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SUBMISSION ON THE CALOUNDRA SOUTH POSITION PAPER

The Caloundra South Position Paper proposes the development of a city on the Sunshine Coast that will house 50,000 people.  This is a city comparable in population to Gladstone.  Development Watch strongly object to the scale of this development and to the inadequacy of the Position Paper for the following reasons:

1. The Position Paper does not examine the profound impact that such a development would have on our region.  No account is taken of the detrimental effect of an additional 50,000 people on our natural resources such as beaches, parks and other recreational facilities.  Also, there has been no examination of how a city of this size will affect the liveability and sustainability of communities throughout our region.

2. No study has yet been done to determine both the sustainable carrying capacity of the region and the rate at which such growth can be effectively introduced.  Our Council was elected with a mandate to control the rate of growth in the region but the Position Paper demonstrates acquiescence to State demands for unacceptable growth targets.

3. The fragile ecology of the already degraded Pumicestone Passage will be adversely affected by a development of this scale.  Construction activities in, and an influx of 50,000 people to, the Pumicestone Passage catchment area will cause further serious degradation.

4. The four kilometre frontage of the proposed development to the Bruce Highway will have an unacceptable impact on the inter-urban break between the residential areas of the Sunshine Coast and the Moreton regions.  The proposed 200 metre buffer will not shield the visual impact of the development because of the undulating nature of the land and the proposed 21 metre height of buildings.

5. The proposal to construct residential dwellings on flood-prone land is unacceptable.  It is contrary to State policy
 and the fill required would seriously increase the flooding risk, both upstream and around Pelican Waters.

6. The Position Paper does not demand that the CAMCOS transport corridor be completed before the commencement of the proposed development.  Such poor planning will entrench and increase car dependency.

Development Watch acknowledges that Council has included a range of commendable preconditions and sustainability principles in the Paper.  These include ecological rehabilitation, integrated water cycle management, energy conservation and sustainable energy generation and these should be insisted upon with the State. However this should not be taken as my acceptance of this development. 

Please take note of this criticism of the proposal.  Development Watch requests that Council reject the demands of the State Government to overpopulate the Sunshine Coast.

Yours sincerely,

Brian Raison

President

Development Watch Inc

� SPP1/03 requires that there be “… an overriding need for the development in the public interest and no other site is suitable and reasonably available for the proposal.”  One widely published test for determining overriding need in the public interest is in Schedule 3 to the regulatory provisions of the South East Queensland Regional Plan 2009-2031.  It states that residential development does not establish this overriding need.








