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SPECIAL MEETING 
HELD AT THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 91 - 93 BLOOMFIELD STREET, CLEVELAND QLD 

ON TUESDAY, 7 JANUARY 2020 AT 9.30AM 

 

1 DECLARATION OF OPENING 

The Mayor declared the meeting open at 9.30am and acknowledged the Quandamooka people, 
who are the traditional custodians of the land on which Council meets. 

The Mayor also paid Council’s respect to their elders, past and present, and extended that respect 
to other indigenous Australians who are present. 

2 RECORD OF ATTENDANCE AND LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Cr Karen Williams (Mayor), Cr Wendy Boglary (Division 1), Cr 
Peter Mitchell (Division 2), Cr Paul Gollè (Division 3), Cr Lance 
Hewlett (Deputy Mayor and Division 4), Cr Mark Edwards 
(Division 5), Cr Julie Talty (Division 6), Cr Murray Elliott (Division 
7), Cr Tracey Huges (Division 8), Cr Paul Gleeson (Division 9), Cr 
Paul Bishop (Division 10) 

EXECUTIVE LEADERSHIP TEAM: Andrew Chesterman (Chief Executive Officer), Louise Rusan 
(General Manager Community & Customer Services), Deborah 
Corbett-Hall (Chief Financial Officer), Andrew Ross (General 
Counsel), Peter Best (General Manager Infrastructure & 
Operations), Tony Beynon (Group Manager Corporate 
Governance) 

MINUTES: Debra Weeks Corporate Meetings & Registers Supervisor 
(Acting) 

COUNCILLOR ABSENCES DURING THE MEETING 

There were no Councillor absences during the meeting. 
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3 DECLARATION OF MATERIAL PERSONAL INTEREST OR CONFLICT OF INTEREST ON ANY 
ITEMS OF BUSINESS 

3.1  CONFLICT OF INTEREST - CR WENDY BOGLARY 

Cr Wendy Boglary declared a Perceived Conflict of Interest in Item 4.1 MCU 19/035 Material 
Change of Use for Multiple Dwelling at 18 Chermside Street, Wellington Point stating that she 
believes a business associate of the applicant involved in ‘Go 2 Your Room’, which is associated 
with this application, is a potential candidate in the 2020 Local Government Election for Division 1. 

Cr Boglary considered her position and was firmly of the opinion that she could participate in the 
debate and vote on the matter in the public interest. 

COUNCIL RESOLUTION 2020/1 

Moved by:  Cr Paul Bishop 
Seconded by: Cr Paul Gleeson 

That Cr Wendy Boglary has a Perceived Conflict of Interest in Item 4.1 MCU 19/035 Material 
Change of Use for Multiple Dwelling at 18 Chermside Street, Wellington Point. 

CARRIED 9/1 

Crs Karen Williams, Peter Mitchell, Paul Gollè, Mark Edwards, Julie Talty, Murray Elliott, Tracey 
Huges, Paul Gleeson and Paul Bishop voted FOR the motion. 

Cr Lance Hewlett voted AGAINST the motion. 

Cr Wendy Boglary did not participate in the vote. 

The motion that Cr Boglary had a Perceived Conflict of Interest was CARRIED.  

Another vote was taken to determine if Cr Boglary could remain in the room and vote on the 
matter in the public interest.  

COUNCIL RESOLUTION 2020/2 

Moved by:  Cr Paul Bishop 
Seconded by: Cr Peter Mitchell 

That Cr Wendy Boglary can remain in the room and participate in the debate and vote on the 
matter in the public interest. 

CARRIED 7/3 

Crs Karen Williams, Peter Mitchell, Paul Gollè, Lance Hewlett, Murray Elliott, Tracey Huges and 
Paul Bishop voted FOR the motion. 

Crs Mark Edwards, Julie Talty and Paul Gleeson voted AGAINST the motion. 

Cr Wendy Boglary did not participate in the vote. 

The motion that Cr Boglary could remain in the room was CARRIED.  

Cr Boglary remained in the room for the item and voted FOR the motion. 
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3.2   ANOTHER COUNCILLOR’S CONFLICT OF INTEREST – CR JULIE TALTY 

Cr Julie Talty declared that she reasonably believed or suspected that Cr Wendy Boglary had a Real 
Conflict of Interest in Item 4.1 MCU 19/035 Material Change of Use for Multiple Dwelling at 18 
Chermside Street, Wellington Point stating that the applicant was also a candidate in the 
forthcoming Local Government Election and that she had telephoned the applicant on the advice 
of an officer, confirming that he was both a candidate in Division 1 and an owner with financial 
loss likely to impact should the proposal by the Division 1 Councillor to refuse gain support.  Cr 
Talty stated that she believed such financial impact on an opposition candidate reflects a real 
conflict in Cr Boglary’s role. 

Cr Talty proposed that Cr Boglary leave the meeting while the matter was debated and the vote 
was taken. 

A motion was put forward and voted on as follows: 

COUNCIL RESOLUTION 2020/3 

Moved by:  Cr Julie Talty 
Seconded by: Cr Paul Gleeson 

That Cr Wendy Boglary has a Real Conflict of Interest in Item 4.1 MCU 19/035 Material Change 
of Use for Multiple Dwelling at 18 Chermside Street, Wellington Point. 

LOST 3/7 

Crs Mark Edwards, Julie Talty and Paul Gleeson voted FOR the motion. 

Crs Karen Williams, Peter Mitchell, Paul Gollè, Lance Hewlett, Murray Elliott, Tracey Huges and 
Paul Bishop voted AGAINST the motion. 

Cr Wendy Boglary did not participate in the vote. 

The motion that Cr Boglary had a Real Conflict of Interest was LOST.   

Cr Boglary remained in the room for the item and voted FOR the motion. 

3.3  CONFLICT OF INTEREST – CR MARK EDWARDS 

Cr Mark Edwards declared a Perceived Conflict of Interest in Item 4.1 MCU 19/035 Material 
Change of Use for Multiple Dwelling at 18 Chermside Street, Wellington Point stating that in his 
role as a Councillor and Redlands resident, Todd Reinke has contacted him on several occasions 
regarding his building interests in Division 5.  The plans presented in Item 4.1 are under the name 
of ‘Go 2 Your Room’.  Mr Reinke is a director of this company.  Mr Reinke has announced he will 
be a candidate the next Council Election.  Cr Edwards stated that he believed that could be 
perceived as a Conflict of Interest for councillors. 

Cr Edwards considered his position and was firmly of the opinion that he could participate in the 
debate and vote on the matter in the public interest. 
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COUNCIL RESOLUTION 2020/4 

Moved by:  Cr Paul Bishop 
Seconded by: Cr Wendy Boglary 

That Cr Mark Edwards has a Perceived Conflict of Interest in Item 4.1 MCU 19/035 Material 
Change of Use for Multiple Dwelling at 18 Chermside Street, Wellington Point. 

LOST 5/5 By the casting vote of the Chair. 

Crs Wendy Boglary, Paul Gollè, Julie Talty, Murray Elliott and Paul Bishop voted FOR the motion. 

Crs Karen Williams, Peter Mitchell, Lance Hewlett, Tracey Huges and Paul Gleeson voted AGAINST 
the motion. 

Cr Mark Edwards did not participate in the vote 

The motion that Cr Edwards had a Perceived Conflict of Interest was LOST, no further vote was 
required.   

Cr Edwards remained in the room for the item and voted AGAINST the motion. 

3.4  CONFLICT OF INTEREST - CR JULIE TALTY 

Cr Julie Talty declared a Perceived Conflict of Interest in Item 4.1 MCU 19/035 Material Change of 
Use for Multiple Dwelling at 18 Chermside Street, Wellington Point stating that she has an 
acquaintance with one of the owners of the applicant company who has declared he is a candidate 
for another Division in the 2020 Local Government Election. 

Cr Talty considered her position and was firmly of the opinion that she could participate in the 
debate and vote on the matter in the public interest. 

OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION/COUNCIL RESOLUTION 2020/5 

Moved by:  Cr Paul Bishop 
Seconded by: Cr Wendy Boglary 

That Cr Julie Talty has a Perceived Conflict in Item 4.1 MCU 19/035 Material Change of Use for 
Multiple Dwelling at 18 Chermside Street, Wellington Point. 

LOST 3/7 

Crs Wendy Boglary, Paul Gollè and Paul Bishop voted FOR the motion. 

Crs Karen Williams, Peter Mitchell, Lance Hewlett, Mark Edwards, Murray Elliott, Tracey Huges and 
Paul Gleeson voted AGAINST the motion. 

Cr Julie Talty did not participate in the vote 

The motion that Cr Talty had a Perceived Conflict of Interest was LOST, no further vote was 
required. 

Cr Talty remained in the room for the item and voted AGAINST the motion. 
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Cr Wendy Boglary declared a Perceived Conflict of Interest in the following item stating that she 
believes a business associate of the applicant involved in ‘Go 2 Your Room’, which is associated 
with this application, is a potential candidate in the 2020 Local Government Election for Division 1. 

Cr Boglary remained in the room for the item and voted FOR the motion. 

Cr Mark Edwards declared a Perceived Conflict of Interest in the following item stating that in his 
role as a Councillor and Redlands resident, Todd Reinke has contacted him on several occasions 
regarding his building interests in Division 5.  The plans presented in item 4.1 are under the name 
of ‘Go 2 Your Room’.  Mr Reinke is a director of this company.  Mr Reinke has announced he will 
be a candidate in the next Council Election.  Cr Edwards believed that could be perceived as a 
conflict of interest for councillors. 

Cr Edwards remained in the room and voted AGAINST the motion. 

Cr Julie Talty declared a Perceived Conflict of Interest in the following item stating that she has an 
acquaintance with one of the owners of the applicant company who has declared he is a candidate 
for another Division in the 2020 Local Government Election. 

Cr Talty remained in the room and voted AGAINST the motion. 

4 REPORTS FROM COMMUNITY & CUSTOMER SERVICES 

4.1 MCU19/0135 MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE FOR MULTIPLE DWELLING AT 18 CHERMSIDE 
STREET, WELLINGTON POINT 

Objective Reference: A4298191 

Authorising Officer: Louise Rusan, General Manager Community & Customer Services 

Responsible Officer: David Jeanes, Group Manager City Planning & Assessment  

Report Author: Chris Vize, Service Manager Planning Assessment  

Attachments: 1. Proposal plan ⇩  
2. Site aerial ⇩  
3. Zoning context ⇩  
4. Conditions of approval ⇩   

  
PURPOSE 

This development application is referred to Council for determination. 

Council has received an application seeking a development permit for a material change of use 
(code assessment) for a multiple dwelling (10 units) on an allotment zoned medium density 
residential, on land at 18 Chermside Street, Wellington Point (Lots 43 and 44 on RP 14168).  

The owner of the property is Daln Pty Ltd As Trustee and the applicant is Daln Pty Ltd c/- DTS 
Group. 

The proposal is code assessable as per Table 5.4.3 of the medium density residential zone – 
categories of development assessment. The application was made in accordance with the Planning 
Act 2016 (PACT).  

Key issues in the assessment of the application are: 

 streetscape; and 
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 car parking. 

These issues have been addressed in the report. The application has been assessed against the 
relevant sections of the City Plan as well as other applicable planning instruments and is 
considered to comply with the benchmarks. 

Accordingly it is recommended that the application be granted a development permit, subject to 
conditions. The applicant will be required to obtain a number of additional permits prior to 
construction of the development. 

ISSUES 

DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL & SITE DESCRIPTION 

Proposal 

The proposal is for a multiple dwelling comprising 10 one bedroom units (refer Attachment 1). The 
proposed building height is 9 metres above natural ground level and will be two storey. The 
specific design parameters are as follows: 

Description Characteristics 

Ground floor 
2 units with one bedroom, living area and bathroom 
10 resident parking spaces 
1 visitor parking space 

First Floor Plan 
8 units, each with one bedroom, living area, bathroom and balcony facing Chermside 
Street 

Site Cover Approximately 462m² over 810m² = 57% 

Open Space 
Private open space: 
Ground floor units - 52m² & 44m² 
First floor units – 11.6m² balconies 

Site & Locality 

The subject site has an area of 810m² and currently accommodates a dwelling house and shed. 
The lot has a street frontage of approximately 40m to Chermside Street and 20m to Roberts 
Street. No significant vegetation exists on the site. 

The surrounding land to the north, south and west is zoned medium density residential and 
contains a mix of dwelling houses and multiple dwellings. Council-owned land containing a 
number of community uses exists to the south of the site. The land to the east of the site is zoned 
low density residential and accommodates dwelling houses. 

Attachments 2 and 3 of the report shows the subject site in context. 

A 150mm diameter reticulated sewer exists on the adjoining property to the north and a sewer 
manhole is present in the road verge in the north-east corner of the site. Reticulated water supply 
is available in both Chermside and Roberts streets. The land falls from the west to the east of the 
site at a very gentle grade. 

ASSESSMENT FRAMEWORK 

Planning Act 2016 (PACT) 

The application has been made in accordance with the Planning Act Development Assessment 
Rules and constitutes a code assessable application for material change of use under the City Plan. 

In accordance with section 45 of the Planning Act 2016: 
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‘(3) A code assessment is an assessment that must be carried out only— 

(a) against the assessment benchmarks in a categorising instrument for the 
development; and 

(b)  having regard to any matters prescribed by regulation for this paragraph. 

(6)  Subsections (7) and (8) apply if an assessment manager is, under subsection (3) or (5), 
assessing a development application against or having regard to— 

(a) a statutory instrument; or 

(b) another document applied, adopted or incorporated (with or without changes) in a 
statutory instrument. 

(7)  The assessment manager must assess the development application against or having 
regard to the statutory instrument, or other document, as in effect when the development 
application was properly made. 

(8) However, the assessment manager may give the weight the assessment manager 
considers is appropriate, in the circumstances, to— 

(a) if the statutory instrument or other document is amended or replaced after the 
development application is properly made but before it is decided by the assessment 
manager—the amended or replacement instrument or document; or 

(b) another statutory instrument— 

(i) that comes into effect after the development application is properly made but 
before it is decided by the assessment manager; and 

(ii) that the assessment manager would have been required to assess, or could have 
assessed, the development application against, or having regard to, if the 
instrument had been in effect when the application was properly made. 

Section 27 of the Planning Regulation 2017 identifies that: 

‘(1) For section 45(3)(b) of the Act, the code assessment must be carried out having regard 
to— 

(a) the matters stated in schedules 9 and 10 for the development; and 

(b) if the prescribed assessment manager is the chief executive— 

(i) the strategic outcomes for the local government area stated in the planning 
scheme; and 

(ii) the purpose statement stated in the planning scheme for the zone and any 
overlay applying to the premises under the planning scheme; and 

(iii) the strategic intent and desired regional outcomes stated in the regional plan 
for a region; and 

(iv) the State Planning Policy, parts C and D; and 

(v) for premises designated by the Minister—the designation for the premises; and 

(c) if the prescribed assessment manager is a person other than the chief executive or 
the local government—the planning scheme; and 
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(d) if the prescribed assessment manager is a person other than the chief executive— 

(i) the regional plan for a region, to the extent the regional plan is not identified in 
the planning scheme as being appropriately integrated in the planning scheme; 
and 

(ii) the State Planning Policy, to the extent the State Planning Policy is not identified 
in the planning scheme as being appropriately integrated in the planning 
scheme; and 

(iii) for designated premises—the designation for the premises; and 

(e) any temporary State planning policy applying to the premises; and 

(f) any development approval for, and any lawful use of, the premises or adjacent 
premises; and 

(g) the common material. 

(2) However— 

(a) an assessment manager may, in assessing development requiring code assessment, 
consider a matter mentioned in subsection (1) only to the extent the assessment 
manager considers the matter is relevant to the development; and 

(b) if an assessment manager is required to carry out code assessment against 
assessment benchmarks in an instrument stated in subsection (1), this section does 
not require the assessment manager to also have regard to the assessment 
benchmarks.’ 

Decision making framework 

Section 60 of the Planning Act 2016 states that: 

‘(2) To the extent the application involves development that requires code assessment, and 
subject to section 62, the assessment manager, after carrying out the assessment— 

(a) must decide to approve the application to the extent the development complies with 
all of the assessment benchmarks for the development; and 

(b) may decide to approve the application even if the development does not comply 
with some of the assessment benchmarks; and 

Examples— 

1  An assessment manager may approve an application for development that does not 
comply with some of the benchmarks if the decision resolves a conflict between the 
benchmarks. 

2  An assessment manager may approve an application for development that does not 
comply with some of the benchmarks if the decision resolves a conflict between the 
benchmarks and a referral agency’s response. 

(c) may impose development conditions on an approval; and 

(d) may, to the extent the development does not comply with some or all the 
assessment benchmarks, decide to refuse the application only if compliance can not 
be achieved by imposing development conditions. 

Example of a development condition— 
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A development condition that affects the way the development is carried out, or the 
management of uses or works that are the natural and ordinary consequence of the 
development, but does not have the effect of changing the type of development applied for.’ 

Assessment summary 

The table below identifies the applicable assessment benchmarks and matters prescribed by 
Regulation that were considered in the assessment of the development application. 

Assessment Benchmarks: City Plan V3 

 Medium density residential zone code 

 Healthy Waters code 

 Infrastructure Works code 

 Landscape code 

 Transport, Servicing, Access and Parking code 
 

Matters prescribed by 
Regulation 

 State Planning Policy 2017 

 South East Queensland Regional Plan 2017 

 Planning Regulation 2017, Schedule 11, Part 6 

The key issues identified in the assessment were: 

 streetscape; and 

 car parking. 

The application complies with the assessment benchmarks and matters prescribed by regulation. 

Issue Performance assessment 

Streetscape The design and layout of the development provides an attractive streetscape through the 
provision of balconies facing both street frontages, projections and recesses in the façade 
and variations in building materials and roof form. 

Car parking Sufficient car parking spaces are provided to meet the demands of the development. 
Manoeuvring into one of the car parking spaces is obstructed, and therefore a condition has 
been included to ensure that the design meets the Australian Standard AS2890. 
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APPLICATION ASSESSMENT 

The most relevant parts of the assessment are discussed below. 

Streetscape 

Performance outcome PO13 of the medium density residential code states: 

‘Design elements contribute to an interesting and attractive streetscape and building 
through: 

1) the provision of projections and recesses in the facade which reflect changes of 
internal functions of buildings, including circulation; 

2) variations in material and building form; 
3) modulation in the facade, horizontally or vertically; 
4) articulation of building entrances and openings; and 
5) corner treatments to address both street frontages.’ 

Performance outcome PO14 of the medium density residential code states that: 

‘Design elements promote a subtropical and climate responsive design character 
through: 

1) the use of deep verandahs, decks and eaves, and 

2) integration of buildings within landscape planting.’ 

Performance outcome PO15 of the medium density residential code states that: 

‘Roof form assists in reducing the appearance of building bulk by: 

1) articulating individual buildings;   

2) incorporating variety in design;   

3) incorporating a roof pitch, gable or the like in buildings up to 13m; and  

4) screening plant and equipment, such as vents, lift over-runs or solar energy and 
storm water collectors.’ 

The proposed building layout and design is considered to meet PO13, PO14 and PO15 as follows: 

 The first floor of the building contains balconies that overlook both Chermside and Roberts 
streets and reflect a sub-tropical design. 

 The proposed development incorporates articulation to Chermside Street by extending every 
second balcony forward, as well as the roof plane above. 

 The Roberts Street elevation includes modulation in the façade with a small balcony and 
protruding bathroom wall. 

 Both frontages incorporate landscaping within the site to soften the built form. 

 Variation in building materials and elements including rendered walls, laser cut metal 
patterned screening, full vertical screening to part of the balconies, aluminium batten 
balustrade and vertical cladding to the roof projections. 

 The underside of the slab includes a screening element at the driveway entrance to assist in 
concealing services in the car parking area. 
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 A pedestrian entry gatehouse on Chermside Street provides a clear entrance to the site for 
first floor unit occupants, separated from the vehicular access, and direct pedestrian access is 
provided to ground floor units on Roberts Street. 

 The roof form incorporates a hip and gable form with skillion features that reflect the 
expressed balconies along the Chermside Street frontage. 

1) Open space 
Performance outcome PO5 of the medium density residential code states that: 

‘Development provides private open space that is: 

1) useable in size and shape to meet the needs of a diversity of potential residents; 

2) functional and easily accessible from living or common areas to promote outdoor 
living as an extension of the dwelling; 

3) clearly identified as private open space; and 

4) provides a high level of privacy for residents and neighbours.’ 

The ground floor units are provided with ground level open space that is directly accessible from 
the living areas, have sufficient dimensions to be usable and are sized to allow a usable courtyard 
area as well as landscaping that provides privacy and amenity to unit occupants. The first floor 
units each have a sufficiently sized and dimensioned balcony for the occupant’s needs. In this 
regard it is considered that development complies with performance outcome PO5. 

2) Building height 
Performance outcome PO9 of the medium density residential code states that: 

‘Building height: 

1) in precinct MDR1 parkland living, Capalaba, is mid-rise and provides a transition up 
to higher buildings within the principal centre; 

2) in precinct MDR2 Mt Cotton Road Capalaba, is mid-rise but steps down from the 
principal centre to low rise residential areas south of Redland Bay Road; 

3) in precinct MDR3 Shore Street East, Cleveland, is mid-rise but creates a focal point 
between Cleveland principal centre and Toondah Harbour; 

4) in precinct MDR4 Cleveland, is mid-rise and reinforces the connection between 
Cleveland principal centre and Toondah Harbour; 

5) in precinct MDR7 Eprapah Creek, South East Thornlands and precinct MDR5 
Esplanade, Redland Bay, is mid-rise, accommodating a slightly higher built form 
than surrounding medium density residential zoned land to optimise the amenity 
of their locations; and 

6) is up to three storeys in all other areas.’ 

The proposal complies with the performance outcomes by adopting the acceptable outcome 
AO9.1 as the building does not exceed 13m. 

3) Car parking 
Performance outcome PO8 of the transport, servicing, access and parking code states: 

‘On-site vehicle parking:  

1) is clearly defined, safe and easily accessible; 

2) accommodates a sufficient number of vehicles, having regard to: 

1) the type and size of development; 
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2) expected resident, employee and customer movements; 
3) the location of the use; 
4) the capacity of the existing road network to accommodate on-street parking; and 
5) access to public transport; 

3) includes dedicated parking spaces for people with a disability, motor cycles and 
bicycles.’ 

Performance outcome PO9 of the transport, servicing, access and parking code states: 

‘Car parking and internal circulation is designed and constructed to: 

1) provide a clear internal movement hierarchy; 

2) separate servicing and customer parking and circulation functions as far as 
possible; 

3) discourage high vehicular speed and short-cutting; 

4) be clearly distinguishable from pedestrian entries and paths; 

5) be easily negotiated by vehicles and pedestrians, including persons with a 
disability; 

6) ensure vehicles do not reverse into areas of high pedestrian activity; and 

7) optimise safety and security of users.’ 

The proposal includes ten parking spaces for residents and one visitor car parking space, which is 
sufficient to meet the demand of the ten one-bedroom units and reflects the deemed to comply 
solution in acceptable outcome AO8.1. 

All car parking spaces and manoeuvring areas comply with Australian Standard AS2890, with the 
exception of car park 9. Manoeuvring in and out of this space is obstructed by the building 
columns. It is recognised that the building columns may change design and location at the building 
assessment stage. A condition is recommended requiring the submission of a revised plan at 
conditioned works assessment that demonstrates compliance with AS2890. 

Subject to this condition, the application is considered to comply with performance outcomes PO8 
and PO9. 

Waste management 

Performance outcome PO14 of the infrastructure works code seeks the following: 

‘Waste management facilities are provided such that:  

1) there is a dedicated, sealed waste and recycling container storage area that is 
convenient and safe to use; 

2) there is adequate volume and separate containers for waste and recyclables likely 
to be generated; 

3) spills or wash down from waste containers can be adequately contained; and 

4) nuisance to adjoining properties is minimised.’ 

The proposed development is considered to meet the performance outcome. Items 1 through 3 
above have been satisfied by dedicated storage locations for waste bins on the ground floor, that 
can be transported to the kerbside on collection day. Item 4 above is satisfied as there is 
approximately 60m of frontage to the site, which is more than sufficient to accommodate the bins 
on collection day, without any impact on neighbouring properties. The bin storage area is 
sufficiently screened from the street and from neighbouring properties. 
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Stormwater 

The application is subject to assessment against the healthy waters code in regards to the 
stormwater solution provided for the site. The proposal will discharge stormwater to the existing 
gully pit in Chermside Street to the south-east of the site. The applicant has proposed an internal 
stormwater network that includes two above ground rainwater tanks, with partial detention 
space, on the north side of the site. It is considered that the proposal will ensure no actionable 
nuisance to adjoining properties and will comply with the relevant performance outcomes PO3, 
PO4, PO5, PO6 and PO8 of the healthy waters code. 

In relation to water quality, the proposal includes the use of litter traps with bag filters, which will 
remove sediments from the stormwater. With the site’s impervious area being almost entirely 
roof area, the main contaminant is dirt/sediment that accumulates on the roof. The proposed 
treatment is considered to meet performance outcomes PO9 and PO10 of the healthy waters 
code, by not adversely impacting the water quality of receiving waterways. 

INFRASTRUCTURE CHARGES 

The proposed development is subject to infrastructure charges in accordance with the Adopted 
Infrastructure Charges Resolution.  The total charge applicable to this development is: 

Total charge: $150,888.90 

This charge has been calculated as follows in accordance with Council’s Adopted Infrastructure 
Charges Resolution (No. 2.3) August 2016. 

Residential Component 

(10 X Multiple Dwelling - 1 or 2 bedroom X $20,956.80) $209,568.00 

Residential Demand Credit 

(2 X Dwelling House  - 3 or more bedroom X $29,339.55) $58,679.10 

  

Total Council Charge: $150,888.90 

 

Offsets 

There are no offsets that apply under Chapter 4 Part 2 of the Planning Act 2016. 

Refunds 

There are no refunds that apply under Chapter 4 Part 2 of the Planning Act 2016. 

  

https://www.redland.qld.gov.au/info/20181/redlands_planning_scheme/347/infrastructure_charges
https://www.redland.qld.gov.au/info/20181/redlands_planning_scheme/347/infrastructure_charges
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STATE REFERRALS 

The application did not trigger any referral requirements. 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION 

The proposed development is code assessable and did not require public notification. Therefore 
no properly made submissions were received.   

DEEMED APPROVAL 

The approval of this application has not been issued under Section 64 of the Planning Act 2016. 

STRATEGIC IMPLICATIONS 

Legislative Requirements 
In accordance with the Planning Act 2016 this development application has been assessed against 
the City Plan and other relevant planning instruments. 

Risk Management 
The standard development application risks apply. In accordance with the Planning Act 2016 the 
applicant may appeal to the Planning and Environment Court against a condition of approval or 
against a decision to refuse.  

Financial 
The applicant can appeal to the Planning and Environment Court against this decision of Council.  
Such proceedings would incur legal and Court costs. 

People 
There are no implications for staff. 

Environmental 
Where relevant, the environmental implications are detailed within the assessment in the 
‘Issues’ section of this report. 

Social 
Social implications are detailed within the assessment in the ‘Issues’ section of this report. 

Human Rights  

No human rights matters are relevant to the assessment of the application. 

Alignment with Council's Policy and Plans 

The assessment and officer’s recommendation align with Council’s policies and plans as described 
within the ‘Issues’ section of this report. 

CONSULTATION 

Consulted Consultation Date Comments/Actions 

Division 1 Councillor 
20 September 2019 and 4 October 

2019 
Application called in for a decision by 
Council. 
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OPTIONS 

Option One 

That Council resolves to issue a development permit for the material change of use for a multiple 
dwelling on land described as Lots 43 and 44 on RP14168 and situated at 18 Chermside Street 
Wellington Point, subject to the conditions in Attachment 4. 

Option Two 

That Council resolves to approve the application without conditions or subject to amended 
conditions. 

Option Three 

That Council resolves to refuse the application (grounds of refusal will need to be identified). 

OFFICER’S RECOMMENDATION 

That Council resolves to issue a development permit for the material change of use for a multiple 
dwelling on land described as Lots 43 and 44 on RP14168 and situated at 18 Chermside Street 
Wellington Point, subject to the conditions in Attachment 4. 
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COUNCIL RESOLUTION 2020/6 

Moved by:  Cr Wendy Boglary 
Seconded by: Cr Tracey Huges 

That Council resolves that the application for a material change of use for the purposes of a 
Multiple Dwelling (10 units) on the land known as 18 Chermside Street, Wellington Point and 
described as Lots 43 and 44 on RP 14168 be issued a refusal based on the grounds below:  

Car parking 

1. The proposal does not provide on-site car parking that is easily negotiated and easily 
accessible by vehicles, nor does it optimise the safety and security of users. The proposed 
development does not comply with the following provisions of the City Plan: 

a) Performance outcome PO8 of the transport, servicing, access and parking code; 
b) Performance outcome PO9 of the transport, servicing, access and parking code; and 
c) Performance outcome PO14 of the infrastructure works code. 

Waste management 

2. The proposal does not provide a waste storage location that provides a high level of on-site 
amenity for occupants, minimises the impact to surrounding residential amenity, and 
minimises nuisance to adjoining properties. The proposed development does not comply 
with the following provisions of the City Plan: 

a) Performance outcome PO20 of the medium density residential zone code; 
b) Performance outcome PO23 of the medium density residential zone code; and 
c) Performance outcome PO14 of the infrastructure works code. 

Private open space 

3. The proposal does not provide adequate private open space that is useable in size and shape, 
functional, or which provides for a high level of privacy for residents.  The proposed 
development does not comply with the following provisions of the City Plan: 

a) Performance outcome PO5 of the medium density residential zone code. 

Setbacks 

4. The proposed building setbacks do not maintain appropriate levels of amenity for the existing 
property to the north. The development setbacks do not provide space for landscaping to 
complement building massing and to screen the northern side of the building, nor is there 
adequate space for service functions. The proposed development does not comply with the 
following provisions of the City Plan: 
a) Performance outcome PO11 of the medium density residential zone code. 

Landscaping 

5. The proposal does not provide on-site landscaping which is sufficient to enhance the 
appearance of the development, provide privacy between dwellings or screen unsightly 
components.  The proposed development does not comply with the following provisions of 
the City Plan: 
a) Performance outcome PO19 of the medium density residential zone code. 
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CARRIED 7/4 

Crs Wendy Boglary, Paul Gollè, Lance Hewlett, Murray Elliott, Tracey Huges, Paul Gleeson and Paul 
Bishop voted FOR the motion. 

Crs Karen Williams, Peter Mitchell, Mark Edwards and Julie Talty voted AGAINST the motion. 
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5 MEETING CLOSURE 

The Meeting closed at 10.33am. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The minutes of this meeting were confirmed at the General Meeting of the Redland City Council 
held on 29 January 2020. 

 

................................................... 

CHAIRPERSON 
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