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26 February, 2008

The Chief Executive Officer

Maroochy Shire Council

PO Box 76

NAMBOUR  QLD  4560

Dear Sir,

NOTICE OF SUBMISSION

MCU06/0163 – MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE

Lot 31 RP 858565

37 MONAK ROAD, WEYBA DOWNS

Mr J. T. Barns has applied for a Material Change of Use for land at Weyba Downs.  The application describes a Master Planned Community development on environmentally sensitive land to the north of Peregian Springs.  Development Watch objects to this proposal in its entirety because it is not environmentally sound and conflicts with higher-order planning for the area.  Our grounds for objection are set out below.

THE PROPOSAL IS NOT ENVIRONMENTALLY SOUND

The proposal would have a severe adverse impact on flora and fauna on the site:

· It would destroy regional ecosystems that are listed as “endangered” by the Vegetation Management Regulation 2000.

· It would destroy vegetation that is essential habitat for fauna species detected on the site that are classified as “vulnerable” by the Nature Conservation Act 1992 and the Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act .
· The site is classified as a Koala Conservation Area under the Nature Conservation (Koala) Conservation Plan 2006.

For these and other reasons, both the Department of Natural Resources and Water and the Environmental Protection Agency, as concurrency agencies, require Council to refuse the application.

THE PROPOSAL CONFLICTS WITH

HIGHER-ORDER PLANNING

The proposed use conflicts with the Office of Urban Management’s South East Queensland Regional Plan as the site is outside the specified urban footprint.  It also conflicts with Maroochy Plan 2000, which designates the land as “general rural lands”.

THE PROPOSAL IS AN ATTEMPT TO

INTIMIDATE COUNCIL

The applicant makes two inflammatory statements in its “Grounds for Approval” which reveals clumsy tactics to obtain approval:

· “This development application is only brought about in an attempt to resolve – in part or in full - the current compensation claim over the site.  Should the application be refused, the claim for compensation will be reactivated in full (estimated current value exceeding $20m).”
· “Approval of the proposed development would ensure, and allow certainty of, a better environmental outcome for the site than continuation of the existing lawful “forestry practice” for which all clearing is exempt development …”
Council should not yield to such threats.

RECOMMENDATION

Because Council is required to refuse the application, Council staff should spend the minimum amount of resources in deciding its outcome.

Yours faithfully,

B. K. Raison

President

President:  Brian Raison  5446 4493   Secretary:  Lyn Saxton  5446 5484

Treasurer:  Fran Anderson  5446 6743


