area to protect the
local wildlife. Rezoning would significantly inhibf® the ent of wildlife through this
green space as a result of increased fencing a s abitat. This would result in a loss of
amenity for local wildlife, myself, my family, ors and the surrounding existing
landholders.

2. Theland at 5-23 Lind Street backs on to
envelopes and environmental protectj
and building is restricted to portion

to ensure that those existing residghts ot detrimentally impact on the character of the
area and are a reflection of the imp nce of the wildlife area. The rezoning to low density
significantly contrasts to the @ zoning of habitat protection as any development would
result in the removal of tatdarAvildlife, loss of green space and loss of amenity.

3. The block in question cuxten as a flood prone overlay. Water flows from the western
side of the block to the(no ast to the storm water detention basin and provides a water
source and habit% any Curlews, Water Fowl, Ducks, local Pheasants, Lorikeets,
Cockatoos, (including k Cockatoos), the local Wallaby population and Turtles. The

ea ocks which currently have building

ys. For example, trees cannot be cut down
total blocks. In essence, these are restrictions

esidents who live in the area.

proposed rezeoming to low density would have a detrimental impact on the local wildlife and
the amenity < : >

4. The prop rézoning may result in the removal of the stormwater dam. This provides a
means of access'to enable the wildlife to exist in the suburbs. Removal of this stormwater
da Id remove the presence of both wildlife, native plants and green space for the

ing residents resulting in a loss of amenity for the existing local residents. Indeed, it

d be’replaced by a road which would increase noise and create additional traffic hazards
al residents.

Bdlanning scheme states that a Specific Outcome is that fencing does not inhibit the
ment of native animals. Small lots will have significant impacts on the ability of native
animals to move in this important natural habitat area.
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6. The current zoning of Park Residential allows the retention of native plants. (4.17.7 (2) (d) (i)

e.) Asthe native plants are consumed by the local fauna. For example, Wallabies eat the
local grass and Cockatoos eat the Shee Oak trees. If the protection for the food of the @
wildlife is removed by lower density and even if it is taken away and later replaced by,
replanting in whatever vacant land remains left, the existing land based animals suc
wallabies would either move or starve. The construction of 400m2 blocks is not
with supporting local wildlife.

7. I note that the Enhancement Area for bushland has been removed from the@d Plan.

The retention of this overlay is a fundamental barrier to the urban areasand r

between the Environmentally Significant zones to the east of the block at the
wallabies appear to require adequate distance to live in the area as t noise and
movement scares them. It is crucial that this overlay remains s th vironmentally
Significant zone is fully usable for wildlife. Removing this Enh rea will result in
the Environmentally Significant zone simply become the next buf ne! It will result in

the destruction of wildlife in this area.
Built Form and Density @

8. The “Overall Outcomes for Park Residential Zon@CoLler 4.17.7 include 5 key

characteristics, one of which is “Amenity”. This j % contributing to a visual transition
between urban and rural or bushland areas”. 5:23 Lind Street is surrounded on three
sides by acreage and in front by lots that ar ouble the 400m2 block size, the zone
would not provide the transition referred to: m2 blocks were to abut the existing
acreages, there is no transition. The ingfu of Low Density Development of 400m2 blocks
in the estate is a loss of green space al amenity and detracts from the existing
character of the estate.

9. Under 4.17.7 the Overall Outcomﬁ%the Park Residential Zone require for the (b) Built

Form and Density that (iv) “B ppearance is compatible with the preservation of semi-
rural bushland setting”. (G reage lots may have multiple lots abutting their
property under a low dengi sidential zone, the it would not be possible to preserve the

appearance of a semi-fdr shland and clearly no transition from rural to urban.

Traffic, Parking, Emergency icke’and Service Vehicle Access

10. The propose

aceess to the Lind Street property is stated as being through “similar Low
Density Resi! ; Given that low density can now include blocks as low as 400m2, the
impact o dents currently living on the access — Lind Street - could be considerable.
The “similar”tufrent blocks are approximately 700 m? with approximately 20 metre
fron%iven the low density blocks may be as small as 400m? the “similar” blocks are
d le in size and potentially double the street frontage. | consider the statement
e

er in the City Plan is misleading when it states that “the site is .... accessed through a
Low Density Residential area” as allowing 400m2 lots (i.e. halving the lot size) is at

ith the existing development and should not be considered “similar”.

Aithe time of purchasing, a covenant existed which restricted development to ensure the
development standards and planning scheme intent was maintained for the area. The
development of smaller size blocks with access roads from Lind Street will reduce the
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tranquility of the area by the addition of considerably more traffic. Parking on streets at Lind

Street is already a challenge with the narrow road only just sufficient for garbage truck
pickup and emergency vehicle access. The additional proposed development will result ir@
additional traffic movements and parking requirements which | believe would not be
sufficiently catered for by the existing infrastructure.

12. The proposed rezoning allows smaller size blocks of 400m?. Given the total area
metres and that blocks could be as small as 400m?, it is possible that up to 92 blo Ss

the provision of roads) could be built on that land. Given most families hav hicles
and traffic planning guidelines suggest nine traffic movements per car % existing

residents in the “Lind Street access” would be exposed to considerably, ffic volumes,
traffic noise and vehicle lights. Based on the traffic movements, my f@iding ina
narrow residential street would be exposed to approximately 9 ic ovements
instead of the peaceful amenity of bush land frontage. This p nsiderable
decrease in amenity for local residents.

13. The width of Lind Street is quite narrow. If residents park
to the other side of the road to pass. If residents were t

he street, a car must venture

would block it. Residents already currently park on the-v

sizes, the access road will likely become very con ed~and existing residents would need to
park on the road instead of the footpath as th&% de of Lind Street would also be
a

utilised by new residents or guests parking t n the road. This would block the

street. Residents’ safety could be at risk as @cy services vehicles such as ambulances
and fire engines may be obstructed du e tongestion of vehicles and narrow roads.

14. Part of the area and the area south w th& Lind Street block is also zoned a medium

courtesy to prevent any impact on traffic. Given the

15. The proposed developm ould require cars to access the site via the roundabout on
Conley Avenue, Vinta iye and Ziegenfusz Road. This roundabout is already overloaded

with residents ex%ng fficulty leaving the area at school times. The addition of up to
C

100 - 200 new vehi
residents to egress the eState. Given parents/carers dropping children off at school already

ctéssing this roundabout would adversely impact on the ability of

park in Conl ue and Trundle Street this will create considerable traffic issues given
the narr he increase in population and cars may endanger the safety of school
aged chi% their carers. In addition, previously during heavy downpours, this
roupgdabout has flooded which has prevented two wheel drive vehicles from departing the
esta&
1 m residents work in Brisbane city, the provision of transport services is an important

e nt for residents in the Lind Street surrounds. The only direct bus available for

idents walking to a stop is the 273 (other further away stops require driving to the

p)) The closest stop is on Moselle Drive. Given Zigenfusz is already busy especially at

<
\pe work and school times and yet to be fully impacted by the increase in traffic volumes
from the recent Pinklands developments, Zigunfusz Road already very busy would be

Page 40 of 235



difficult to safely cross. If the rezoning occurs a pedestrian crossing would be required to

cross this Ziegunfusz road. @
Potential Flooding Impact @

17. Given part of the lot is already marked as flood prone, the flow of water will be i@by
t

the developer and the eventual residences that are proposed to be built on t i is
may adversely impact on the existing adjacent residences and local waterco@ the
timing of water flows down the hill will be altered. Although there has%z ue to date
to the existing residences, altering the timing of water flows by any pr velopment

may create a flooding issue.

18. The area south of Lind Street does not have sewerage but inst les on alternate

treatment systems (septic). Residents have already invested i Ic systems. A concern is

held that they may be later requested to make a contribution to co

infrastructure that will be required to be constructed?
Summary

The current character of the estate is embodied by the gt a@f nature in an urban
environment, children playing in the narrow suburban € d low traffic volumes (except for the
Conley Avenue in school times). The proposed rezoni i

ct to the sewerage

rease noise, increase traffic volumes,

reduce the presence of local wildlife, reduce the a eated by the green space and overall

destroy the character of the estate for existing r

To be clear, | am not opposed to the develo the land in question with the existing planning

scheme, (6 x 6000m? acreage blocks with'20 2 puilding envelopes) However rezoning the

property to low density residential, which involve blocks as low as 400m? provides the risk of
development which is significantly ou@racter with the transition from the acreage (more rural)

blocks to 700 m? urban blocks %N
People invest in the Redlands toivork, to bring up their families, enjoy the lifestyle and the

green spaces. Please do @hat we came here to enjoy.

RS
&
&
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Wednesday, 25 November 2015 8:58 PM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission 219 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
Q \

Organisation @9

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
N

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

THORNLANDS, QLD @
Postal Address State %

No Answer %

Postal Addr 0 y

No Answe

Q
Emaz %s

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
5-23 Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 @
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
No Answer @
Plan Type
No Answer @

Q

Plan No Q

No Answer @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Area / property specific
Environment
Infrastructure / transport / community facilitiq&

Land use / housing / subdivision
Natural hazards

Regional planning and growth manag%@

Other / drafting

Submission Details \@

Please provide the details of your subrission. Where relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support ject to; - Include the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and
circumstances relied on in of the grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan

2015 %
Your Submission%%&ailﬁs ik

I object to th onig of 5-23 Lind Street Thornlands from park residential to low density residential.
Detailed submis attached.

Upload?e% spion Details
httys://93-ap-Southeast-2.amazonaws.com/ehg-production-

au 1a/df64e1769922b67e42c319e79b1044b678124d88/file answers/files/006/051/565/original/Lind St
Rezoning.pdf? 1448449066
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Sticky Note
Copy of the submission



Disclosure Statement

If you wish to make a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your name and
address are required for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Government
guidelines. If you are making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves the ri

publish the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. 1y
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Council's Information Privacy’P and
the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provide% other
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so.
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Chief Executive Officer

Attention: Draft Redland City Plan 2015
Redland City Council

PO Box 21

Cleveland, QLD 4163 @

OBJECTION TO REZONING 5-23 LIND STREET THORNLANDS AS LOW DENSITY RESIDENT!

The publication issued to advise residents of the Redland City plan contains th Ilo@t
relevant for Lind Street.
. Density

several schools, can be

A 3.7ha property south of Lind Street, Thornlands, is proposed to be

ow Density Residential
area.

Property Number: 249470
Legal Description: Lot 800 SP 155697

Division Number: 3 @
O\

N v
&
O
&
O

The im brtm(isting overlays on the Redland City Council website for this land include:

D ala Habitat & Re-Growth Koala Habitat
abitat Protection - Enhancement area

O< Hlbod prone
\o edium Bushfire hazard

(=

Page 45 of 235



Grounds for Objection

| am writing to lodge an objection to the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 for the proposed rezoni (@
the said 3.7 hectare property south of Lind Street, Thornlands, from Park Residential to low
residential. The land at 5-23 Lind Street is currently zoned as park residential and curren

overlays as described above.
The objection is based on the following: @

Environment 7
1. The current zoning of the section of Lind Street is - Park Residenti ' ted under the
sted as Koala habitat.

therefore out of step with the character of the surrounding development which consists of
tree filled acreage on all three adjoining sides of the blocK/n stion and larger residential
blocks (approximately 700m?) on the other side of the roa he rezoning to low density

residential has a high potential to adversely impact bility of the area to protect the
local wildlife. Rezoning would significantly inhibf® the ent of wildlife through this
green space as a result of increased fencing a s abitat. This would result in a loss of
amenity for local wildlife, myself, my family, ors and the surrounding existing
landholders.

2. Theland at 5-23 Lind Street backs on to
envelopes and environmental protectj
and building is restricted to portion

to ensure that those existing residghts ot detrimentally impact on the character of the
area and are a reflection of the imp nce of the wildlife area. The rezoning to low density
significantly contrasts to the @ zoning of habitat protection as any development would
result in the removal of tatdarAvildlife, loss of green space and loss of amenity.

3. The block in question cuxten as a flood prone overlay. Water flows from the western
side of the block to the(no ast to the storm water detention basin and provides a water
source and habit% any Curlews, Water Fowl, Ducks, local Pheasants, Lorikeets,
Cockatoos, (including k Cockatoos), the local Wallaby population and Turtles. The

ea ocks which currently have building

ys. For example, trees cannot be cut down
total blocks. In essence, these are restrictions

esidents who live in the area.

proposed rezeoming to low density would have a detrimental impact on the local wildlife and
the amenity < : >

4. The prop rézoning may result in the removal of the stormwater dam. This provides a
means of access'to enable the wildlife to exist in the suburbs. Removal of this stormwater
da Id remove the presence of both wildlife, native plants and green space for the

ing residents resulting in a loss of amenity for the existing local residents. Indeed, it

d be’replaced by a road which would increase noise and create additional traffic hazards
al residents.

Bdlanning scheme states that a Specific Outcome is that fencing does not inhibit the
ment of native animals. Small lots will have significant impacts on the ability of native
animals to move in this important natural habitat area.
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6. The current zoning of Park Residential allows the retention of native plants. (4.17.7 (2) (d) (i)

e.) Asthe native plants are consumed by the local fauna. For example, Wallabies eat the
local grass and Cockatoos eat the Shee Oak trees. If the protection for the food of the @
wildlife is removed by lower density and even if it is taken away and later replaced by,
replanting in whatever vacant land remains left, the existing land based animals suc
wallabies would either move or starve. The construction of 400m2 blocks is not
with supporting local wildlife.

7. I note that the Enhancement Area for bushland has been removed from the@d Plan.

The retention of this overlay is a fundamental barrier to the urban areasand r

between the Environmentally Significant zones to the east of the block at the
wallabies appear to require adequate distance to live in the area as t noise and
movement scares them. It is crucial that this overlay remains s th vironmentally
Significant zone is fully usable for wildlife. Removing this Enh rea will result in
the Environmentally Significant zone simply become the next buf ne! It will result in

the destruction of wildlife in this area.
Built Form and Density @

8. The “Overall Outcomes for Park Residential Zon@CoLler 4.17.7 include 5 key

characteristics, one of which is “Amenity”. This j % contributing to a visual transition
between urban and rural or bushland areas”. 5:23 Lind Street is surrounded on three
sides by acreage and in front by lots that ar ouble the 400m2 block size, the zone
would not provide the transition referred to: m2 blocks were to abut the existing
acreages, there is no transition. The ingfu of Low Density Development of 400m2 blocks
in the estate is a loss of green space al amenity and detracts from the existing
character of the estate.

9. Under 4.17.7 the Overall Outcomﬁ%the Park Residential Zone require for the (b) Built

Form and Density that (iv) “B ppearance is compatible with the preservation of semi-
rural bushland setting”. (G reage lots may have multiple lots abutting their
property under a low dengi sidential zone, the it would not be possible to preserve the

appearance of a semi-fdr shland and clearly no transition from rural to urban.

Traffic, Parking, Emergency icke’and Service Vehicle Access

10. The propose

aceess to the Lind Street property is stated as being through “similar Low
Density Resi! ; Given that low density can now include blocks as low as 400m2, the
impact o dents currently living on the access — Lind Street - could be considerable.
The “similar”tufrent blocks are approximately 700 m? with approximately 20 metre
fron%iven the low density blocks may be as small as 400m? the “similar” blocks are
d le in size and potentially double the street frontage. | consider the statement
e

er in the City Plan is misleading when it states that “the site is .... accessed through a
Low Density Residential area” as allowing 400m2 lots (i.e. halving the lot size) is at

ith the existing development and should not be considered “similar”.

Aithe time of purchasing, a covenant existed which restricted development to ensure the
development standards and planning scheme intent was maintained for the area. The
development of smaller size blocks with access roads from Lind Street will reduce the
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tranquility of the area by the addition of considerably more traffic. Parking on streets at Lind

Street is already a challenge with the narrow road only just sufficient for garbage truck
pickup and emergency vehicle access. The additional proposed development will result ir@
additional traffic movements and parking requirements which | believe would not be
sufficiently catered for by the existing infrastructure.

12. The proposed rezoning allows smaller size blocks of 400m?. Given the total area
metres and that blocks could be as small as 400m?, it is possible that up to 92 blo Ss

the provision of roads) could be built on that land. Given most families hav hicles
and traffic planning guidelines suggest nine traffic movements per car % existing

residents in the “Lind Street access” would be exposed to considerably, ffic volumes,
traffic noise and vehicle lights. Based on the traffic movements, my f@iding ina
narrow residential street would be exposed to approximately 9 ic ovements
instead of the peaceful amenity of bush land frontage. This p nsiderable
decrease in amenity for local residents.

13. The width of Lind Street is quite narrow. If residents park
to the other side of the road to pass. If residents were t

he street, a car must venture

would block it. Residents already currently park on the-v

sizes, the access road will likely become very con ed~and existing residents would need to
park on the road instead of the footpath as th&% de of Lind Street would also be
a

utilised by new residents or guests parking t n the road. This would block the

street. Residents’ safety could be at risk as @cy services vehicles such as ambulances
and fire engines may be obstructed du e tongestion of vehicles and narrow roads.

14. Part of the area and the area south w th& Lind Street block is also zoned a medium

courtesy to prevent any impact on traffic. Given the

15. The proposed developm ould require cars to access the site via the roundabout on
Conley Avenue, Vinta iye and Ziegenfusz Road. This roundabout is already overloaded

with residents ex%ng fficulty leaving the area at school times. The addition of up to
C

100 - 200 new vehi
residents to egress the eState. Given parents/carers dropping children off at school already

ctéssing this roundabout would adversely impact on the ability of

park in Conl ue and Trundle Street this will create considerable traffic issues given
the narr he increase in population and cars may endanger the safety of school
aged chi% their carers. In addition, previously during heavy downpours, this
roupgdabout has flooded which has prevented two wheel drive vehicles from departing the
esta&
1 m residents work in Brisbane city, the provision of transport services is an important

e nt for residents in the Lind Street surrounds. The only direct bus available for

idents walking to a stop is the 273 (other further away stops require driving to the

p)) The closest stop is on Moselle Drive. Given Zigenfusz is already busy especially at

<
\pe work and school times and yet to be fully impacted by the increase in traffic volumes
from the recent Pinklands developments, Zigunfusz Road already very busy would be
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difficult to safely cross. If the rezoning occurs a pedestrian crossing would be required to

cross this Ziegunfusz road. @
Potential Flooding Impact @

17. Given part of the lot is already marked as flood prone, the flow of water will be i@by
t

the developer and the eventual residences that are proposed to be built on t i is
may adversely impact on the existing adjacent residences and local waterco@ the
timing of water flows down the hill will be altered. Although there has%z ue to date
to the existing residences, altering the timing of water flows by any pr velopment

may create a flooding issue.

18. The area south of Lind Street does not have sewerage but inst les on alternate

treatment systems (septic). Residents have already invested i Ic systems. A concern is

held that they may be later requested to make a contribution to co

infrastructure that will be required to be constructed?
Summary

The current character of the estate is embodied by the gt a@f nature in an urban
environment, children playing in the narrow suburban € d low traffic volumes (except for the
Conley Avenue in school times). The proposed rezoni i

ct to the sewerage

rease noise, increase traffic volumes,

reduce the presence of local wildlife, reduce the a eated by the green space and overall

destroy the character of the estate for existing r

To be clear, | am not opposed to the develo the land in question with the existing planning

scheme, (6 x 6000m? acreage blocks with'20 2 puilding envelopes) However rezoning the

property to low density residential, which involve blocks as low as 400m? provides the risk of
development which is significantly ou@racter with the transition from the acreage (more rural)

blocks to 700 m? urban blocks %N
People invest in the Redlands toivork, to bring up their families, enjoy the lifestyle and the

green spaces. Please do @hat we came here to enjoy.

R
o
&
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Wednesday, 25 November 2015 11:40 AM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission 238 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
Q \

Organisation @7

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
S

Postal Address Street Line 2 @

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

THORNLANDS, QLD

Postal Address State @

QLD %

Postal Addré@ry

As above

Q
Emai %s
N er

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
5-23 @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
No Answer @
Plan Type
No Answer Q

Q

Plan No Q

249470 @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Area / property specific
Centres and economy
Environment &

Infrastructure / transport / community faciliti
Land use / housing / subdivision

Natural hazards
Regional planning and growth manage

Other / drafting

Submission Details \

submission. Where relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
ect to; - Include the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and

2015

As a Rate payer local resident, I strongly object to the current council process and attitude of both the

Mayor and ouncillors in respect to the level of non-assistance and miss- information in addressing
that impacts on the local residents as well as other similar Redlands

s. It would appear that Council are preferencing land developers and making it very

&or no assistance from our Division 3 Councillor in this regard.. In respect to my objection on
Compliance: ¢ “Overall Outcomes for Park Residential Zone Code” as per 4.17.7 include 5 key

2
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characteristics, one of which is “Amenity”. This includes “contributing to a visual transition between urban
and rural or bush land areas”. Given 5-23 Lind Street is surrounded on three sides by acreage and in front by
lots that are almost double the 400 m2 block size, the zone would not provide the transition referred to. If
400 m2 blocks were to abut the existing acreages, there is no transition. * The inclusion of Low Density
Development of 400 m2 blocks in the estate is a loss of green space and visual amenity and detra m
the existing character of the surrounding estates. « Under 4.17.7 the Overall Outcomes for the Par@
Residential Zone require for the (b) Built Form and Density that (iv) “Building appearance is atible
with the preservation of semi-rural bush land setting”. Given the acreage lots may have multi@

abutting their property under a low density residential zone, the it would not be possible t etve the
(0 . 0

appearance of a semi-rural bush land and clearly no transition from rural to urban. Other O n issues: ®

I ask that the prese Co@rs as elected
servants to ALL rate payers must not allow the 3.7ha property south of Lind Street; ands, to be zoned

Low Density Residential as @
from the Land Agent and Council that the parcel of land in question was ated for “larger blocks”.

The
minimum block size should be comparable to existing blocks 1.e. with front of not less than 20 m and an

accommodate local traffic as well as emergency service vehicles.

area of not less than 600 sq m. * Also for new developments, the road ways should be wider to properly
Thornlands Qld @

Uploaded Submission Details < \©

No Answer

Disclosure Statement @

t

rovide your personal details. Your name and

sidered "properly made" under State Government

of an organisation, Council reserves the right to

publish the details of that organisation in the D edland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. Your

personal information will otherwise be -@* accordance with Council's Information Privacy Policy and
).

the Information Privacy Act 2009. Ydus persoal information won't be published or provided to any other
person or agency without your consen ss we are required by law to do so.

If you wish to make a formal submission you wil
address are required for your online submission
guidelines. If you are making the submission

be

S
RS
&
@&
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Thursday, 26 November 2015 12:48 PM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission 301 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
< \

Organisation @9

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
S

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

THORNLANDS, QLD

Postal Address State @

Qld %
ountry

Postal Addr

Property Details

Contrary to Public Interest Page 53 of 235



Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
5-23 Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
800 @
Plan Type
" N

Q

Plan No Q

155697 @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Environment @
Submission Details &

Please provide the details of your sub is@here relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or object % the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and

circumstances relied on in support of tHe grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan

2015 @
Your Submission Details \

1. The current zoning of thC s :'on of Lind Street is - Park Residential. This is listed under the
“Conservation” headin odland Planning maps. Indeed, it is listed as Koala habitat. The rezoning to
low density residential% t in blocks that are as little as 400m2 and therefore out of step with the
character of the surroundingdevelopment which consists of tree filled acreage on all three adjoining sides of
the block in questi%%arger residential blocks (approximately 700m2) on the other side of the road. The
rezoning to low denst sidential has a high potential to adversely impact on the ability of the area to
protect the 1 ildlige. Rezoning would significantly inhibit the movement of wildlife through this green
space as a resslt ofyncreased fencing and loss of habitat. This would result in a loss of amenity for local
wildlife, my family, my neighbors and the surrounding existing landholders.

<
Upl bnfission Details
N wer

Disclosure Statement
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If you wish to make a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your name and
address are required for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Government
guidelines. If you are making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves the right to
publish the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. Your
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Council's Information Privacy P and
the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provided to @er
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so. é
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Thursday, 26 November 2015 12:56 PM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission 303 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
Q \

Organisation @9

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
N

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

THORNLANDS, QLD

Postal Address State @

Qld %
ountry

Postal Addr

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
5-23 Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
800 @
Plan Type
" N

Q

Plan No Q

155697 @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Environment @
Submission Details &

Please provide the details of your sub is@here relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or object the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and

circumstances relied on in support of tHe grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan
2015

Your Submission Details \:’

The land at 5-23 Lind Stre -‘fh

ks on to acreage blocks which currently have building envelopes and
environmental protection o y5. For example, trees cannot be cut down and building is restricted to
portions of their total b% essence, these are restrictions to ensure that those existing residents do not
detrimentally impact on the&~xcharacter of the area and are a reflection of the importance of the wildlife area.
The rezoning to 10%6, significantly contrasts to the existing zoning of habitat protection as any
development would residf in the removal of habitat for wildlife, loss of green space and loss of amenity.

Uploaded Sehmission Details

If you wish to make a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your name and
address are required for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Government

2
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guidelines. If you are making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves the right to
publish the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. Your
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Council's Information Privacy Policy and
the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provided to any other
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so. @
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Thursday, 26 November 2015 12:58 PM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission 304 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
< \

Organisation @9

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
S

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

THORNLANDS, QLD

Postal Address State @

Qld %
ountry

Postal Addr

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
5-23 Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
800 @
Plan Type
" N

Q

Plan No Q

155697 @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Environment @
Submission Details &

Please provide the details of your sub is@here relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or object tQs the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and
circumstances relied on in support of tHe grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan
2015

Your Submission Details \:’

The block in question currefitiylhas a flood prone overlay. Water flows from the western side of the block to
the north east to the sto % detention basin and provides a water source and habitat to the many
Curlews, Water Fowl, %@ ocal Pheasants, Lorikeets, Cockatoos, (including Black Cockatoos), the local
Wallaby population and T s. The proposed rezoning to low density would have a detrimental impact on
the local wildlife a%%eﬁamenity of the residents who live in the area.

Uploaded s@@ Details

No Answey

ish to make a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your name and
e required for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Government
guidelines. If you are making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves the right to

2
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publish the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. Your
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Council's Information Privacy Policy and
the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provided to any other
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so.

<
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 24 November 2015 7:46 AM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission23 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
Q \

Organisation @9

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
N

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

THORNLANDS, QLD

Postal Address State @

qld %

Postal Addré@ry

Australia

Q
Emai %s
N er

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
5-23 Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
800 @
Plan Type
" N

Q

Plan No Q

155697 @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Land use / housing / subdivision @
Submission Details &

Please provide the details of your sub is@here relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or object tQs the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and
circumstances relied on in support of tHe grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan
2015

Your Submission Details \:’

please stop putting h@ It 's a beautiful area and I like the animals.

Uploaded Submission%
No Answer %

Disclosure S%@

If you wis @f a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your name and
addre g -;,_j\

e
e for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Government
) e making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves the right to

the Infemation Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provided to any other
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so.

2
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Friday, 27 November 2015 7:24 AM

To: Corporate eMailbox

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission345

Categories: Purple Category @5

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the respo&

Your Details

@
@QS
&

First Name

<
Surname (Family name)

Postal Address Street Line 1

Organisation @
No Answer @

Postal Address Street Line 2 é
No Answer \

Postal Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QL%

Postal Address S%&ﬁ

Qld
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Property Details
Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1 @
5-23 Lind street %
Property Address Street Line 2 @
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb \
THORNLANDS, QLD @
Lot number @
800
Plan Type @

Q

SP 1%

Plan No @
155697 @

Which of the following categories best descri@tent of your submission?
Land use / housing / subdivision &

Submission Details

Please provide the details of your sub&. Where relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or objecffos>Include the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and

circumstances relied on in supgx e grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan
2015

Your Submission Details

[ wantyd~qbject to the change in the zoning of the land My biggest concern
1s the increase in traffic espeefally around school time. There are two schools in the area and it gets very
congested already. My family
enjoy the wildlifg-n t ea due to the dam across the road and the open space. The proposed rezoning is
not consista th urrounding blocks of land and would be out of place. Thsnk you
Uploaded ission Details

<
No k
Di ure Statement
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If you wish to make a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your name and
address are required for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Government
guidelines. If you are making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves the right to
publish the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. Your
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Council's Information Privacy P and
the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provided to @er
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so. é
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Carissa Bell

From:

Sent: Thursday, 26 November 2015 3:28 PM

To: Corporate eMailbox

Subject: Draft Redland City Plan 2015 Submission

Attachments: Submission Redland City Plan 2015.Lind St.doc @
Please find attached Draft City Plan 2015 Submission @

Thank you \@
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Carissa Bell

From:

Sent: Wednesday, 25 November 2015 3:38 PM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Subject: Draft Redland City Plan 2015

Attachments: RCC Objection to Rezoning.docx

Chief Executive Officer @@

Attention: Draft Redland City Plan 2015

Redland City Council \

Dear Sir, Q)

Please find attached my objection to the Rezoning of 5-23 Lind Street, Thornlan s\ .ow-Density Residential.
| would appreciate my attached Objection being listed with other Objections pé{taipingta this matter.

If telephone contact is required at any time enient to you.

Regards,
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Wednesday, 18 November 2015 10:14 PM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission 54 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
Q \

Organisation

Nil @
Postal Address Street Line 1 &
Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @
Postal Address Suburb \
THORNLANDS, QLD

Postal Address State @

QLD %

Postal Addré@ry

Australia

Q
Emaz %s

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
5-23 Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
800 @
Plan Type
" N

Q

Plan No Q

155697 @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Area / property specific @
Submission Details &

Please provide the details of your sub is@here relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or object tQs the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and
circumstances relied on in support of tHe grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan
2015

Your Submission Details \:’

I believe the subject prope uld be included in the LDR2 precinct to preserve the amenity of adjoining
properties to the west an nd to avoid adverse traffic/movement situations on Lind Street and the
roundabout with Ziege% ad, and most importantly to facilitate safe wildlife movement and
preservation of habitat in the“ddjoining environmentally significant land to the east. LDR2 provides POs
which support rete% habitat, and that is important in this area. Leaving the area without a protecting
precinct would permi division to 400m2 and restrict the safe movement of wildlife from the properties
on Trundle th h to the corridor to the east. regularly see
wallabies ang¢ksignificant birdlife in that area. I understand the need to accommodate additional people, but

please ens does not compromise the values that makes this area special.
<

Upl m) sSion Details

N wer

Disclosure Statement
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If you wish to make a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your name and
address are required for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Government
guidelines. If you are making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves the right to
publish the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. Your
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Council's Information Privacy P and
the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provided to @er
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so. é
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Monday, 23 November 2015 8:15 PM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission12 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
Q \

Organisation @9

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
S

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

REDLAND BAY, QLD

Postal Address State @

QLD %

Postal Addré@ry

Australia

Q
Emaz %s

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
No Answer @
Plan Type
No Answer Q

Q

Plan No Q

No Answer @

Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Area / property specific

Environment

Land use / housing / subdivision

Regional planning and growth managemen

Submission Details %@

Please provide the details of your s ion. Where relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or abje ; - Include the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and

circumstances relied on in suppo
2015

Your Submission Details@

Chief Executive Ofﬁcg/h\hgwion: Draft Redland City Plan 2015 Redland City Council PO Box 21
Cleveland, QLD 4%{ECTION TO REZONING 5-23 LIND STREET THORNLANDS AS LOW
DENSITY RESI The publication issued to advise residents of the Redland City plan contains the
following te evan,for Lind Street. A 3.7ha property south of Lind Street, Thornlands, is proposed to be
zoned Low De¢ esidential. It is currently zoned Park Residential. The site is close to several schools,
can be serviged\Dy existing infrastructure and is accessed through a similar Low Density Residential area.

- PH9470 Legal Description: Lot 800 SP 155697 Division Number: 3 Grounds for

reet current zoning in PD On-Line (click to enlarge) Lind Street current zoning in PD On-
o'enlarge) I am writing to lodge an objection to the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 for the

grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan

residential. The land at 5-23 Lind Street is currently zoned as park residential and currently has overlays as
described above. The objection is based on the following: Environment 1. The current zoning of the section

2
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of Lind Street is — Park Residential. This is listed under the “Conservation” heading on the Redland
Planning maps. Indeed, it is listed as Koala habitat. The rezoning to low density residential may result in
blocks that are as little as 400m2 and therefore out of step with the character of the surrounding
development which consists of tree filled acreage on all three adjoining sides of the block in question and
larger residential blocks (approximately 700m2) on the other side of the road. The rezoning to lo ity
residential has a high potential to adversely impact on the ability of the area to protect the local w\'@
Rezoning would significantly inhibit the movement of wildlife through this green space as a rl 0
Y1)

increased fencing and loss of habitat. This would result in a loss of amenity for local wildlife, , my
family, my neighbors and the surrounding existing landholders. Current overlays (click to Current
overlays (click to enlarge) 2. The land at 5-23 Lind Street backs on to acreage blocks whie ¢ ntly have

building is restricted to portions of their total blocks. In essence, these are restrictiQns re that those
existing residents do not detrimentally impact on the character of the area and are axflection of the
importance of the wildlife area. The rezoning to low density significantly contr:@ existing zoning of

building envelopes and environmental protection overlays. For example, trees cannot own and

habitat protection as any development would result in the removal of habitas fo dJife, loss of green space
and loss of amenity. 3. The block in question currently has a flood prone z@) . Water flows from the
western side of the block to the north east to the storm water detention basi 4nd provides a water source
and habitat to the many Curlews, Water Fowl, Ducks, local Pheasants, LoriRegts, Cockatoos, (including
Black Cockatoos), the local Wallaby population and Turtles. The propased rezoning to low density would
have a detrimental impact on the local wildlife and the amenity of thg're€sidents who live in the area. 4. The

proposed rezoning may result in the removal of the stormwater dam.{hds provides a means of access to
enable the wildlife to exist in the suburbs. Removal of this sto m would remove the presence of
both wildlife, native plants and green space for the existinggpesi sulting in a loss of amenity for the

existing local residents. Indeed, it could be replaced by a 103 %‘ would increase noise and create
additional traffic hazards for local residents. 5. The planni e states that a Specific Outcome is that
fencing does not inhibit the movement of native animal (\“ saliHots will have significant impacts on the
ability of native animals to move in this important natura @’ at area. 6. The current zoning of Park
Residential allows the retention of native plants. (4. d) (i) e.) As the native plants are consumed by
the local fauna. For example, Wallabies eat the lo rass’and Cockatoos eat the Shee Oak trees. If the
protection for the food of the wildlife is remove er density and even if it is taken away and later
replaced by replanting in whatever vacant land fem left, the existing land based animals such as
wallabies would either move or starve. The consfruction of 400m2 blocks is not consistent with supporting
local wildlife. 7. I note that the Enhance a for bushland has been removed from the Proposed Plan.
The retention of this overlay is a fun%Ij ier to the urban areas and a buffer between the

e

Environmentally Significant zones to st of the block. I note that the wallabies appear to require
adequate distance to live in the are an noise and movement scares them. It is crucial that this
overlay remains so that the Envi o@y Significant zone is fully usable for wildlife. Removing this
Enhancement Area will result &% ironmentally Significant zone simply become the next buffer zone!
It will result in the destruction of wildtife in this area. Built Form and Density Lind Street proposed zoning

in the Draft City Plan show, arge block excluded from LDR2 zoning (click to enlarge) Lind Street
proposed zoning in the Dr Plan showing a large block excluded from LDR2 zoning (click to enlarge)
PAr

8. The “Overall Outco ark Residential Zone Code” as per 4.17.7 include 5 key characteristics, one
of which is “Amenity”. fhcludes “contributing to a visual transition between urban and rural or
bushland areas”. Gi¥en 5-23 Lind Street is surrounded on three sides by acreage and in front by lots that are
almost double th%block size, the zone would not provide the transition referred to. If 400m2 blocks
were to abut Qg acreages, there is no transition. The inclusion of Low Density Development of
400m2 blocks 1 estate is a loss of green space and visual amenity and detracts from the existing

iven the acreage lots may have multiple lots abutting their property under a low density
al zowe, the it would not be possible to preserve the appearance of a semi-rural bushland and clearly
from rural to urban. Traffic, Parking, Emergency Vehicle and Service Vehicle Access 10. The
proposed,access to the Lind Street property is stated as being through “similar Low Density Residential”.
Given that low density can now include blocks as low as 400m2, the impact on the residents currently living

3
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on the access — Lind Street — could be considerable. The “similar” current blocks are approximately 700 m2
with approximately 20 metre frontages. Given the low density blocks may be as small as 400m2 the
“similar” blocks are almost double in size and potentially double the street frontage. I consider the statement
in the flyer in the City Plan is misleading when it states that “the site is .... accessed through a similar Low
Density Residential area” as allowing 400m2 lots (i.e. halving the lot size) is at odds with the existj
development and should not be considered “similar”. 11. At the time of purchasing, a covenant e d
i
gy};’.i |

W movements

which restricted development to ensure the development standards and planning scheme inte
maintained for the area. The development of smaller size blocks with access roads from Lind
reduce the tranquility of the area by the addition of considerably more traffic. Parking on
Street is already a challenge with the narrow road only just sufficient for garbage truck pi

provision of roads) could be built on that land. Given most families have twoy es/and traffic planning
fenits inthe “Lind Street access”
& tights. Based on the traffic
movements, my family residing in a narrow residential street would be exposed,to approximately 900
vehicle movements instead of the peaceful amenity of bush land frontage. This provides a considerable
decrease in amenity for local residents. 13. The width of Lind Stree ite narrow. If residents park on the
street, a car must venture to the other side of the road to pass. If resi were to park on either side of the
road it would block it. Residents already currently park on the vecantsidé of Lind Street as a courtesy to
prevent any impact on traffic. Given the rezoning may resu{$ in maller lot sizes, the access road will
likely become very congested and existing residents woul &%park on the road instead of the footpath
&] rz

37000 metres and that blocks could be as small as 400m2, it is possible that up l@a ks (less the

as the vacant side of Lind Street would also be utilised by dents or guests parking their cars on the
road. This would block the street. Residents’ safety cou sk as emergency services vehicles such as
ambulances and fire engines may be obstructed due to gestion of vehicles and narrow roads. 14. Part
of the area and the area south west of the Lind Stre also zoned a medium bushfire hazard. The
proposed rezoning to low density residential will increase the presence of vehicles in the area and
with the very narrow residential streets, restrict s to emergency vehicles if there was a fire, putting
residents (including the additional proposed rg§idents), dwellings, wildlife and nature at high risk. 15. The
proposed development would require cars to ac the site via the roundabout on Conley Avenue, Vintage

Drive and Ziegenfusz Road. This rounda Iready overloaded with residents experiencing difficulty
leaving the area at school times. The &ddit up to 100 — 200 new vehicles accessing this roundabout
would adversely impact on the ability idents to egress the estate. Given parents/carers dropping
children off at school already park i ley Avenue and Trundle Street this will create considerable traffic

children and their carers. In addi viously during heavy downpours, this roundabout has flooded
which has prevented two wheel ehicles from departing the estate. 16. As many residents work in

Brisbane city, the provisiosport services is an important element for residents in the Lind Street
)

issues given the narrow streets%re e in population and cars may endanger the safety of school aged
driv

surrounds. The only direct pilable for residents walking to a stop is the 273 (other further away stops
require driving to the s% closest stop is on Moselle Drive. Given Zigenfusz is already busy
especially at peak work a hool times and yet to be fully impacted by the increase in traffic volumes
from the recent Pinibands developments, Zigunfusz Road already very busy would be difficult to safely
cross. If the rezon%&@\rs a pedestrian crossing would be required to cross this Ziegunfusz road. Potential
Flooding Im ~&iven part of the lot is already marked as flood prone, the flow of water will be
impacted by thexdeyeloper and the eventual residences that are proposed to be built on the site. This may
adversely 1 Pactonthe existing adjacent residences and local watercourses as the timing of water flows
down the h f@'} altered. Although there has been no issue to date to the existing residences, altering the
timin % figws by any proposed development may create a flooding issue. 18. The area south of Lind
s not have sewerage but instead relies on alternate treatment systems (septic). Residents have
ted in septic systems. A concern is held that they may be later requested to make a contribution
to co t to the sewerage infrastructure that will be required to be constructed? Summary The current
character of the estate is embodied by the prevalence of nature in an urban environment, children playing in

[}
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the narrow suburban streets and low traffic volumes (except for the Conley Avenue in school times). The
proposed rezoning will increase noise, increase traffic volumes, reduce the presence of local wildlife, reduce
the ambience created by the green space and overall destroy the character of the estate for existing residents.
To be clear, I am not opposed to the development of the land in question with the existing planning scheme.
However rezoning the property to low density residential which may involve blocks as low as 40

provides the risk of development which is significantly out of character with the transition from the/4gcrgage
(more rural) blocks to 700 m2 urban blocks People invest in the Redlands to live, to work, to uptheir
families, enjoy the lifestyle and the green spaces. Please do not destroy what we came here to%

Uploaded Submission Details

fog
@

Disclosure Statement

If you wish to make a formal submission you will need to provide your pg 1 defails. Your name and
address are required for your online submission to be comsidered "prope ade"under State Government
guidelines. If you are making the submission on behalflox an organisation, cil reserves the right to
publish the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. Your
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Information Privacy Policy and

the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't ublished or provided to any other

person or agency without your consent unless we are required bo 0 sO.
< \
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CarissaB
Sticky Note
Check not proforma


Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 24 November 2015 7:33 AM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission20 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
Q \

Organisation @9

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
S

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

ALEXANDRA HILLS, Q]@
Postal Address State %
" %0\9

Postal Addr@@ry

Australia

Q
Emaz %s

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
5-23 Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
800 @
Plan Type
" N

Q

Plan No Q

155697 @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Land use / housing / subdivision @
Submission Details &

Please provide the details of your sub is@here relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or object tQs the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and
circumstances relied on in support of tHe grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan
2015

Your Submission Details \:’

I am a resident of "3" dra Hills My family and I
are concerned with the .{%l ity Draft Plan and object. My main concern is the level of development

intensity in the Redlan

The development will change’the feel of the area if housing is too dense. The location contains lots of

wildlife my famil% see Traffic will be increased considerably during peak times in the
e

estate. [ am conc ause this development may affect the whole of Redlands not Just where I will be
living. Coun@@elopment push will destroy the great feel of the Redland area. Thanks you

Uploa@e& spion Details

N
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If you wish to make a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your name and
address are required for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Government
guidelines. If you are making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves the right to
publish the details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. Your
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Council's Information Privacy P and
the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provided to @er
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so. é
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 24 November 2015 7:38 AM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission21 é@

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
< \

Organisation

No Answer é
Postal Address Street Line 1 &

Postal Address Street Line 2 %@

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

Postal Address State %@

N %0\9
Postal Addré@ry

Australia

Q
Emaz %s

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
5-23 Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
800 @
Plan Type
" N

Q

Plan No Q

155697 @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Land use / housing / subdivision @
Submission Details &

Please provide the details of your sub is@here relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or object tQs the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and
circumstances relied on in support of tHe grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan
2015

Your Submission Details \:’

Just a quick note to let y ow that I oppose the development in Lind Street.
e worried by the development push in the redland city. Block sizes are
becoming too small an% life will be effected

Uploaded Submiéy\’A\Q)ﬁetails
No Answer @

publishxthe details of that organisation in the Draft Redland City Plan 2015 submission reporting. Your
personal information will otherwise be treated in accordance with Council's Information Privacy Policy and

2
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the Information Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provided to any other
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so.
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Carissa Bell

From: Your Say Redlands <notifications@engagementhq.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 24 November 2015 7:42 AM
To: Corporate eMailbox

Anonymous User just submitted the survey 'City Plan Submission' with the responses bela

Subject: Anonymous User completed City Plan Submission22 é@

Your Details @
Title @\
First Name 2

Surname (Family name) §
< \

Organisation @7

No Answer

Postal Address Street Line 1 @
N

Postal Address Street Line 2 @

No Answer @

Postal Address Suburb \

THORNLANDS, QLD

Postal Address State @

Qld %

Postal Addré@ry

Australia

Q
Emai %s
N er

Property Details
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Does your submission relate to a specific property? If so, please provide the details of the property
Property Address Street Line 1
5-23 Lind Street @
Property Address Street Line 2 %
No Answer @
Property Address Suburb @
THORNLANDS, QLD \
Lot number @
800 @
Plan Type
. N

Q

Plan No Q

155697 @
Which of the following categories best describes the of your submission?

Infrastructure / transport / community facilities @
Submission Details &

Please provide the details of your sub is@here relevant, please include: - Aspects of the Draft City
Plan 2015 that you support or object tQs the grounds (reasons) for the submission and the facts and
circumstances relied on in support of tHe grounds; - References to specific sections of the Draft City Plan
2015

Your Submission Details \Q
I don't want you to c@e wildlife away
Uploaded Submission%
No Answer %
Disclosure S%@

If you wis @f a formal submission you will need to provide your personal details. Your name and
addre g -;,_j\

e
e for your online submission to be considered "properly made" under State Government
) e making the submission on behalf of an organisation, Council reserves the right to

the Infemation Privacy Act 2009. Your personal information won't be published or provided to any other
person or agency without your consent unless we are required by law to do so.

2
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CarissaB
Sticky Note
Review 





(i1) Rezoning the land without due process circumvents significant checks and balances

which are in place to preserve the features of the environment and bushland habitat

values. This is governed by State and Local laws. For example no Ecological or @
Environmental Assessments have been performed (Policies 4 and 5), nor a Social and

Economic Impact Assessment (Policy 12). @

(iii) The Bushfire Hazard overlay has changed from RPS V7 to CityPlan 2015 for no
explicable reason. The RPS V7 overlay currently encompasses the eastern quarter
Lot as a medium bushfire hazard which imposes significant safety measures (

1, CityPlan 8.2.2) on any development plans. The trees have continued t&sco e risk
is increasing with time.

(iv) Delayed development. @

An extension of an existing development approval was issued in ve
2011/28092011).

This was after extensions in June 2008 for two years, and Jul 0 for one year, and two

years again in 2011. | am not aware of any extensions since tien. Wrastructure

contributions were paid 24/05/2010. Comment was made: bhough a two year

extension was granted in 2011, they should have con<17ple il and environmental works

D
©

(v) The recent approval of the Serpentine d development in southern Redland
Bay of 4000 homes, in conjunction with t 0 East Thornlands and Kinross
developments removes pressure for smﬁ evelopments. Due process for infill should

within 12 months.

be observed.

(vi) Rezoning this Lot would no <> possible via a simple letter without the formal
processes if applied against the 7—if in effect, or against the proposed CityPlan 2015

if in full effect, so why shouldithe sidered without due process just because there is a
change-over between the t la

AN
g@
S
@&
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THORNLANDS — 73 individuals
BIRKDALE — 6 individuals
CLEVELAND — 8 individuals
LAMB ISLAND - 1 individual
ORMISTON - 5 individuals
SHAILER PARK— 1 individual
REDLAND BAY- 14 individuals
SHELDON — 1 individual

ALEXANDRA HILLS — 7 individual

CAPALABA — 1 individual
CLEVELAND — 7 individuals
VICTORIA POINT — 8 individuals

MOUNT COTTON - 6 individuals

SUBURB TALLY

<

PARKINSON — 1 individual
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= Thornlands

= Birkdale

= Cleveland

= Lamb Island

= Ormiston

= Shailer Park

= Redland Bay
= Sheldon

= Alexandra Hills
= Capalaba

= Cleveland

= Victoria Point
= Mount Cotton

= Parkinson
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