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Statement of Rory John Kelly

I, Rory John Kelly, Town Planner, of Level 12, Brisbane Square, 266 George Street, Brisbane, in the

State of Queensland, state on oath as follows:

Introduction

1. Attachment "RJK-01" is a copy of a notice from the Commiséioner of the Queensland Floods
Commission of Inquiry (Commission) dated 16 August 2011 requiring me to provide a

statement to the Commission by 5:00 pm, 31 August 2011 (Notice).
2. The Notice defines the:

(a) "Tennyson development site” to mean the sites of the former Tennyson power

station and animal research centre; and

(b) "Tennyson Reach development” as the Mirvac development at Tennyson including
the Tennyson Reach residential development, the State Tennis Centre, parkland and

all other land used or available to Mirvac Group.

3. I have adopted the above definitions in this Statement.

4, I am informed that the Commission does not at this stage require me to address any
development approvals or other processes associated with the "animal research centre”.
Accordingly this Statement does not address that topic. However [ note that part of the
development application for the Tennyson Reach development included the provision of car
parking and road access both of which were subdivided from the animal research centre site.
The Tennyson development site was subdivided in July 2007 to create Lots 1-8, 100, 101 and
566 on SP195275 and was created by Crown Action Plan. The site was further subdivided in
December 2008 to facilitate the completion of the Queensland Tennis Centre and dedication of

the internal access road (being an extension to King Arthur Terrace).
5. The Notice requires me to give:

(a) a detailed account of all decisions, including reasons for those decisions, made by
all employees, contractors and councillors of the Brisbane City Council (Council),
civic cabinet and the Lord Mayor of Brisbane regarding certain aspects of the

ent including the

Tennyson development site and Tennyson Reach develo
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preliminary development approval and any master plans granted to Mirvac by

Council for the Tennyson Reach development; and

(b) a detailed account of all meetings had (including internal meetings of Team South
and meetings involving Team South and any other person) and all assessment
reports prepared by Team South with respect to the Tennyson Reach development

and the Tennyson development site.

6. The Tennyson Reach development was a significant development project and the
documentation and information that fall within the scope of the Notice as set out in
subparagraphs 5(a) and (b) above is voluminous. In the time available to respond to the
Notice, [ have attempted to provide to the Commission information relevant to the

development assessment, and in particular, information relevant to flooding.

7. I am advised by Council's legal advisors that the Commission’s focus in this part of its inquiry
is on land use planning as it relates to floods and, accordingly, the information given by me in
this Statement is concerned primarily with land use planning and flood issues in respect of the
Tennyson development site and the Tennyson Reach development. Given my continuous
direct involvement in the Tennyson Reach development and my experience and seniority in
Development Assessment South, I consider I am the most appropriate Council officer to
provide a statement on these issues. In the event further information is required by the

Commission, [ would be happy to provide it to the extent I am able to do so.

8. For the purposes of responding to the Notice and preparing this Statement as outlined above I

have, in my position at Council as Regional Manager - Development Assessment South, had

access to;
(a) the business records of Council; and
() Council officers,

to obtain the requisite information. Unless otherwise stated, the matters set out in this
Statement are based on my own knowledge and the information derived from the above

sources.

9. In the time available to respond to the Notice, I have used my best endeavours to review the

Development Assessment South files which I expect hold the relevgnt information on land use
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planning and flood issues for the Tennyson Reach development. I have also reviewed what [
believe to be the relevant emails sent or received by me which were archived to Council's
Groupwise account and which have been able to be retrieved for the purposes of the

preparation of this Statement.

10. Unless otherwise stated, the documents attached to this Statement have been collated by me or

by Council officers under my direction and instruction.

Qualifications and Roles within Council
1. I am a town planner and hold a Graduate Diploma in Urban and Regional Planning from QUT.

i2, [ have been employed by Council since May 1987 when [ joined the Council as a Planning
Officer. For all of that time, apart from 18 months in City Planning and 7 months in
Development Assessment North, [ have worked in the planning team known as Development

Assessment South. I am currently the Regional Manager of Development Assessment South.

13, At the time of the development application for the Tennyson Reach development I was a
Principal Planner in Development Assessment South. In this role [ was the senior planning
officer with responsibility for ensuring the timely processing of approximately 350 or so
development applications being assessed by Development Assessment South at any one time.

I had around approximately 20 town planners reporting to me who assisted in the assessment
of development applications, and who referred technical or complex planning issues to me. I
was expected to be, and I was, involved in development applications that involved a significant
community interest or complex issues requiring strategic or policy direction. [ was also
Council's delegate for development applications that were not elevated to the Team Leader,

Development Assessment South or to full Council.

14. By way of background, the Development Assessment branch of the Council is responsible for
all aspects of assessment of development applications lodged under the relevant State planning
legislation, for making recommendations to Council and elected representatives as to the
approval or otherwise of development applications, and the conditions which ought to be

imposed on any such approval.

15. Development Assessment's role can be contrasted with the role of the City Planning branch,

which has responsibility for development policy and providing development policy advice to
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16.

7.

18.

19.

20.

Legal\304988658.1

the Development Assessment branch rather than the assessment of particular developments

against the Brisbane City Plan 2000 (City Plan).

The Development Assessment branch consists of five multidisciplinary teams which include
planners and in-house allied professionals such as engineers, ecologists and architects. It also
includes a Technical Specialist Team consisting of officers specialising in disciplines such as
hydraulics, traffic and ecology. While the file is usually managed by a planner, that officer can
and does access the expertise of other professionals in Development Assessment to assist in

the assessment process.

Development Assessment can also access other specialist groups in Council outside
Development Assessment for assistance in particular aspects of an application which call for
the input of those specialised areas. Where this occurs, however, Development Assessment
remains responsible for the overall conduct of the assessment of the application and any
related processes and it retains the discretion to accept or reject advice tendered by other

sections of Council.

Development Assessment South is one of the regional teams in the Development Assessment
branch with responsibility, generally, for developments to the west of the South Eastern
Freeway and to the south of the Brisbane River. For that reason, the Tennyson Reach
development was within the scope of Development Assessment South's regional area of

responsibility.

The Tennyson Reach development was a development which involved both significant
community interest and multiple issues of varying complexity. Of particular significance for
the Tennyson Reach development was that it involved a combined development application for
a preliminary approval for a material change of use overriding the planning scheme and
development permits for the State Tennis Centre and residential buildings. Where approved,
and subject to its conditions, a preliminary approval of this nature overrides the planning
scheme in terms of the level of assessment and applicable codes for development, to the extent
of any inconsistency with the City Plan. In assessing and approving any such application,
Council must consider the proposal against the whole of the planning scheme, including its

applicable codes and planning scheme policies as applicable.

Because of its importance, [ was frequently involved in aspects of the assessment of the

development application for the Tennyson Reach development. However, I was not the
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22,

planner with direct responsibility for the file. Steven Schwartz held that role but he is no
longer an employee of Council. Accordingly, I may not have been directly involved in all
meetings and discussions surrounding the development assessment process. [ do not
specifically recall when I nominated Steven Schwartz as the planner responsible for the file. It
might have occurred relatively early in the process as I note (as discussed in paragraph 57

below) that he appears to have attended the very first meeting with Mirvac about the proposal.

Whilst the application for the Tennyson Reach development was significant, it was not unique
in its complexity compared with other development applications [ supervised during the life of
the application. Over that period, I supervised approximately 15 to 20 applications of a similar
or greater complexity and community interest. Further, the application for the Tennyson
Reach development was not particularly contentious at the time and I note from documents I
have seen in preparing this Statement that the application only attracted three properly made
public submissions. In fact, so far as I recall, the Tennyson Reach development did not

become the subject of any particular public interest until the January 2011 flood event.

For all of these reasons my recollection of the details in respect of the development application
is limited, particularly where I do not have access to documents recording what occurred from
time to time. Further, on some occasions, even when I review documents my independent

recollection of events may be limited.

Rory J
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So far as | am aware, there were no decisions made by Council or its agents regarding the
Tennyson development site or the Tennyson Reach development in respect of the tender
process run by the State of Queensland, at least from the perspective of decisions involving
substantive participation in the scope and nature of the tender process and the terms and
conditions of the tender. If Council did make substantive decisions in respect of the tender
process, that was never communicated to me, although I could not rule out the possibility that

Council was in some way involved.
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25.

My review of the documents has revealed, however, that instructions were provided to me as
Principal Planner at Development Assessment South to provide advice to tenderers of a
general nature about issues which might arise on any development application in respect of the
Tennyson Reach development based on a generic development scenario that [ developed to
provide a reference point for referral to the assessment team. I did this because no detailed
plans for the proposed development were provided. I deal with that matter in greater detail
further below. However, my involvement in the provision of advice to tenderers did not resuit
in the making by me or any other Council officer of any binding or operative decisions. It
simply involved providing the same peneral guidance on potential planning issues to all

tenderers.

So far as I recall, the instruction to provide such advice might have come from the Tennyson
PowerStation [Liaison Officer in City Planning branch, James Coutts, who is no longer an
employee of Council. Given the existence of such a position in Council, it is possible that
substantive decisions of the kind described in paragraph 23 above were made by Council
through, or with the assistance of, the City Planning branch. As I have said, if that did occur, |
knew and know nothing about it. I understand that Council is endeavouring to locate any

documents relevant to any activities by City Planning branch which might be relevant.

Involvement of DAS in providing guidance to tenderers

26.

27.

28.

Legal\304988658.1

Prior to reviewing the documents relevant to this matter, I had little recollection of
Development Assessment South's involvement in providing guidance to tenderers for the
Tennyson Reach development. With the assistance of documents from Council records,
however, | am able to give an outline of the involvement by Development Assessment South

in the tender process, though my independent recollection of these events remains limited.

As I summarise above, it appears from documents on the relevant Council file that Council
provided advice to tenderers for the Tennyson Reach development, either directly or through
the Tennyson PowerStation Liaison Officer in City Planning branch, James Coutts, based on a
generic development scenario but without reference to detailed plans for the proposed
development, It also appears that I had some contact with at least two of the tenderers,

Stockland and Mirvac.

In summary, the process which appears to have been followed was:
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(2) [ was approached directly by agents for each of Stockland and Mirvac to provide

planning guidance on aspects of the proposed developments;

(b) I referred those matters outside my area of expertise to other officers in

Development Assessment South and elsewhere within Council where relevant;

(c) I collated the responses and provided a consistent response on behalf of Council to

the tenderers.

29, I will now outline in more detail what occurred by reference to the documents which appear to

me to be of particular relevance.

30. Although I have no independent recollection of it, I note there is a letter on the file from
Robert Bird & Partners dated 23 July 2004, marked to my attention, A copy of the letter is
attachment "RIK-02". The letter is said to be in relation to "Tennyson Power Station Site

Development, Enquiry into Water Sewerage and Stormwater Management” and states:

"Robert Bird & Partners have been engaged by Stocklands to provide civil engineering advice
for the development of a costing plan to support their submission for development rights at the

above site.

As discussed with you late last week having an understanding of the water and sewerage
system capacities is fundamental fto addressing the civil infrastructure and development

potential of this site.

As you are aware all matters to this development are confidential and we would appreciate
your commitment to maintaining our confidence as we exchange information. Thank you for

Your attention o this matter and we look forward to your reply."”

3L It appears that at about this time I also received communications from Mirvac in relation to the
Tennyson Reach development. The first of the written communications from Mirvac appears
to have been an email sent to me by_ of Brannock & Associates on 26 July
2004, a copy of which is Attachment "RJK-03". It states:

"Hi Rory,
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32.

33.
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I thought I would send you this email as you probably wonder why you haven't seen a request

Jor a prelodgement meeting come through from me for the Tennyson power station site.

The clients have not been ready. However, I am intending to send the forms through
tomorrow and hoping we can get a meeting with you sometime next week? As I previously
mentioned, due to confidentiality reasons we cannot send through plans ahead of the meeling.
Also, we are hoping to only meet with a few of you in the team. We do not want the

purchasers elc to attend at this time - purely because of confidentiality reasons.”

The file indicates that at about this time I was asked to provide some general advice to the
tenderers short-listed by the State based on a specified development scenario. Although I
have no specific recollection of it, I believe this instruction was provided by the Tennyson
PowerStation Liaison Officer in City Planning branch, James Coutts. I refer to a memorandum
from me dated 27 July 2004 to Council officers which records this instruction. A copy of the

memorandum is Attachment "RJK-04", It states, relevantly:
“This matter is highly confidential

The State Government is proposing to develop the Tennyson Power Station and as such have

selected three preferved developers 1o submit tenders.

There are no detailed plans outlining the nature of the development...

Advice to the tender consultants will need to be generic with the advice based on the a (sic)

development scenario for the combined sites...
Specific questions to be addressed include:

. What are the flood levels affecting the site and what arve the habital (sic) floor levels?

In the memorandum I also state that I had prepared a list of Bimap (iBimap) and history
searches (BIDS Applications/Site History) for the site, copies of which appear on the file. The
Council officers to whom the memorandum was addressed are the relevant Council officers

who could then have properly addressed the specific questions raised or would have been
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35,

36.

Legal304988658.1

aware of technical specialists in Council who would have assisted them in preparing their

response.

The file contains a handwritten note dated 4 August 2008 by "AB" who I know to be Andrew
Blake, an engineer employed in Development Assessment South. A copy of the note is
Attachment "RJK-05". The note is in relation to "Tennyson Power Station Redevelopment

Hydraulic Issues." The note lists the following:

"* the development must address the 'Brisbane River Corridor Planning Policy' located in
Appendix 2 of Volume 2 of City Plan,

* 2 separate stormwater catchments exist over the development site.

* there are existing stormwater pipes for both catchments that discharge o the river. the

development must provide for overland flow and pipe drainage (QUDM & BCC supplement)
* natural channel design may be an option for the overiand flow paths.

* the Q100 flood level from the Brisbane River is 7.9m AHD.

* significant filling of the site will be required to achieve minimum development levels.

* the development must not cause adverse impacts upstream..

I would like to clarify a point of ambiguity in the above extract which is frequently repeated in
other documents referred to in this statement. The third last dot point refers to the "Q100"
flood level as being 7.9m AHD. In the context of this particular project, that is a misnomer.
The relevant flood levels for development affected by river flooding are derived from the
highest Defined Flood Level (""DFL"). It is a matter of historical record that while the level
which is now reflected by the DFL was in previous years intended to reflect the Q100, in the
light of advice received by Council in 2003, the DFL is above Q100. It is frequently the case
that Council officers use the term Q100 to loosely refer to the DFL. I note that the flood
modelling submitted as part of the development application calculated the Q100 for the
Tennyson Reach development between approximately 6.94m to 6.97m AHD.

Appearing behind Andrew's note on the file are copies of various iBimap cadastral maps and
aerial photographs (1946, 2001 and 2003) showing site boundary, stormwater catchments and

waterway planning units copies of which are collectively Attachment "RJK-06".
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37. The file also contains a memorandum dated 6 August 2004 addressed to me from Bruce
McArthur in relation to "Tennyson Power Station Redevelopment Hydraulic Issues". A copy
of the memorandum is Attachment "RJK-07". Bruce McArthur is an engineer working in
Development Assessment South. In the section of the memorandum titled "Stormwater” the
information contained in the first five points in Andrew Blake's handwritten note are repeated

verbatim. The memorandum then goes on to state:
. "Filling of site is possible.

. Significant filling of the site will be required fo achieve minimum development levels as
outlined in the Subdivision & Development Guidelines. Refer - Part B Design
Requirements, Section 2.4 Earthworks Adjacent to Waterways and Flow Paths.

"

. The development must not prejudice the overland flow path or worsen upstream effects.

38. I refer to my memorandum dated 6 August 2004 a copy of which is "RJK-08". It comprises
a summary prepared by me of the responses provided by Council officers to the specific
queries raised concerning the proposed generic development on the site. As stated above, I do
not recall whether this information was provided to the tenderers by me directly or through the

Tennyson PowerStation liaison officer.

39. I refer in particular to the information set out under the heading "Stormwater" where the

following points are noted:

s The Q100 flood level from the Brishane River is 7.9m AHD. All residential is to have
habital (sic) floor levels above Q100 and have flood free access. A lesser level may be

considered for non residential uses.

s Filling of site would be permitted provided it can be demonstrated that it does not
prejudice the overland flow path, worsen upstream effects or cause the ponding of water
on adjoining lands. Significant filling of the site will be required to achieve minimum
development levels as outlined in the Subdivision & Development Guidelines. Refer -
Part B Design Requirements, Section 2.4 Earthworks Adjacent to Waterways and Flow
Paths.

Two separate stormwater catchments have been identified over the development site.
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490.

»  There are existing stormwater pipes for both catchments that discharge to the river. The
development must provide for overland flow and pipe drainage [QUDM & BCC
Supplement]

»  Natural channel design may be favourably considered for the overland flow paths

through the site. "

I observe that the points made about storm water and flooding in my 6 August 2004
memorandum were addressed by the report provided by Mirvac's consulting engineers as part

of the development application for the Tennyson Reach development.

41,

42,

43.

Legal\304988658.1

This part of the Commission’s request seeks information about decisions by Council or its
agents regarding the details of the proposal awarded by the State to Mirvac for the Tennyson
Reach development as communicated to Council. This question assumes that details of the
tender awarded to Mirvac were in fact communicated to Council. So far as | am aware, the
terms of the tender and any subsequent contracts or agreements were not provided to Council
as such. This is not to say that it was not possible to infer what the tender required, given that
one could reasonably assume that the key components of the planned development were

reflective of tender conditions.

In my role as Principal Planner of Development Assessment South, I was involved in all
aspects of the assessment process for the Tennyson Reach development for Council. Tt was
not ever communicated to me what the exact details of the proposal awarded by the State to

Mirvac were other than in a generic sense as outlined above.

I have no knowledge of, and as previously stated, in the time available [ have not been able to
identify Council’s files relating to any proposal awarded by the State of Queensland with
respect to the neighbouring animal research centre site as it relates to the Tennyson Reach

development.
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The scope of this aspect of the request depends on the nature of the decisions referred to. If

one focussed on decisions which had a binding consequence in the development application
process, the scope of the request would be quite limited, focussing on the ultimate decision to
approve the application. It seems obvious to me that the Commission is interested in a much
broader range of decisions. The difficulty, however, is how to confine the scope of the
decisions referred to in a way which makes the task imposed by the request manageable. [ say
that because the process of considering a development application for a preliminary approval
that varies the effect of the planning scheme and a development permit of the kind lodged for
the Tennyson Reach development involves very many individual judgments and decisions
about every step of the process. Further, while [ was involved in overseeing the process, 1 was
not involved in all such decisions. Indeed, many decisions would have been made outside
Development Assessment South by other officers in Council. The number of documents
which might be relevant to the numerous judgments and decisions made in course of the

approval process, if documented at all, would be in the hundreds and perhaps thousands.

It seems to me that I can best assist the Commission by explaining the key steps in the
approval process for the Tennyson Reach development, focusing on the flood and flooding
issues which arose, and in that way identify the main decisions taken in the lead up to the

formal approval process.

Summary of the approval process

46.

47,

Legal\304988658.1

Attachment "RJK-09" is a chronology of events in relation to the Tennyson Reach
development. The chronology was prepared by Clayton Utz. I have reviewed the chronology
which includes the relevant key dates from a planning perspective and it appears to be

accurate.

The key steps and dates are as follows:
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27 June 2005

6 July 2005

3 Qctober 2005
16 November 2005
9 December 2005

24 January 2006

1 February 2006

6 April 2006

31 May 2006

14 July 2006
31 July 2006

8 August 2006

17 August 2006

19 September 2006

September 2006

Legal\304988658.1

The State of Queensland (State) announces Mirvac
Queensland Ltd (Mirvac) as the preferred developer of the

Tennyson Reach development.

Commencement of prelodgement process on an informal

basis.

Prelodgement process formalised.
Development application lodged by Mirvac.
Amended Acknowledgement Notice issued.

Council sends Information Request to Department of Local

Government, Planning, Sport & Recreation.

Referral Co-ordination Information Request issued by
Department of Local Government, Planning, Sport &

Recreation.
Mirvac responds to the Information Request.

Mirvac completes public notification process (compliance

notice {odged) - three properfy made submissions received.
Council extends decision making period.
Mirvac lodges request to change development application.

Acknowledgement Notice issued for changed development

application,

Referral Co-ordination Information Request issued by
Department of Local Government, Planning, Sport &

Recreation.

Full Council approves development application subject to

conditions.

Decision notice issued.
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48.

29 September 2006 Mirvac lodges a request to surspend its appeal period to seek a

Negotiated Decision Notice.
6 October 2006 Negotiated Decision Notice issued with amended conditions.

[ will now tumn to describing the key steps in the approval process, focusing on flooding issues,

in more detail and stage by stage.

The Prelodgement Processes Generally

49,

50.

51.

52.

Legal\304988658.1

For development applications that involve complex issues, proposals listed as generally
inappropriate impact assessable developments and/or developments involving strong
community interest, it is commonplace for prelodgement meetings to take place between

Council and the developer prior to a development application being lodged.
The purpose of the prelodgement process is to:

(a) discuss in the early stages of planning and design of a development proposal the

major issues which will need to be addressed in the development application;

(b) ensure any issues that might delay the assessment of the development application

and cause requests for information to issue are addressed upfront in the application;

() give Council's preliminary view as to the likely overall merits of the proposed

development; and
(d) provide guidance and direction for the proposed development where possible.

The prelodgement process involves the developer submitting to Council a completed
prelodgement meeting request form and supporting information which may include
photographs of the site, a concept or detailed plan, information relevant to likely impacts of the
development, details of solutions to identified issues and how the development responds to the

performance criteria in the City Plan.

Council charges a fee for each prelodgement meeting which is generally chaired by a Principal
Planner from Council's Development Assessment section. Other Council officers outside

Development Assessment branch or the Team Leader called on to attend the meetiﬁg will
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53,

depend upon the nature of the proposed development and the issues raised by the applicant as

outlined in the request form.,

Following the prelodgement meeting, Council officers document the issues discussed and
make written recommendations for the proposal. Council then provides this document to the
developer. While the prelodgement meeting is designed to provide guidance on the
application, it does not pre-empt the outcome of any subsequent development application
assessed by Council. At the time of the Tennyson Reach development, such an assessment
was carried out in accordance with the now repealed Integrated Planning Act 1997 and the

Brisbane City Plarn 2000.

Prelodgement Process - Tennyson Reach development

54.

55.

56.

Legal\304938658.1

I have no independent recollection of the prelodgement process for the Tennyson Reach
development. [ can provide an account of it, however, by reference to the documents I have
considered relating to that process. My account is based primarily on documents contained in
a hard copy file which appears to be a prelodgement file for the Tennyson Reach development.
Other documents relevant to the prelodgement process have also been located from various
sources in Council and to the extent they have been referred to me, I have included them in this

Statement.

While a prelodgement process is formally commenced by the relevant request form, in this
case it appears from the documentary record that the process of meeting and discussing
poténtial planning issues began in early July 2005 on an informal basis, and was later

formalised by the completion by the developer of the appropriate form.

In particular it appears that a letter was sent by Mirvac to City Planning branch dated 29 June
2005, confirming that Mirvac had been appointed as preferred developer for the Tennyson
Reach development and referring to workshops to be attended by key team members to review
the project prior to a formal prelodgement meeting. A copy of the letter is Attachment "RJK-
10", This letter is addressed to the City Planning branch, not to Development Assessment
South, and refers to discussions about informal meetings prior to the formal prelodgement
meeting. It might be that City Planning branch agreed to such a process. I do not recall being
a party to any such discussions or agreeing to that proposal, although I might have. It is much

more likely that it was City Planning branch who agreed to initiate the relatively informal




process which occurred in this case given that the Tennyson PowerStation Liaison Officer was

in City Planning branch.

57. The file indicates that the first of the workshops took place on 6 July 2005. I refer to a Mirvac
agenda and a handwritten note to file of that date prepared by Steven Schwartz who then was
an Urban Planner in Development Assessment South and who was nominated by me as the
Assessment Manager for this project under my direction. Copies of the Mirvac agenda and the
handwritten note are Attachments "RJK-11" and "RJK-12" respectively. [ note that Steven
Schwartz's file note records that this was the initial meeting between Council and Mirvac, that
it was proposed there be a series of workshops prior to lodgement to sort out issues, and that
the “Initial issues” were that the first two residential "buildings are in waterway corridor” and

"water/sewer capacity”.

S8. The file indicates that further meetings took place between Council and Mirvac. I refer to an
emat] from Dennis Kim, Program Officer, Water Resources sent on 7 September 2005 which
refers to a "prelodgement meeting” which was to take place the following day. A copy of the

email from Dennis Kim is Attachment "RJK-13". The email states:

_ and I had a discussion about this site and we do not have major issues except
the following issues.:
»  Protect waterway health by improving stormwater quality and reducing run-off.

»  Demand management initiatives utilised for all water supply issues and supplement with
alternative sources eg. Rainwater fanks.

e Reduce property run-off by ensuring maximum absorption within property boundaries.
¢ Reduce road run-off by increasing absorption on roadsides and slowing velocity
»  Maximising recycling opportunities
The rest of flood related issues are guided by Bob Adamson.”
Further meetings
59, Notwithstanding the likelihood that further meetings occurred prior to lodgement of the

development applications, the files which I have reviewed so far do not contain evidence of

them. As I have said, I do not recall attending any such meetings.
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Prelodgement deliberations by Council officers about flooding issues

60.

61.

62.

63.

Legal\304988658:

One matter which is presumably of particular interest to the Commission and which is covered
in documents I have seen is the deliberations and dealings by various Council engineers in
respect of flooding issues. I refer to the comment by Dennis Kim referenced in paragraph 58
which refers to the "rest of flood related issues” being guided by Bob Adamson. At the
relevant time, Bob Adamson was the Principal Hydraulic Engineer in the Technical Services
Team in Development Assessment branch. Bob Adamson is no longer an employee of the

Council.

The documents which I have seen show that there must have been discussions involving

Council officers and Mirvac's engineering consultants, GHD.

The dealings are reflected in the emails and memoranda contained in Attachment “RJK-14. |
do not recall any details about these dealings, although I note (as I would expect) that both
Steven Schwartz and I have received some of the emails. In summary, however, it appears that

the following occurred:

(a) Bob Adamson had some informal discussions with GHD in which they outlined the
substance of their (presumably preliminary) views on the impacts for flood levels

and river conveyance of the development;

(b engineers in Council’s City Design branch then had discussions with GHD in the
course of which GHD sought, and was provided with, access to part of Council's

Mike 11 river model;

(c) thereafter, there appears to have been some discussion between Council engineers
as to what was required in respect of flood modelling for the deve]opmeht, with the
eventual position being reached that it was a matter for Mirvac’s engineers to

undertake modelling in regard to flow conveyance impacts of the development.

The final position appears to be set out in the following email from GHD to Evan Caswell,
Senior Engineer, Flood Management Water & Environment, City Design sent on 28

September 2005. The email states:

Witness




"Evan,

We have been asked by Bob Adamson to undertake modelling of the Brisbane River in regard
to flow conveyance at the proposed Tennyson Riverside Development Site (old Tennyson
Power station). We therefore still require the information that_ requested on the
01/09/05. If you no longer have a copy of this request I can email it again, just let me know.

Generally we would need:

Mike Il model of approx. 2 km upstream and downstream of site, boundary conditions at each
end for 50, 100, and any greater ARI events that Council have. This will include in flow
hydrographs, and tailwater (level-time) inputs for the critical duration (at the site) only.”

64. I note in that regard that the development application for the Tennyson Reach development
was in fact accompanied by a report from GHD which dealt with, amongst other things, flow

conveyance impacts of the development.

The Prelodgement Development Request

65, On about 3 October 2005, Mirvac lodged a Prelodgement Meeting Development Assessment
Request which refers to a pre-organised time for the development assessment meeting as 3
October 2005, A copy of the Prelodgement Meeting Development Assessment Request is
Attachment "RJK-15". As I have said, it appears that this form was lodged following a
series of meetings between Council and Mirvac to formalise the process and allow for
payment of the prelodgement fee. [ refer in this regard to a document titled "DTM Scoping
Sheet" a copy of which is Attachment "RJK-16". A note appears on the DTM Scoping Sheet
in Steven Schwartz's handwriting which records: “Series of meetings held - file created so that
payment could be made.” This confirms my belief that there was such a series of meetings.
As [ have said, I do not recall being involved in them and I have not seen any relevant
documents relating to such meetings; however, given my role in Development Assessment
South and the significance of the Tennyson Reach development I would have attended at least

one of the mectings, and perhaps more.

66. I refer to the Minute of the DTM held in relation to the Tennyson Reach development on 6
October 2005 which is Attachment "RJK-17". The letters "DTM" stand for "Daily Team
Meeting". It is usually at these meetings that tasks relevant to the progress of an application

located. Although I have no recollection of doing so, [ expect I would have attended
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this meeting with the other Principal Planner in Development Assessment South, Natasha
Holland, most likely together with an engineer from Development Assessment South, and I
expect | would have invited Steven Schwartz from Development Assessment South. The
DTM is a file ailocation meeting and I note in this regards that the minute records the
Assessment Manager as Steven Schwartz and me as Council's Delegate, As I have said,
however, I might have nominated Steven Schwartz as Assessment Manager earlier in the

process.

67. In the ordinary course, as I have said in paragraph 53 above, the prelodgement process results
in a document being given to the developer. [ have not as yet located such a document in
respect of the prelodgement process for the Tennyson Reach development. I note that contrary
to the usual practice where prelodgement advice has been given in writing, the development
application for the Tennyson Reach development does not refer to any prelodgement minutes
or written advice. It would be unusual for the parties involved in this development to overlook
that matter. Accordingly, I suspect that for some reason there were no such minutes or written

advice in this case.
Development Application is Lodged

638. A development application for the proposed Tennyson Reach development was lodged by
Brannock & Associates Pty Ltd on behalf of Mirvac on 16 November 2005. A copy of the
development application is Attachment "RJK-18".

69. The development application was for:

(a) a Preliminary approval for a Material Change of Use overriding the planning
scheme under section 3.1.6 of the Integrated Planning Act 1997 (Qld) for muiti-unit
dwellings (191 units in 3 buildings), and park;

(b) Development Permit for a material change of use for indoor sport and recreation
(tennis centre stadium) and outdoor sport and recreation (outdoor courts) and
associated uses including office, restaurant, shop and convention centre (function

room);

(c) Development Permit for a material change of use for multi-unit dwelling (114 units

in buildings E & F) and park;
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(d) Development Permit for material change of use for multi-unit dwelling (88 units in

building D), shop, restaurant and park; and
(e) Development Permit for operational works for disturbance to marine plants.

70. The preliminary approval process that applied through the now repealed Integrated Planning
Act 1997 (Qld) at the time of the development application allowed for development
applications to be made that stated the way in which the applicant is seeking to vary the effect
of a local planning instrument (which includes a planning scheme) for the land. This was

commonly referred to as a "s.3.1.6 Application".
71. A s5.3.1.6 application overrides the planning scheme by:

(a) varying the level of assessment under the planning scheme, so that the preliminary
approval could specify the level of assessment (ie. self assessable, code assessable,

impact assessable or exempt); and

(b) identifying any City Plan or other codes that relate to the development use
proposed.
72, To the extent the Preliminary approval specified the level of assessment or identified City Plan

or other codes for the development, the preliminary approval would prevail over City Plan to

the extent that the preliminary approval was inconsistent with City Plan.

73. The development assessment process for this development application required referral
coordination and involved Concurrence and Advice Agencies. I have necessarily focussed on

the approval process from the perspective of flood and flooding issues in this statement and do

50 in the next section.

garding flood on th
the effect of the Tennyson Reach development.

74. I will now tum to setting out in detail the assessment process that was followed in assessing

the Tennyson Reach development, focusing as I have said I would, on flooding issues,
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75.

76.

77.

78,

79.
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I should make clear at the start that there is not a formal process of minuting each and every
meeting, formal or informal, of Council officers involved in the assessment process either
within Development Assessment South or outside the team. The process that is undertaken is
essentially an informal process of deliberation and consultation between Council officers, with
substantive outcomes or decisions being recorded in writing. In my role as Principal Planner I
would have participated in a number of those meetings, in addition to any meetings I was

asked to attend by the Assessment Manager, Steven Schwartz.

As stated above, Council's file indicates a DTM was held for the Tennyson Reach

development during the prelodgement process.

A DTM would also have occurred following the lodgement of the development application.
The DTM is the first step in project managing the development application through Council's
assessment processes and although I have no independent recollection of doing so, it was my

responsibility to ensure a DTM occurred.

The purpose of the DTM is to identify the key planning issues for review, irrespective of
whether the developer had addressed those key issues or not, and to allocate those issues to the
relevant Council officers. If a prelodgement process had been undertaken, as had occurred
with the Tennyson Reach development, the DTM considers at a preliminary level whether the
issues raised during the course of prelodgement have been addressed by the developer. The
DTM also identifies whether the development application needs to be referred to strategic
planning for approval, whether advice is required from Council officers external to

Development Assessment South, and sets time frames for obtaining any such advice.

Potential flooding issues either on the proposed development site or otherwise are identified at
the DTM. Inrelation to the Tennyson Reach development, flooding issues had already been
identified during the prelodgement phase. Aithough I have no independent recollection of
flooding issues being raised at the DTM, the fact that hydraulic assessment advice was
obtained (which appears on the file) indicates that flooding issues were raised at the DTM.
While I am confident a DTM occurred, so far I have only been able to locate a formal
electronic minute. There are usually handwritten minutes which record the detail of the
discussions which are attached to the file. In this case the handwritten note on the file merely
refers to a planned internal meeting. I have not been able to locate the minutes of that internal

meeting and, at present, cannot explain why.
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80. When Development Assessment South seeks advice from Council officers outside the team,
the advice is provided in the form of a memorandum or in an email. It is practice to place
copies of memoranda and emails on the file, or to save the emails passing between Council

officers from time to time in Council's Groupwise system.

81. In relation to flooding, I refer to a memorandum marked to the attention of Sam Gay,
Engineer, Development Assessment South dated 6 January 2006 from Andrew Blake,
Hydraulic Engineer, Technical Specialist Team, a copy of which is Attachment "RJK~19". If
a development application involves significant flood issues or includes a report on flooding
issues, the practice of Development Assessment South's engineers is to refer this aspect of the
development application to engineers in the Technical Specialist Team for assessment and

recommendations.

82. As appears from Andrew Blake's memorandum, Andrew undertook an assessment of the
hydraulic issues raised by Mirvac's development application for the Tennyson Reach
development. Having had the opportunity to read the memorandum during the course of
preparing this Statement, I note that Andrew Blake identifies some specific matters in respect
of flooding issues in his memorandum. Based on my long experience of reading these kinds of
memoranda, the effect of it was to impliedly accept that flooding issues other than those
specifically referred to had been adequately addressed. The relevant sections of the

memorandum are:
2.0 COMMENTS

2.1 The proposed road must have Q100 flood immunity
The proposed road through the site does not have Q100 flood immunity. The entire
road must have Q100 flood immunity as stated in the Subdivision and Development
Guidelines (Part B, Section 2.2, Table B2.3.1).

2.2 Q50 inundation extents and overland flow easement required
Q50 inundation extents must be provided for the proposed overland flow paths
berween the buildings to define the overland flow easements required.

2.3 Underground drainage easements required

Underground drainage easements are required for stormwater drainage within the

site,
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34.

85.

36.

R
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3.1 Additional information is required as stated in Comment 2.1 above.

3.2 Development conditions are required to address Comments 2.2 & 2.3.”

I refer to the development application which contains in Volume 6 a report by Mirvac's
consulting engineers, GHD, titled "Fiooding & Stormwater Quality Management". I note that
the GHD report refers at section 6.3.3 to use by GHD of Council's Mike II Model Flood Study.
As stated above in paragraph 62, the file indicates that two extracted cross sections of
Council's model was provided to GHD. These extracts were provided to GHD on 4 October
2005 by Council's City Design.

The development application contains the following statement in section 1.8 of Volume 1

Project Overview:

"The primary hydrologic and hydraulic functions of the Brisbane River that are potentially

impacted due to development are:

. Floodplain storage; and
. Flood conveyance."”

It appears from Andrew Blake's memorandum that the impacts of the proposed Tennyson
Reach development on flood plain storage and/or flood conveyance were not considered to be
problematic by Council's hydraulics engineer and, more importantly, as Council's hydraulics
engineer had not queried the methodology adopted by Mirvac's consultant engineers, that the
correct flood modeiling technology had been applied. As far as I am aware, and based on
Andrew Blake's advice, the GHD report was sufficient to satisfy Council that if there were any
off-site impacts of flooding caused by the proposed development, they would have no adverse

impact.

In this regard I note that in Volume 1 Project Overview of the development application at

section 1.8.1 in relation to "Brisbane River Floodplain Storage” it states:

"dAnalysis of the net effect of cut and fill on the site shows thar a loss of floodplain storage of

approximately 40000 m? will result on the site,

Analysis of total works on both the subject site and on DPI&F land [animal research centre]

shows that loss of floodplain storage will be approximately 36, 000 m?.

23

elly Witness




87.

88,
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Such storage volume represents a minimal percentage of total available floodplain storage in
this reach of the Brisbane River. Further, the minimal loss of floodplain storage
(approximately 36,000 m?) represents only 0.0015% of the total volume of a 100 year ARI
flood (approximately 2.4 x 10°m? as taken from BCC supplied data) at this point in the River.

Accordingly, due to:

. Minimal loss of floodplain storage, and
. The relative disconnectedness’ of the site floodplain from the River,

it is expected that the proposed development will have no measurable adverse impact upon

Hood afflux or peak flood flow rate due to loss of floodplain storage.”
I also note that at section 1.8.2 in relation to "Brisbane River Flood Conveyance" it states:

“The proposed development includes river frontage residential buildings and public open
space. Four of the proposed buildings (Buildings A, B, C and D) do not encroach forward of
the alignment of the existing power station building to the river, and will result in a widening

of available active flow path of the River in the upstream portions (Buildings C and D).

Buildings E and F project forward of the alignment of the power station building and into the
Sfringe of the active flow path of the River. Loss of available active flow path at this location is

approximately 5% and is located in a region of low velocity and disturbed flow.

Such reduction in active flow area where velocities are lowest (due to increased friction and
various obstructions discussed above) is not expected to result in afflux that will cause

worsening of flooding to upstream properties.

Further detailed hydraulic modelling using Council's Brishane River Mike II model is
currently being completed in ovder to quantify any afflux due to the proposed development

layout.”
In relation to State Planning Policies, the Development Application stated at section 2.6.3:

"State Planning Policy 1/03 (Mitigating the Adverse Impacts of Flood, Bushfire and
Landslide)
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89.

90.

91.

92.

This Policy aims to minimise the risk of flooding, bushfire and landslide to people, property,
economic activity, and the environment. In relation to flooding, GHD has prepared a report

which addresses the impacts of flooding on the site.

Part of the site is affected by flooding from the Brisbane River. The proposed development has
been designed to ensure that all residences are above the Q100 flood level and flood free
access Is provided to the residences and basements. Access to the Animal Institute {animal
research centre] will be constructed to achieve Q100 immunity. The majority of the facilities

within the State Tennis Centre will also have Q100 immunity. "

Having received Andrew Blake's advice, Development Assessment South would have
congistently sought to ensure that the issues raised by Andrew Blake were addressed and that
the recommendations made by him were actioned and effected to ensure that the flood
immunity leve! was maintained at the level identified in GHD's report in any subsequent
preliminary approval and development permits. In particular, an engineer in Development
Assessment South would have ensured that the development conditions required to address
points 2.2 and 2.3 of Andrew Blake's memorandum were included in any development

approval.

In relation to the issue raised by Andrew Blake in point 2.1 of his memorandum, my
recollection is that the western part of the proposed road connecting to Softstone Street had
Q100 immunity but the eastern part of the proposed road connecting to Fairfield Road did not.
As I recall, Council's engineers ultimately accepted the easternt part of the road as not being

wholly at Q100 Jevel because of engineering constraints created by the existing Fairfield Road.

The reference to Q100 level in this case is a reference to Q100 as determined by the Mike 11

model and not an attempt to refer to the DFL.

1 refer in this regard to a note to file from Sam Gay to Development Assessment South dated
24 January 2006 which in turn refers to a discussion between Kevin Matthews who was then
the Principal Engineer in Development Assessment South and Bob Adamson. A copy of the

note to file is Attachment "RJK-20". The note records:

"Kevin Matthews spoke with Bob Adamson today and they have agreed that the level of the
access road for the Tennis centre should only have to meet Q50 levels. Particularly in view of

he facr that the level of the existing Fairfield Road is at Q50.
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They also discussed that it was preferable for the access road to be structurally elevated as
opposed to the road corridor being filled up, thus creating an effective dam through the low

north east section of the property.”

93. As part of the process of following up on the matters raised by Andrew Blake in his
memorandum of 6 January 2006, 1 refer to a letter sent by facsimile by the Department of
Local Government and Planning to Brannock & Associates on behalf of Mirvac on 1 February
2006, a copy of which was sent to Steven Schwartz. A copy of the letter is Attachment "RJK-
21", This letter formed the information request coordinated by the State on behalf of the
concurrence agencies for the development application. Paragraph 25 of that letter relates to
overland flood issues and reflects the acceptance by Councif’s engineers that Q50 was the
acceptable flood level for the eastern end of the access road. The information request

relevantly requires the following:

"Provide a contour plan identifving the extent of batters, at 1 in 4, where fill may be required
to construct the access road between Fairfield Road and the Tennis Centre. Also demonstrate
how the ponding areas are proposed to drain and how the access road might allow for
overland flow. Note the minimum level must accommodate the 050 flood level and is

calculated at 6.7m."

94, I note that Council’s FloodWise Property Report for the Tennyson Reach development
indicates a level of 6.6 m AHD. A copy of a FloodWise Property Report for a unit in the
Tennyson Reach development dated 14 January 2011 is Attachment "RJK-22", For that

reason it seems to me that the reference to 6.7m as Q50 in the above quote is mistaken.

95. Although I cannot explain in detail how it occurred, it is clear from the "As Constructed” plans
held by Council that the access road (King Arthur Terrace) for the Tennyson Reach
development was in fact constructed at or above Q100. The only part of the road which was
below Q100 was the western roundabout providing access to the Tennis Centre car park,
Attachment "RJK-23" is a copy of the "As Constructed" plans for the extension to King

Arthur Terrace with the area of the road below Q100 shaded in blue on drawings numbered

C8242 and C8229.
Setback Issues
96. Throughout the development assessment process, there was an issue as to the setback from the

residential buildings E & F. This issue reglated to the fact that the
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buildings were inside the 20 metre setback from the high water mark required by the
Waterways Code. My understanding is that the significance of the 20 metre setback from the
high water mark is primarily concerned with riparian amenity, that is, with the biodiversity of

the river in its natural state, and not with flood hydrology or hydraulics.
Development of the Conditions of Approval

97. As will be seen below, the development approvals in this case were substantial documents
containing numerous conditions. The conditions package was developed by the following

process:

(a) many of the conditions would have been entered directly into a draft conditions
package by various assessment officers in respect of those parts of the development
application that were in the scope of their relevant expertise. The conditions

relating to flood immunity would have had their genesis in entries made by-

b the next step would have been for Steven Schwartz to review the draft conditions
P
package, insert conditions relevant to his part in the process and to consolidate a

draft conditions package;

(c) that draft would have been provided to me and I would have given it an initial
review in the course of which I would likely have amended and varied the draft as |

thought appropriate;

(d) once the draft conditions package had been settled by me with Steven Schwartz, 1
recall that it was provided to Brannock & Associates to allow Mirvac to make such
initial submissions as it thought appropriate, Irecall that there was at least one and
possibly two conferences in which aspects of the draft conditions package were
discussed with Mirvac and Brannock & Associates. Attachment "RJK-24" is a
note to file by Steven Schwartz dated 7 September 2006. It comprises four pages of
comments on the draft conditions package provided by Mirvac and what appears to
me to be brief minutes of one of the conferences. 1do not have any recollection of
discussions at the meetings with Mirvac about the draft conditions relating to flood
immunity and flooding issues, and in particular I recall no discussion about

minimum habitable floor levels. 1 note that Steven Schwartz's note to file does
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98.

include a reference to a discussion about the storage of hazardous materials above

flood level;

(e) the conditions package ultimately presented to Council was the result of this

process.

There are less documents which have so far been located about this process than I would have
expected. It might be that there were not many more documents created as the work on the

draft package may have been done on-sereen during the conferences.

The Establishment & Coordination (Planning Guidance) Committee (PGC)

99,

100.

101,
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During the course of the assessment by Development Assessment South of the development
application, I prepared a number of power point presentations with the assistance of Steven
Schwartz for presentation to PGC. I refer in particular to a power point presentation to the

PGC dated 6 February 2006 a copy of which is Attachment "RJK-23",

[ recall that the purpose of the presentation was to Inform the PGC of the development
application and to seek the PGC's endorsement of recommendations made by Development
Assessment South for the redevelopment of the Tennyson development site. It is my practice
to present the power point presentation to the PGC myself, and to speak to the PGC based on
my knowledge of the matter. [ refer to pages 4 & 5 of the poWer point presentation and note
that it identifies "8 key issues contained in referral coordination advice” including "Flooding -
Appropriate flood immunity”. 1 understand the "referral coordination advice" to be the

information request letter sent by the State to Brannock & Associates dated 1 February 2006.

During the course of preparing this Statement I have reviewed the letter of 1 February 2006
which I understand to be the "referral coordination advice" identified in my power point
presentation. I accept that appropriate flood immunity is not in fact an issue contained in the
referral coordination advice. Iexpect that the inclusion of this as a key issue in the
presentation in reference to the referral coordination advice was an oversight on my part.
However, I believe the reason why I made reference to flood immunity in the presentation is
that I was conscious that this would be an issue for the PGC and I wanted to make it clear to
the PGC that flooding had been considered and addressed, and that Council's policy on flood

immunity was being maintained as regards the Tennyson Reach development.
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102,

103.

104,

105.

106.

I have also reviewed a power point presentation prepared by me for presentation to the PGC on
11 September 2006, A copy of the presentation is "RJK-26". The purpose of the
presentation, as I recall and as is stated in the power point document, was to seek the PGC's
endorsement of the Officer's recommendation to approve the Tennyson Reach development.
On page 5 there is slide titled "Key Issues". To the best of my recollection, the list.of key
issues was copied over, with soine amendments (deleting "Local Plan - Development
principles" and including "Contamination") from the power point document previously

prepared for presentation to the PGC on 6 February 2006,

On page 12 of the power point document, there is a slide titled "Key issues (cont)". In relation
to "Flooding" it states "Minimum floor levels Resolved." 1 believe that at some stage prior to
the PGC presentation I had a discussion with Councillor Helen Abrahams who was then the

Local Councillor for the development site and also Chair of the Urban Planning Committee.

As Principal Planner in Development Assessment South, I had regular meetings with
Councillor Abrahams in her capacity as the Local Ward Councillor in Development
Assessment South and as Chair of the Urban Planning Committee. 1 recall that she raised the
issue of flooding at one of those meetings. Although I do not recall my specific response [
believe [ conveyed that Council's policy of minimum habitable floor levels was to be
maintained and that the Tennyson Reach development had been considered by Council’s
engineers. I believe I might have included the comment "Minimum floor levels Resolved"” in
response to my discussion with Councillor Abrahams. Another possibility is that the comment
relates to an issue noted in a note to file by Steven Schwartz dated 7 September 2006 which
deals with draft conditions for the DA and states " maintenance shed is below FL height.
Condition to use racks above FL to store hazardous materials”. There might be other
explanations, and I cannot be sure. But I have no recollection of any discussion about flooding

in the PGC itself.

Having reviewed the power point document for the purposes of preparing this Statement, [
note that the following words are recorded by hand on the document: "Min Floor Levels
Resolved 11 Sept 2006." The handwritten notes were not made by me and I do not recognise

the handwriting.

The file indicates that there was a meeting of the PGC on 11 September 2006. Ihave read the

agenda for the meeting which refers at item 4 to the address of the proposed Tennyson Reach
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development and to me as the presenter of this item. 1 would have attended that meeting and
addressed the PGC on the development application. A copy of the PGC agenda is Attachment
"RJK-27". 1have also reviewed what ] understand to be hand written minutes of the meeting,
a copy of which are Attachment "RJK-28". 1do not recognise the hand writing. Whilst it is
not clear to me what exactly is written, there appears to be no suggestion that there was a

discussion by the PGC of flood immunity or related issues.

Urban Planning & Economic Development Committee (UPED Committee)

107.

108.

109.

110.
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After submission to the PGC, the development application is considered by the UPED
Committee whose role it is to recommend or not recommend the approval of the development
application. In the ordinary course, a report and recommendation on the development
application is prepared for the UPED Committee and ultimately for Council. Ireferto a
document titled "Report and Recommendation on Development Application” by Steven
Schwartz which is the report and recommendation on the development application for the
Tennyson Reach development. A copy of the report is Attachment "RJK-29". As is my
practice, I would have reviewed and critiqued the report and recommendation. While I do not
specifically recall doing so, I must have been satisfied with the contents of the docﬁment
before it was finalised and sent by me to Richard Sivell, Manager of Development

Assessment, and Peter Button, Team Leader of Development Assessment South, for sign off.

The report and recommendation provides a general summary of relevant considerations for the
UPED Committee and Council in considering the development application. I refer to section &
titled "Issues Relevant to the Application”. The issues that are included under this heading are
to a degree a matter of judgement for Council officers in identifying matters Which have been
relevant in the development application or which Council officers consider would be of

particular interest to the UPED Committee and Council,
I refer to section 8.5 of the report and recommendation which is titled "Flooding" and states:

"The site is affected by flooding and there are potential impacts on roadways and the
proposed residential area. The approval has been conditioned to manage overland flow

impacts with swales, bunding and setting minimum habitable floor levels,’

This section was included in the report and recommendation because flooding had consistently

een identified as an issue. As [ state above, however, | was satisfied based on material
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included in support of the development application for the Tennyson Reach development, the
development application itself and the assessment by Council's engineers, that flooding issues
had been adequately addressed. Nonetheless, flooding was specifically referred to in the report
and recommendation because it was likely to be an issue of interest to Council given that the

proposed development was on a riverside site.

Generally, issues are included in the report and recommendation in order of importance and
relevance to the planner. Although [ am not able to specifically recall, it is likely that the issue
in section 8.1 ("Height (bulk and scale) and Setbacks - Buildings E & F") was a key issue and
tHat "Flooding" in section 8.5 was less pressing, but was included to reassure Council that

flooding had been assessed and appropriate conditions recommended.

The report and recommendation was attached to a document titled "DECISION QF THE
BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL URBAN PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
Committee's Recommendation of 19 September 2006™ and presented to the UPED Committee

for recommendation or not to Council. A copy of the Decision is "RJK-30". As is Council's
practice, there would have been a meeting of the UPED Committee on 19 September 2006.
Although I do not specifically recall doing so, I would have prepared and presented a power
point presentation at the meeting, although I have not located a copy of any such document. I
have no specific recollection of any discussion at the meeting about flood immunity or
flooding issues. The UPED Commitice recommended approval by Council of the
development application. The development application was approved by Council at a meeting
of Council on the afternoon of 19 September 2006. This is evidenced by the fact that the
Decision is marked as "Adopted” and stamped "2487/06 Council's Delegate™.

The Development Application approved subject to conditions

113.

114,

115,
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The Minutes of Proceedings for the meeting of Council on 19 September 2006 records the
recommendation and Council's approval of the development application on pages 109 to 113.

A copy of the Minutes of Proceedings is Attachment "RJK-31".
The development application was approved, subject to a number of conditions.

Relevantly to flooding, the development conditions included conditions requiring the

following:
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(a) the minimum habitable floor level to be 8.4m AHD (that is 500 mm above the DFL
for the site defined by Council as 7.9m AHD);
(b the development to be in accordance with Council’s Subdivision and Development
Guidelines;
{c) the development to be in accordance with approved plans, including elevations.
116. The development approval including its conditions (i.e. the decision notice) as approved by

Council is a voluminous document. In fact, there was a Request for a Negotiated Decision

Notice given to Council by Mirvac. Such a request defers the applicant's, and subsequently the

submitter's, appeal period pending a process of negotiation on conditions in the development

approval. As a consequence of that process, Council issued a Negotiated Decision Notice

which revised the conditions on the original development approval in a number of respects and

replaced the original decision notice. The revision to conditions did not involve revisions to

conditions relating to flooding or flood immunity.

117. A copy of the Negotiated Decision Notice dated 9 October 2006 is Attachment "RJK-32". Tt

also includes a schedule listing the changes to the conditions of the original decision nofice.

Specific conditions relevant to flooding in both the original Decision Notice and Negotiated

Decision Notice include:

(a)

Legal\304988658.1

preliminary approval for 191 units in 3 buildings and park:

"12) All proposed residential buildings are to be designed in accordance with
Council’s "Subdivision and Development Guidelines" 1o ensure that minimum
habitable floor levels are 500mm above the 100 vear (ARI) flood level (river and
creek flooding) or 500mm above the 50 year (ARI) (overland flow level) whichever

is the greater.

Minimum non-habitable floor levels are to be not less than 50 year (ARI) or 100
yvear (ARI} flood levels (which ever is the greater).

GUIDELINE

This condition is imposed when the site is affected by flooding. The 100 year ARI
event is applicable to river and/or creek flooding. If the calchment is localised, the

50 vear ARI event will be applicable unless the site is also affected by creek or river
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Hooding in which case the higher flood level is used. For any other enquiries about

this condition, please contact the Engineering Officer.”

(b) development permit for a material change of use for indoor sport and recreation
(tennis centre stadium) and outdoor sport and recreation (outdoor courts) and
associated uses including office, restaurant, shop and convention centre (function

room):

"47) Undertake the works on the site in accordance with an Earthworks Plan

approved by the Engineering Delegate, Development Assessment.

(a) Submit an earthworks plan (and obtain approval from the Engineeriﬁg
Delegate, Development Assessment, prepared by a Registered Professional
Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ), and in accordance with Council’s “'Subdivision
and Development Guidelines " demonstrating how the development will comply with

this requirement and the following:

. The location of any cut and/or fill;
J The quantity of fill to be deposited and finished fill levels,
. Maintenance of access roads to and from the site such that they remain

Jree of all fill material and are cleaned as necessary;

. The existing and proposed finished levels (extending into the adjacent
properties);
. Preservation of all drainage structures from the effects of structural

loading generated by the earthworks;

. Protection of adjoining properties and roads from ponding or nuisance

from stormwater;

. That all vehicles exiting from the site will be cleaned and treated so as to

prevent material being tracked or deposited on public roads.

(b) All fill material placed on the site is to be free of contaminants (as defined by
/2

section 11 of the Environmental Protection Act 1994}, noxj dous,

33

Witness

Legal\304988658.1



deleterious and organic materials. Suitable fill material is deemed to comply with
the requirements of clause 4.3, AS 3798, Guidelines on Earthworks for Commercial

and Residential Developments.

(c) Prepare the following details for presentation to the Council s Enginieering

Delegate at a pre-start meeting arranged by the consultant supervising the

contractor.
. The type of fill to be used and the manner in which it is to be compacted;
. Details of any proposed access routes to the site which are intended to

be used to transport fill to the site;

. Engineering details of any haul roads to be built to facilitate the
placement of fill on the site; |

. The contractor is responsible for maintaining the access roads near the

site such that they remain free of all fill material and are cleaned as

necessary,
. Damage to Council assets will need to be repaived at no cost to Council;
. Public footpaths fronting the site are to remain safe at all times, and
. Compliance with Council’s Erosion and Sediment Control Guidelines

relating to earthwork’s on a construction site.

(d) Implement and maintain the provisions of a Site Based Stormwater Management
Plan which is consistent with Council’s "Subdivision and Development Guidelines”’
(2000 or later version) and aims to prevent or minimise the contamination of
stormwater and the release of contaminated stormwater from the site during
construction and operational worfs.

GUIDELINES

This condition is imposed for applications when significant earthworks are
proposed in conjunction with a development proposal. Site Based Stormwater
Management Plans (that address short and long term stormwater management from

a quality and quantity perspective) may be part of Environmental Management
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Plans (EMPs) and include ESC Programs/Management Plans. For any enquiries
about this condition, please contact the Engineering Delegate, Development

Assessment,

"53) Run off from the site and run off concentrated on the site from local
catchments for storms up to the 50 year (AR} flood event and for a 100 year (ARI)
flood event for creek and river flooding, is to be managed in accordance with
approved drainage plans and Council’s "Subdivision and Development Guidelines"

s0 as not o have any adverse effect on neighbouring properties.

(a) Design and construct all buildings to have the appropriate freeboard in
accordance with the Council's "Subdivision and Development Guidelines" so as to
not to be flooded during a 50 year (ARI) local flood event of a 100 year (ARI) creek

or river flood event whichever is the higher flood level;

(b) Submit engineering plans and calculations, prepared by a Registered
Professional Engineer Qld (RPEQ) and in accordance with the Council's
"Subdivision and Development Guidelines”, demonstrating how the development
will comply with this requirement. Such plans are to show adequate survey
information on areas adjoining the site with particular attention to ponding of
water and overland flow paths and building pads. Additionally, the submitted
information is to defermine the extent of any stormwater drainage works and the
width of any overland flow easements. Obtain approval for the design from the
Engineering Delegate, Development Assessment, Development and Regulatory

Services,

(c) Complete the works in accordance with the approved engineering plans; and

(d) Submit "As Constructed" plans including an asset register (if required),
approved by a Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ) (to a
standard specified in Council's "Subdivision and Development Guidelines")
certifying that the works have been completed in ac;cordance with the approved

design and any approved modifications.

GUIDELINE

Witness
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This condition is intended to ensue that the design of the subject development
accounts for the stormwater run off and/or if stormwater drainage patterns in the
vicinity of the site require improvements. For any enquiries about this condition,

please contact the Engineering Delegate, Development Assessment."

"57) Design and construct all proposed buildings in accordance with Council's
"Subdivision and Development Guidelines" to ensure that minimum habitable floor
levels are 500mm above the 100 year (ARI) flood level (river and creek flooding) or
500mm above the 50 year (ARI) (overland flow level) whichever is the greater.

. All service sheds must ensure that the storage level for chemical
purposes are to be not less than 500mm above the 50 year (ARI) or 100
year (ARD) flood levels (which ever is the greater).”

GUIDELINE

This condition is impose when the site is affected by flooding. The 100 vear ARI
event is applicable to river and/or creek flooding. If the catchment is localised, the
50 year ARI event will be applicable unless the site is also affected by creek or river
Sflooding in which case the higher flood level is to be used. For flood level
information, Council Flood Reports are now available from any of Council's
Customer Service Centres and Regional Business Centres. The new Flood Report
provides the latest flood information for a nominated property plus other useful

information about flooding and your development.”

(c) development permit for a material change of use for multi-unit dwelling (114 units

in buildings E & F) and park:

"97) The overall height of the proposed buildings are to be in accordance with the

Jollowing requirements:

(a) Construct the floor levels generally in accordance with the floor levels on the
approved elevations and sections 00-DA0003 rev D, 41-DA1600 rev C, 41-DA1601
rev C, 31-DA4 1600 rev D, 31-DA1601 rev D, with the minimum building height
(including lift overruns, roof plant, and 'pop-up' structures) not to exceed the

following:
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Minimum Habitable Flood Level: 8,40 AHD

Car Park Podium: 15.00 AHD

Building E: 45.52 AHD

Building F: 42.50 AHD and 31.50 AHD for the stepped section to level 7

(b) Submit certification from a licensed surveyor that the as-constructed floor levels
and maximum building heights are in accordance with part (o) of this condition,

This information is to be submitted to the Delegate, Development Assessment Team.
GUIDELINE

This condition is imposed to ensure the flood levels and maximum overall height of
the proposed building is in accordance with the development approval, The
relaxation of the maximum height limit is to permit a minor encroachment of the
roof line. This encroachment shall not exceed 200mm and is only permitied for the
area shown on the approved plan and is not to extend further than this area. For
any enquiries about this condition, please contact the Development Assessment

Team Architect.”

"121) Undertake the works on the site in accordance with an Earthworks Plan

approved by the Engineering Delegate, Development Assessment.

{a) Submit an earthworks plan (and obtain approval from the Enginecering
Delegate, Development Assessment, prepared by a Registered Professional
Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ), and in accordance with Council’s “Subdivision
and Development Guidelines” demonstrating how the development will comply with

this requirement and the following:

. The location of any cut and/or fill;
J The quantity of fill to be deposited and finished fill levels;
) Maintenance of access roads to and from the site such that they remain

free of all fill material and are cleaned as necessary;
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. The existing and proposed finished levels (extending into the adjacent

properties);

. Preservation of all drainage structures from the effects of structural

loading generated by the earthworks,;

. Protection of adjoining properties and roads from ponding or nuisance

Jfrom stormwaler;

. That all vehicles exiting from the site will be cleaned and treated so as to

prevent material being tracked or deposited on public roads.

(b} All fill material placed on the site is to be free of contaminants (as defined by
section 11 of the Environmental Protection Act 1994), noxious, hazardous,
deleterious and organic materials. Suitable fill material is deemed to comply with
the requirements of clause 4.3, AS 3798, Guidelines on Earthworks for Commercial

and Residential Developments.

(c) Prepare the following details for presentation to the Council’s Engineering

Delegate at a pre-start meeting arranged by the consultant supervising the

contractor.
. The type of fill to be used and the manner in which it is to be compacted;
. Details of any proposed access routes to the site which are intended to

be used to transport fill to the site;

. Engineering details of any haul roads fo be built to facilitate the

placement of fill on the site;

. The contractor is responsible for maintaining the access roads near the

site such that they remain free of all fill material and are cleaned as

necessary,
. Damage to Council assets will need to be repaired at no cost to Council;
. Public footpaths fronting the site are to remain safe at all times,; and
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. Compliance with Council’s Erosion and Sediment Control Guidelines

relating to earthwork’s on a construction site,

(d) Implement and maintain the provisions of a Site Based Stormwater Management
Plan which is consistent with Council’s "Subdivision and Development Guidelines”
(2000 or later version) and aims to prevent or minimise the contamination of
stormwater and the release of contaminated stormwater from the site during
construction and operational works,

GUIDELINES

This condition is imposed for applications when significant earthworks are
proposed in conjunction with a development proposal. Site Based Stormwater
Management Plans (that address short and long term stormwater management from
a quality and quantity perspective) may be part of Environmental Management
Plans (EMPs) and include ESC Programs/Management Plans. For any enquiries
about this condition, please contact the Engineering Delegate, Development and

Regulatory Services. "

“131) Run off from the site and run off concentrated on the site from local
catchments for storms up to the 50 year (ARI) flood event and for 100 year (ARI)
flood event for creek and river flooding, is to be managed in accordance with
approved drainage plans and Council's "Subdivision and Development Guidelines"

s0 as not to have any adverse effect on neighbouring properties.

(a) Design and construct all buildings to have the appropriate freeboard in
accordance with the Council's "Subdivision and Development Guidelines™ so as not
to be flooded during a 50 year (ARI) local flood event or 100 year (ARI) creek or

river flood event whichever is the higher flood level;

(b) Submit engineering plans and calculations, prepared by Registered
Professional Engineer Qld (RPEQ) and in accordance with the Council’s
"Subdivision and Development Guidelines"”, demonstrating how the development
will comply with this requirement. Such plans are to show adequate survey
information on areas adjoining the site with particular attention to ponding of

water and overland flowpaths and building pads. Additionally, the submitted
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information is to determine the extent of any stormwater drainage works and the
width of any overland flow easements. Obtain approval for the design from the
Engineering Delegate, Development Assessment, Development and Regulatory

Services;
(c) Complete the works in accordance with the approved engineering plans, and

(d) Submit "As Constructed” plans including an asset register (if required),
approved by a Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ) (to a
standard specified in Council's "Subdivision and Development Guidelines”)
certifying that the works have been completed in accordance with the approved

design and any approved modifications.

GUIDELINE

This condition is intended to ensure that the design of the subject development
accounts for the stormwater run off and/or if stormwater drainage patterns in the
vicinity of the site require improvements. For any enquiries aboul this condition,

please contact the Engineering Delegate, Development and Regulatory Services.”

"132) Design and construct all proposed buildings in accordance with Council’s
"Subdivision and Development Guidelines" to ensure that minimum habitable floor
levels are 500 mm above the 100 year (ARI) flood level (river and creek flooding)
or 500 mm above the 50 year (ARI) (overland flow level) whichever is the greater.

. Minimum non-habitable floor levels are to be not less than 300mm above
the 50 year (AR} or 100 year (ARI) flood levels (which ever is the

greater).
GUIDELINE

This condition is imposed when the site is affected by flooding. The 100 year ARI
event is applicable to river and/or creek flooding. If the catchment is localised, the
50 year ARI event will be applicable unless the site is also affected by creek or river
Aooding in which case the higher flood level is to be used. For flood level

information, Council Flood Reports are now available from any of Council's
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(d)

Customer Service Centres and Regional Business Centres. The new Flood Report
provides the latest flood information for a nominated property plus other useful

information about flooding and your development.”

development permit for material change of use for multi-unit dwelling (88 units in

building D), shop, restaurant and park:

"164) The overall height of the proposed buildings are (o be in accordance with the

following requirements.

(a) Construct the floor levels generally in accordance with the floor levels on the
approved elevations and sections 00-DAO0O3 rev D, 41-DAI600 rev C, 41-DA160]
rev C, 31-DA 1600 rev D, 31-DA1601 rev D, with the minimum building height
(including lift overruns, roof plant, and ‘pop-up structures) not to exceed the

Jollowing:
Minimum Habitable Flood Level: 8.40 AHD
Car Park Podium: 15.00 AHD

Building D: 48.52 AHD and 40.50 AHD for the eastern stepped section and 39.50
AHD for the western stepped section. '

(b) Submit certification from a licensed surveyor that the as-constructed floor
levels and maximum building heights are in accordance with part (a) of this
condition. This information is to be submitted to the Delegate, Development

Assessment Team.
GUIDELINE

This condition is imposed to ensure the flood levels and maximum overall height of
the proposed building is in accordance with the development approval. The
relaxation of the maximum height limit is to permit a minor encroachment of the
roof line. This encroachment shall not exceed 200mm and is only permitted for the
area shown on the approved plan and is not to extend further than this area. For

any engquiries about this condition, please contact the Development Assessment

Team Architect "
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"188) Undertake the works on the site in accordance with an Earthworks Plan

approved by the Engineering Delegate, Development Assessment,

(a) Submit an earthworks plan (and obtain approval from the Engineering
Delegate, Development Assessment, prepared by a Registered Professional
Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ), and in accordance with Council’s “Subdivision
and Development Guidelines” demonstrating how the development will comply with

this requirement and the following:

. The location of any cut and/or fill;
. The quantity of fill to be deposited and finished fill levels,
. Maintenance of access roads to and from the site such that they remain

Jree of all fill material and are cleaned as necessary,

. The existing and proposed finished levels (extending into the adjacent
properties);
) Preservation of all drainage structures from the effects of structural

loading generated by the earthworks;

. Protection of adjoining properties and roads from ponding or nuisance

from stormwater;

. That all vehicles exiting from the site will be cleaned and treated so as to

prevent material being tracked or deposited on public roads.

(b) All fill material placed on the site is to be free of contaminants (as defined by
section 11 of the Environmental Protection Act 1994), noxious, hazardous,
deleterious and organic materials. Suitable fill material is deemed to comply with
the requirements of clause 4.3, AS 3798, Guidelines on Earthworks for Commercial

and Residential Developments.

(c) Prepare the following details for presentation to the Council's Engineering

Delegate at a pre-start meeting arranged by the consultant supervising the
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. The type of fill to be used and the manner in which it is to be compacted;

. Details of any proposed access routes to the site which are intended to

be used to transport fill to the site;

. Engineering details of any haul roads to be built to facilitate the
placement of fill on the site;

. The contractor is responsible for maintaining the access roads near the

site such that they remain free of all fill material and are cleaned as

necessary,
. Damage to Council assets will need to be repaired at no cost to Council;
. Public footpaths fronting the site are to remain safe at all times; and
. Compliance with Council’s Erosion and Sediment Control Guidelines

relating to earthwork's on a construction site.

(d) Implement and maintain the provisions of a Site Based Stormwater Management
Plan which is consistent with Council's “Subdivision and Development Guidelines”
(2000 or later version) and aims to prevent or minimise the contamination of
stormwater and the release of contaminated stormwaler from the site during

construction and operational works.

GUIDELINES

This condition is imposed for applications when significant earthworks are
proposed in confunction with a development proposal. Site Based Stormwater
Management Plans (that address short and long term stormwater management from
a quality and quantity perspective) may be part of Environmental Management
Plans (EMPs) and include ESC Programs/Management Plans. For any enquiries
about this condition, please contact the Engineering Delegate, Development and

Regulatory Services.”

“198) Run off from the site and run off concentrated on the site from local
catchments for storms up 1o the 50 year (ARI) flood event and for 100 year (ARI)
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Hflood event for creek and river flooding, is to be managed in accordance with
approved drainage plans and Council's "Subdivision and Development Guidelines"

50 as not to have any adverse effect on neighbouring properties.

(a) Design and construct all buildings to have the appropriate freeboard in
accordance with the Council’s "Subdivision and Development Guidelines" so as not
to be flooded during a 50 year (ARI) local flood event or 100 year (ARI) creek or

river flood event whichever is the higher flood level;

(b) Submit engineering plans and calculations, prepared by Registered
Professional Engineer Qld (RPEQ) and in accordance with the Council's
"Subdivision and Development Guidelines”, demonstrating how the development
will comply with this requirement. Such plans are to show adequate Surlliey
information on areas adjoining the site with particular attention to ponding of
water and overland flowpaths and building pads. Additionally, the submitted
information is to determine the extent of any stormwater drainage works and the
width of any overland flow easements. Obtain approval for the design from the
Engineering Delegate, Development Assessment, Development and Regulatory

Services;
(c) Complete the works in accordance with the approved engineering plans; and

(d) Submit "As Constructed” plans including an asset register (if required),
approved by a Registered Professional Engineer of Queensland (RPEQ) (fo a
standard specified in Council's "Subdivision and Development Guidelines")
certifving that the works have been completed in accordance with the approved .

design and any approved modifications.

GUIDELINE

This condition is intended to ensure that the design of the subject development
accounts for the stormwater run off and/or if stormwater drainage patterns in the
vicinity of the site require improvements. For any enquiries abut this condition,

please contact the Engineering Delegate, Development and Regulatory Services."
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“199) Design and construct all proposed buildings in accordance with Council's
"Subdivision and Development Guidelines" to ensure that minimum habitable floor
levels are 500 mm above the 100 year (ARI) flood level (river and creek flooding)
or 500 mm above the 50 year (ARI) (overland flow level) whichever is the greater.

. Minimum non-habitable floor levels are to be not less than 300mm above

the 50 year (ARI) or 100 year (ARI) flood levels (which ever is the
greater),

GUIDELINE

This condition is imposed when the site is affected by flooding. The 100 year ARI
event is applicable to river and/or creek flooding. If the catchment is localised, the
50 year ARI event will be applicable unless the site is also affected by creek or viver
Sflooding in which case the higher flood level is to be used. For flood level
information, Council Flood Reports are now available from any of Council's
Customer Service Centres and Regional Business Centres. The new Flood Report
provides the latest flood information for a nominated property plus other useful

information about flooding and your development.”

118. Subsequent to the development approval for the Tennyson Reach development, a number of

applications to amend the development approval have been received and assessed by Council.

Subject to the matters set out in paragraph 119 below in respect of the amendment application

in subparagraph (c), those applications and subsequent approvals do not relate to flooding

impacts. For completeness the amendment applications relate to:

(a)

(b)

©

Legal\304988658.1

design of the buildings;
design and height of the roof of the Tennis Stadium;

shade structures to concourse and café, spectator seating and shade to external

courts, BBQ area, material storage and undercroft storage rooms;

enclosure of roofed terrace area and cover of two show courts (permanent shade

structure),

proposed maintenance workshop on lower level of the gymnasium;
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()
(g)

(h)

enclosure of the bulk bin recycling store adjacent to the gymnasium;
revised roof design of the compactor structure; and

changes to conditions in relation to minor increase in gross floor area for buildings
E and F, unit configurations, parkland contributions, parkland design plan, access
easements, community management strategy, on-site managers unit, parkland
landscape management plan, detailed plan in relation to pedestrian and bicycle
pathways, permanent shade structures, plant and equipment certification, footpaths,
acoustic levels and acoustic works, restaurant noise, hours of construction, road

intersection, gymnasium design and timing of land dedication.

119. During the course of my preparation for this statement and following a review of the relevant

files (as mentioned in paragraph 9 above) it has come to my attention that:

(a)

(b)

the amendment application referred to in subparagraph 118(c) when approved
included an approval relating to some storage and other non-habitable areas for the
Tennis Centre might have included some consideration of flood impacts. The

approval was given on 90ctober 2009;

a current application for a Request for Permissible Change to a Development
(dated 21 June 2011) seeking an approval for, amongst other changes, an expansion
of change room facilities, new storage areas and other non-habitable areas forming
part of the Tennis Centre, will likely include a consideration of flood impacts. In
particular there will be a consideration of whether the current, as constructed,
facilities comply with the conditions imposed by the Negotiated Decision Notice

dated 9 October 2006 and the Subdivision and Development Guidelines.

120. I do not yet have a final view in relation to the matters set out in subparagraph 119(b) above,

however [ am currently investigating the matter and as soon as [ have a final view [ will

provide the Commission with a supplementary statement addressing this issue as well as the

approval mentioned in subparagraph 119(a) above.

Lepfil\304988658.1
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A detailed acconnt all :_neetmgs had (including. mte__ mgs of ’I‘eam South and meetmgs
involving Team South and any other person) and ll:assessment reports. prepared by Team South
with respect to the Tennyson Reach development and the Tennyson development site. -

121. Until appointed as Regional Manager two years ago, all of my involvement in the development
assessment processes for the Tennyson Reach development was as L.ead Principal Planner or
Principal Planner, Development Assessment South, As I have explained in a number of
instances, 1 do not have a detailed recollection of individual discussions and meetings and it
would be unusual for notes to be kept of those meetings and discussions. I have endeavoured
in this Statement to set out the material meetings, events and documents impacting on the
assessment process by Development Assessment South of the Tennyson Reach development,

focusing on flooding issues.

122, To the extent that I am reasonably able to respond to this question, I believe I have done so in
this Statement. I would be happy to address further specific issues that might be brought to my

aftention.
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Qe ref; Doc 1679383

16 August 2011

Mr Rory Kelly

Regional Manager - South
Brisbane City Counc
GPO Box 1434
BRISBANE QLD 4001

REQUIREMENT TO PROVIDE STATEMENT TO COMMISSION OF INQUIRY
1, Justice Catherine E Holmes, Commissioner of Inquiry, pursuant to section 5(1)(d) of the

Commissions of Inquiry Act 1950 (Qld), require Mr Rory Kelly to provids a written statement,
under oath or affirmation, to the Queesnsland Floods Commission of Inquiry, in which the

said Mr Kelly:
+ provides all Information in his possession and Identifies the source or sources of that
information,

+ makes commentary and provides opinions he is qualified to give as to the
appropriateness of particular actions or declsions and the basis of that commentary or

opinion;
In respect of the following:

4. a detailed account of all decisions, including reasons for those decisions, made by all
employees, contractors and councillors of the Brishana City Council, civic cabinet and
the Lord Mayor of Brisbane regarding the following aspects of the Tennyson
development site and Tennyson Reach development:

a. the tender process run by the State of Queensiand,

b. details of the proposal awarded by the State of Gueensiand to Mirvac as
communicated to Councll;

c. the preiminary development approval and any master plans granted to Mirvac by
Council for the Tennyson Reach development; and

d. any Inyestigation or study regarding the effect of flood on the Tennyson Reach
development or the effect of the Tennyson Reach development on flooding
elsewhere,

The ‘Tennyson development site’ means the sites of the former Tennyson power station
and animal research centre.

The ‘Tennyson Reach development’ means the Mirvac development at Tannyson
including the Tennyson Reach residentiai development, the State Tennis Centre,
parkiand and all other land used or available to Mirvac Group.

400 George Streef Brishane

GPO Box 1738 Brishane

Queensland o001 Australla

Telephone 1300 309 634

Facsimile +61 7 3405 5750
Pags 10f2 www.floodcommission.gtd.govau

ABN 82696762534

BCC.107.0007



2. a detalled account of all meetings had (including internal meetings of Team South and
meetings Involving Team South and any other person) and all assessment reports
prepared by Team South with respect to the Tennyson Reach development and the
Tennyson developmant site. '

Mr Kelly may also address other topics relevant to the Terhws of Reference of the
Commission in the statement, if he wishes,

The statement is to be provided to the Quéensland Floods Commigsion of Ingquiry by
Wednesday 31 August 2011.

The statement can be provided by post, email or by arranging delivery to the Comrﬁission by

emailing info@floodcommission. dld.gov.au.

Commlissioner
Justice C E Holmes

Page 2 of 2
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Level 16 ANZ Centre 324 Queen Street Brishane Qid 4000

PO Box 7035 Riverside Centre Brisbane Qld 4001

Ph: {07) 3319 2777 Fax: (07) 3319 2799

Email; brisbane@robertbird.com.au Web Site: www.robertbird.com.au

Reference: NF:SS LTR/C 44317

23" July 2004

Brisbane City Council
GPO Box 1434
BRISBANE QLD 4001

Attention: Mr Rory Kelly

Dear Sir

RE: TENNYSON POWER STATION SITE REDEVELOPMENT
ENQUIRY INTO WATER SEWERAGE AND STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Robert Bird & Partners have been engaged by Stocklands to provide civil engineering advice
for the development of a costing plan to support their submission for development rights at the
above site.

As discussed with you late last week having an understanding of the water and sewerage
system capacities is fundamental to addressing the civil infrastructure and development
potential for this site. We understand that Brisbane Water will require up to 10 days to review
the requirements of the site and it's impact on the existing civil services. We therefore request
that the following information be forwarded to them and that a meeting be organized with the
relevant persons to discuss their findings. In addition we would appreciate an earlier meeting
this week to discuss some of our concepts which address the 100 year flood level that we

believe affects the site.

The estimated yield of the proposed project is as follows;

' DevelopmentType = | ' ' Scale’
4 Bed 100
3 Bed 200
2 Bed 400

Tennis Centre, Gym &

7000 seat Sports Facility Clubhouse

Small convenience Store &
Cafe

G:\Projecis\Project Documentafion\empjobsi4400T-4499T\4431 T\ atters\431T-BCC-LTR-C-23 07 02.doc

OFFICES IN BRISBANE SYDNEY MELBOURNE KUALA LUMPUR LONDON
CHAIRMAN BUSINESS

- CONSULTANTS

MANAGING -

DIRECTOR

BCC.089



2.

As you are aware all matters to this development are confidential and we would appreciate your
commitment to maintaining our confidence as we exchange information. Thank you for your
attention to this matter and we look forward to your reply

Yours faithfully
ROBERT BIRD & PARTNERS PTY LTD

BCC.089.0406



RoryKeHthETennyson F"'r“élodgementp L e - “Page 1
From:
To: “Rory Kelly" <SPAS@pbrisbane.qld.gov.au>
Date: Tuesday, 27 July 2004 15:11:41
Subject: RE: Tennyson Prelodgement
Rory,

Sorry about the delay in responding. | think a figure of 300 to 400
dwellings is probably appropriate to work with.

ﬁeers,

----- Original Message-----
From: Rory Kelly [mailto:SPAS@brisbane.qgld.gov.au]

Sent: Monday, 26 July 2004 5:27 PM
To: *

Subject: Re: Tennyson Prelodgement

| have spoken to Brisbane water about how we discuss this matter and go
further.

They have suggested | obtain the maximum number of people or dwellings ie if
you were thinking of 350 dwellings then say 300 to 400. There may be
capacity issues assocuiated with this site and we need to advise thresholds

for upgrades which equal $

Rory Kelly
Senior Planner
Development Assessment South

>>> | o day. 26 July 2004 >>>

Hi Rory,

I thought | would send you this email as you probably wonder why you haven't

seen a request for a prelodgement meeting come through from me for the
Tennyson power station site.

The clients have not been ready. However, | am intending to send the forms
through tomorrow and hoping we can get a meeting with you sometime next
week? As | previously mentioned, due to confidentiality reasons we cannot
send through plans ahead of the meeting. Also, we are hoping to only meet
with a few of you in the team. We do not wish the purchasers etc to attend
at this time - purely because of confidentiality reasons.

thanks,

BCC.089.0399
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Senior Planner

Brannock and Associates

Planning and Environment Consultants

This message was received from the internet.
Please exercise caution with the message and any attachments.

This message has passed through an insecure network.
Please direct all enquires to the message author.

This message was received from the Internet.
Please exercise caution with the message and any attachments.

BCC.089.0400
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Brisbane City Council
Development Assessment South

Bisbane City Floor 10 BAG

TO Bruce McArthur Eniineer Red Cell

cc Peter Button

FROM ROI"y Ke"y DATE 27 JUly 2004

sussiecr | Tennyson Power Station redevelopment incorporating some or all of the Animal
Research Institute on land described as Lot 663 on SL2532, Lot 566 on
SP104107, Lot 5 on RP206443, Lots 1 & 2 on RP100860, Lot 1 on RP37962 and
Located at 9, 21A & 37 Softstone Street, 681 & 701 Fairfield rd, 44 Ortive Street,
137 Tennyson St having a combined area of approximately 378,220 square
metres,

/;gﬂ‘,w»t—w : This matter is highly confidential

The State Government is proposing to develop the Tennyson Power Station and as
such have selected three preferred developers to submit tenders.

T understand that the tender submission date will close in about two week's time and
that these developers are required to seek Council's advice,

There are no detailed plans outlining the nature of the development, these I assume
will be developed up if they are selected as the preferred tender.

Advice to the tender consultants will need to be generic with the advice based on the
a development scenario for the combined sites. This scenario combines the
requirements of 2 tender developers:

~
Sy e

o,

b

7000 to 10,000 seat multi purpose sports facility including licensed club, gym,

etc
retailing of up to 1,500 to 2,000 sqm of GFA;

A
~ 1GY residential accommodation for between 600 to 1000 dwelling units at say an

average of 2.3 people per unit;

residential building height and density similar to Medium Density;
car parking to service both residential and commercial uses;
potential for public transport interchange;

vehicle egress to and egress from the site to Council's satisfaction.

BCC.089.0397



Specific questions to be addressed include:

e  What are the flood levels affecting the site and what if any are the habital

floor levels?

e Are the wetlands located on the site and if so what constraints do these have
on the development intensity of the site?

o Extent of the traffic assessment required and preferred traffic
ingress/egress point.

e TIs the existing water supply and sewerage connections to the site adequate or
will upgrading be required? If upgrading works are required what is the extent
of the works if known at this time?

e Stormwater discharge?

e Are there any river interface requirements?

o What City Plan Codes and policies need to be addressed as part any future
development application?

An initial meeting with the tender consultants will be held on Friday 6 August 2004
at a time yet to be arranged. We will call the tenders in to further meetings if
required to discuss specifics.

To save paper I have prepared a list of Bimap and history searches for the site for
perusal. A prelodgement file number will be generated shortly.

It is also proposed to generate a list of issues that will need to be addressed during
the preparation of the conceptual development plans i.e. contamination, consultation

etc.

Please contact me if you have any further queries.

Rory Kelly
Senior Planner Assessment South

BCC.088.0398
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. BRISBANECITY |
Dedicated to a berter Brisbane
Brisbane City Council

To:  Rory Kelly Date: 06/08/2004 Customer & Community
Services

Attn:

ce- Development & Regulatory Services

Development Assessment South
Bruce McArthur

Engineer Level 13, 69 Ann Street

Development Assessment Team South GPO Box 1434
Brisbane Qld 4001

. Phone: 07 3403 4382
Re: Tennyson Power Station Redevelopmernt Facsimile: 07 3403 5379

Hydraulic issues Email: Easb@brisbane.gld.gov.au
internet:  www.brisbane.qld.gov.au

From:

Water Supply

e Extend of upgrading to be determined by Brisbane Water, ie. Possible new mains [extent
unknown until use is known]

Sewerage

e Existing Pump Station is private and inadequate.

e New Pump Station is required

e Discharge to a large diameter sewer will be required,
[a] Existing reticulation of sufficient capacity is some distance from the site
[b] A detailed design analysis is required once densities are confirmed

MEMORANDUM

Stormwater

The development must address the “Brisbane River Corridors Planning Scheme Policy™ located

in Appendix 2 of Volume 2 of City Plan

s Two separate stormwater catchments exist over the development site

o There are existing stormwater pipes for both catchments that discharge to the river. The
development must provide for overland flow and pipe drainage [QUDM & BCC Supplement]

¢ Natural channel design may be an option for the for the overland flow paths

e The Q100 flood level from the Brisbane River is 7.9m AHD

¢ Filling of site is possible.

e Significant filling of the site will be required to achieve minimum development levels as

outlined in the Subdivision & Development Guidelines. Refer - Part B Design Requirements,

Section 2.4 Earthworks Adjacent to Waterways and Flow Paths.

The development must not prejudice the overland flow path or worsen upstream effects.

Bruce McArthur

Engineer

Development Assessment Team South
Development & Regulatory Services
Customer & Community Services

BCC.089.0435
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Brisbane City Council
Development Assessment South

Brishane City Floor 10 BAC
TO
cC Peter Button

FROM | Rory Kelly DAT

E 6 August 2004

SUBJECT

Tennyson Power Station redevelopment incorporating some or all of the Animal
Research Institute on land described as Lot 663 on SL2532, Lot 566 on
SP104107, Lot 5 on RP206443, Lots 1 & 2 0on RP100860, Lot 1 on RP37962 and
Located at 9, 21A & 37 Softstone Street, 681 & 701 Fairfield rd, 44 Ortive Street,
137 Tennyson St having a combined area of approximately 378,220 square

metres.

***** d based on internal advice sought within Development

The foiiowihg advice has been prepared :
Assessment and is given as preliminary advice only on the basis that a more detailed concept
will be submitted for further consideration and investigation. The advice is given to assist in

PR R |

the preparation of a development proposal as part of the tenaer o State Government.

Consideration has not been given to the preferred height, density of the development or the
uses proposed. I understand these matters will specifically be coordinated through the

Te
on

nnison PowerStation liaison officer, James Coutts, Principal Urban Designer, City Planning

In response to specific queries raised concerning development on the site, I wish to advise
that:

Water Supply

Tt has not been possible to determine the full extend of upgrading to water mains in area

for the proposed use or for fire fighting purposes. Water is available in close proximity to

the site however, Brisbane Water will need to model water consumption to determine

extent of upgrading to ensure adequate water pressure.

Sewerage

The existing Pump Station servicing the site is a private facility and it is considered
inadequate to service the development. A new Pump Station will be required

Discharge to a large diameter sewer will be required as the existing reticulation does not
have sufficient capacity. A detailed design analysis is required once densities are
confirmed as the closest main is some distance from the site.

BCC.085.0521
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Stormwater

> The Q100 flood level from the Brisbane River is 7.9m AHD. All residential is to have
habital floor levels above Q100 and have flood free access. A lesser level may be
considered for non residential uses.

o Filling of site would be permitted provided it can be demonstrated that it does not
prejudice the overland flow path, worsen upstream effects or cause the ponding of water
on adjoining lands. Significant filling of the site will be required to achieve minimum
development levels as outlined in the Subdivision & Development Guidelines. Refer - Part B
Design Requirements, Section 2.4 Earthworks Adjacent to Waterways and Flow Paths.

e Two separate stormwater catchments have been identified over the development site.

e There are existing stormwater pipes for both catchments that discharge to the river. The
development must provide for overland flow and pipe drainage [QUDM & BCC Supplement]

s Natural channel design may be favourably considered for the overland flow paths through
the site.

Traffic and Transport

¢ A structure plan setting out the constraints and addressing mobility issues including access
to public transport via road, rail and water as well as walking and cycling. The site is well
located to provide for access via water (Ferries and river cruise boats), public transport
(bus and rail) and vehicle access. Also there is an opportunity to provide pedestrian and
bicycle links through the site linking Fairfield Rd and Graceville Ave/King Arthur Tce.

e Details of proposed vehicular access including interfaces with adjacent areas if itis
proposed to remove traffic signals or change access to adjacent streets.

¢ A traffic consultant's report examining the impact of traffic generated on the adjacent
road system at the time of the uses commencing on the site and at 10 years into the
future from the commencement of all uses on the site. Work proposed to offset impacts is

to be outlined.

e The impact of the day to day operation of uses is to be identified and measures proposed
as part of the development to offset any impacts are to be described.

« The constraints associated with both the horizontal and vertical alignment in particular
with the rail overpass limit the extent to which a satisfactory intersection could be built
to safely cater for the higher volumes of traffic generated by any proposal if vehicle
access is obtained from Softstone Street.

e No vehicle access to Softstone St

BCC.089.0522
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o The impact of a range of events at the proposed sports facility on the adjacent road
network, adjacent area and proposed day to day uses within the site is to be examined and
measures proposed to offset the impacts are to be identified.

o The likely level of parking required within the site to meet the needs of day to day uses
within the site as well as major events.

e A transport management plan will need to be scoped and a draft outline submitted to
encourage non-car travel to and from the sports facility for a range of events. The
management of parking in and around the area will need to be considered and proposals for
management outlined particularly to manage parking in nearby residential streets,
transport to and from the site and marketing of access and parking restrictions.

e Inaddressing traffic issues under the City Plan codes, details of how this is being dealt
with is to be outlined and referenced back to the appropriate sections within any reports
submitted.

s Transport needs to be provided and upgraded. Works may include pedestrian and bicycle
paths through the site connecting to the adjacent rail stations by grade separated
crossings. Such paths leading to the sports facility and within the site are to be legible and
of such width to cater for the expected pedestrian volumes.

o Parking within the site should be sufficient to cater for the day to day activities on the
site with some additional parking for a major sports day. The feasibility of extending
current ferry services further up river from the University should be considered

o Identify the extent works required for pedestrian access to adjacent rail stations, bus

stops and boat terminals including pedestrian and cycle access through site.
Ecological

e The site is located along the Brisbane River Corridor (Precinct 2) . Protection of the
vegetation along the Brisbane River Corridor and adhere to the intent of the Brisbane
River Corridor Planning Scheme Policy. (Appendix 2 City Plan). This document refers fo the
river interface requirements and flooding.

e The removal of any existing mangroves would not be supported.

Other
Council records indicate that the site is listed on the EPA Contaminated Site or Environmental

Management land register.

The power station building is considered to have industrial heritage values which should be
incorporated into any design.

The site is identified as having wetland values (as per City Plan mapping) . A report identifying

BCC.088.0523
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whether these values exist should be submitted to ascertain if the mapping is correct.
ESD principles should be incorporated into any design

Please contact me if you have any further queries regarding the above information.

Rory Kelly
Senior Planner Assessment South

BCC.085.0524
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No.

Description

Date

Commencement of pre-lodgement process on an informal basis

6 July 2005

Pre-lodgement process formalised

4 October 2005

Letter of consent from Department of Natural Resources and Mines to
Mirvac for the lodgement of development approval

11 November 2005

Letter of owner's consent from Department of Primary Industries and
Fisheries to Mirvac for the lodgement of development approval (animal
health station Lot 566 on SP104107)

14 November 2005

Letter of consent from Department of Local Government Planning, Sport
and Recreation to Mirvac for the lodgement of changed development
approval as trustee of the sport and recreation reserve Lot 1 on SP164685

16 November 2005

Brannock & Associates submit application on behalf of Mirvac for:

) Preliminary Approval for a Material Change of Use overriding
the planning scheme under section 3.1.6 of the IPA for Multi-
unit Dwellings (191 units in 3 buildings), and Park;

e Development Permit for Material Change of Use for Indoor
Sport and Recreation (Tennis Centre Stadium) and Outdoor
Sport and Recreation (outdoor courts) & associated uses
including Office, Restaurant, Shop and Convention Centre
(function rooms);

) Development Permit for Material Change of Use for Multi-unit
Dwelling (114 units in buildings E & F), and Park;

e Development Permit for Material Change of Use for Multi-unit
Dwelling (88 units in building D), Shop, Restaurant and Park;

and

o Development Permit for Operational Works for Disturbance to
Marine Plants.

(Development Application)

16 November 2005

Acknowledgement Notice dated 30 November 2005 issued by Council

2 December 2005

Referral Coordination letters from Brannock & Associates to the
Department of Local Government and Planning, Queensland Transport,
Department of Primary Industries and Fisheries, Environmental Protection
Agency (Contaminated Land Unit), Environmental Protection Agency
(Coastal Licensing), Department of Main Roads, Energex and Department
of Natural Resources and Mines

8 December 2005

Letter from Brannock & Associates to Council confirming referral of
Development Application

9 December 2005

Legal\304966993.1
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10. Amended Acknowledgement Notice issued by Council S December 2005

1. Referral Coordination - Request for Comments by the Department of Local | 13 December 2005
Government, Planning, Sport and Recreation

12. Advice Agency Response - Powerlink Queensland 23 December 2005

13. Further Advice Agency Response - Powerlink Queensland - no objection to | 4 January 2006
Development Application (Easement B on SP184023)

14. Extension to Information Request Period 11 January 2006

15. Council Information Request sent to the Department of Local Government, | 24 January 2006
Planning, Sport and Recreation

16. Department of Local Government, Planning, Sport and Recreation - 1 February 2006
Referral Coordination Information Request

17. Response by Mirvac to Council in relation to the riparian setback 3 February 2006

18. | Response by Mirvac to Information Request 6 April 2006

19. Public Notification commenced by Mirvac (end 30 May 2006) 10 April 2006

20. Letter from the Environmental Protection Agency (Contaminated Land 18 April 2006
Unit) to Council regarding receipt of response to information request on 10
April 2006

21. Environmental Protection Agency (Contaminated Land Unit) to Mirvac 18 April 2006
regarding incomplete response on 10 April 2006

22. | Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Water advice regarding Acid | 27 April 2006
Sulfate Soil Investigation Report and Management Plan by Soil Surveys (dated 2005)
dated March 2006

23. Concurrence Agency Response from the Department of Primary Industries | 2 May 2006
and Fisheries

24. | Council notified of application proposing entry in the Queensland Heritage | 3 May 2006
Register of the Tennyson Powerhouse, 27 Softstone Street, Tennyson

25. Submission of Traffic Management Plan (demolition and remediation 8 May 2006
works)

26. Extension of Assessment Period (to 8 June 2006) 9 May 2006

27. Further Extension of Assessment Period (to 26 June 2006) 26 May 2006

28. Notice of Compliance for public notification 31 May 2006

29. Concurrence Agency Response - Queensland Transport 8 June 2006

30. Concurrence Agency Response - Environmental Protection Agency 12 June 2006

31. Extension of Decision Making Period (end 14 August 2006) 14 July 2006

Legal\304966993.1
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32.

Owner's consent of Department of Primary Industries and Fisheries to the
lodgement of changed development approval (animal health station Lot 566
on SP104107)

28 July 2006

33.

Consent of Department of Local Government, Planning, Sport and
Recreation to the lodgement of changed development approval as trustee of
the sport and recreation reserve Lot 1 on SP164685

31 July 2006

34.

Consent of Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Water to the
lodgement of changed development approval

31 July 2006

35.

Amended Development Application - amendments involve a refinement of
State Tennis Centre and redesign of the centre stadium to accommodate an
increase in the coverage of the roofed area over the centre court and
concourse, a reconfiguration of the State Tennis Centre buildings and a
minor configuration to the court layout.

31 July 2006

36.

Acknowledgment Notice for Amended Development Application:issued by
Council

8 August 2006

37.

Referral of Amended Development Application to Department of Natural
Resources and Mines, Powerlink Queensland, Environmental Protection
Agency, Queensland Transport, Energex Limited, Department of Primary
Industries and Fisheries, Department of Main Roads and Department of
Local Government, Planning, Sport and Recreation.

8 August 2006

38.

Concurrence Agency response Environmental Protection Agency
(Contaminated Land Unit) for Amended Development Application (same as
12 June 2006)

9 August 2006

39.

Energex letter regarding no objection to changed application

14 August 2006

40.

Referral Coordination - Information request from Department of Local
Government, Planning, Sport and Recreation

17 August 2006

41.

Concurrence Agency Response - Queensiand Transport

21 August 2006

42.

Advice Agency Response - Powerlink Queensland

22 August 2006

43.

Decision Notice approving the Amended Development Application

25 September 2006

44,

Request to suspend Applicant's appeal period to seek a Negotiated Decision
Notice.

Representations were made in relation to conditions regarding the
following:

° pathway in Riverside Parkland;

® Supplementary Residential Code (car parking);

® Gross Floor Area;

o Landscape Management and Site Works plan;

o timing for in ground building works for tennis centre;

29 September 2006

Legal\304966993.1
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e bicycle parking and associated support facilities at tennis centre;
® water pressure and tank requirements for tennis centre;

® site artworks at tennis centre;

] timing of Landscape Management, Site Works and Planting Plan

for tennis centre;

. timing for Street Tree Planting Plan;
. timing condition 63;
° timing for construction of the cul-de-sac to the intersection of

Ortive Street and Fairfield Road;

. pathway;

. Community Management Statement;

. retaining walls;

] noise emissions from pool filter and pump;

° privacy screens for residential development;

) sustainable components for the tennis centre;

J Community Management Statement and noise emissions from

pool filter and pump;

J artworks or sculptures;
. Landscape Management and Site Works Plan for Council
parkland;
o landscape plans;
. safe pedestrian access;
e colour scheme for building works;
J Landscape Management Plan; and
o footpath on site frontages.
45. | Negotiated Decision Notice for Amended Development Application made 6 October 2006
16 November 2005
46. Application for Compliance Assessment (Schedule 12) of Roadworks and 26 October 2006
Drainage plans
47. | Application for Compliance Assessment (Schedule 12) of Roadworks and 26 October 2006
Drainage plans
48. | Application for Compliance Assessment (Schedule 12) of Water 26 October 2006
Legal\304966993.1 4
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Reticulation plans

49. Application for Compliance Assessment (Schedule 12) of Signs and 26 October 2006
Linemarking plans

50. | Application for Compliance Assessment (Schedule 12) of Erosion and 26 October 2006
Sediment Control plans

51. | Application for Operational Works for Filling and Excavation / Bulk 26 October 2006
Earthworks plans

52. | Application for Operational Works for Filling and Excavation / Bulk 26 October 2006
Earthworks plans

53. | Application for Compliance Assessment (Schedule 12) of Landscape plans | 26 October 2006

54. Letter from Council to Mirvac advising that landscape plans do not comply | 13 November 2006
with the Staging Plan for the Amended Development Approval (plans not
approved)

55. | Application to change development permit - alter design of the buildings to | 20 December 2006
improve functionality. Height and gross floor area not proposed to be
increased above the approved heights and gross floor area specified in the
existing approval

56. | Sewerage reticulation plans lodged for approval 21 December 2006

57. | Further sewerage reticulation plans lodged for approval 21 December 2006

58. | Request to change conditions of the Development Permit Stage 1 21 December 2006
Residential Material Change of Use Multi-unit Dwellings - Buildings E & F
under s. 3.5.24 and s.3.5.33 of the Integrated Planning Act 1997

59. Development Permit in respect of Sewerage Reticulation (plans approved) 12 January 2007

60. | Request for Detailed Design Compliance Assessment - On-Site Landscape | 31 January 2007
Works (State Tennis Centre)

61. | Development Permit in respect of Erosion and Sediment Control (plans 1 February 2007
approved)

62. Detailed Streetscape Works Plans lodged for approval 7 February 2007

63. | Development Permit in respect of Water Reticulation (plans approved) 9 February 2007

64. | Development Permit for Filling and Excavation / Bulk Earthworks (plans 12 February 2007
approved)

65. Development Permit for Filling and Excavation / Bulk Earthworks (plans 19 February 2007
approved)

66. | Development Permit for Sewerage Reticulation (plans approved) 22 February 2007

67. Request to Change an Existing Approval under s. 3.5.33 of the Integrated 28 February 2007

Planning Act 1997 in relation to stadium of State Tennis Centre - design
and height of roof of stadium

Legal\304966993.1
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68. | Detail Design Compliance Assessment (On-site Landscape Works) 7 March 2007
approval

69. Changes to State Tennis Centre - design and height of roof 8 March 2007

70. | Request for-compliance assessment of operational works for a sewerage 1 April 2007
pump station

71. | Tennyson Sewer Pump Station SP313 plans lodged for approval 30 April 2007

72. | Approval of Detailed Streetscape Works Plans (Condition 39(a) of 1 May 2007
Development Permit DRS/USE/H05-933802)

73. | Development Permit in respect of Signs and Linemarking (approval of 3 May 2007
plans)

74. | Development Permit in respect of Roadworks and Drainage (approval of 4 May 2007
plans)

75. | Application for Compliance Assessment (Schedule 12) - Development 5 June 2007
Permit - Landscape Works in Park

76. | Application for Compliance Assessment (Schedule 12) of Landscape 5 June 2007
Works on Private Land (Stage 1 Residential) plans

77. | Application for Operational Works for Bulk Earthworks plans 5 June 2007

78. | Application for Compliance Assessment (Schedule 12) for Erosion and 5 June 2007
Sediment Control Plans lodged for approval

79. | Application for Compliance Assessment (Schedule 12) Roadworks and 5 June 2007
drainage plans lodged for approval

80. | Approval of changes to conditions of the Development Permit Stage 1 8 June 2007
Residential Material Change of Use Multi-unit Dwellings - Buildings E & F
under s. 3.5.24 and s.3.5.33 of the Integrated Planning Act 1997

81. | Development Permit in respect of Bulk Earthworks (plans approved) 20 June 2007

82. | Development Permit in respect of Erosion and Sediment Control (plans 21 June 2007
approved)

83. | Development Permit in respect of Roadworks and Drainage (plans 21 June 2007
approved)

84. Pre-lodgement meeting regarding modification of current development 22 June 2007
approval, specifically design revisions for Building D - Stage 2 of
Residential Development

85. | Request for Compliance Assessment (Schedule 12) - Development Permit - | 26 June 2007
Landscape Works in Park refused

86. | Development Permit in respect of Landscape Works on Private Land (Stage | 12 July 2007
1 Residential)

87. | Development Permit in respect of the Tennyson Sewer Pump Station SP313 | 13 July 2007

Legal\304966993.1
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(plans approved)

88. | Letter from Lambert & Rehbein to Council regarding bicycle lanes 16 July 2007
89. Request to Change an Existing Development Approval (Conditions) 13 August 2007
90. | Development Permit for Signs & Linemaking (plans approved) 24 August 2007
91. | Development Permit for Roadworks and Drainage (plans approved) 24 August 2007
92. Vegetation Management Plan lodged for approval 24 September 2007
93. | Development Permit in respect of Vegetation Management Plan 2 October 2007
94. | Request for Compliance Assessment of Detailed Landscape Plan 18 October 2007
(Condition 126(a) and (b) and Condition 194(a) and (b) (Parkland in front
of Building D only))
95. | Noise Impact Assessment Report (Condition 202(a)) lodged for approval 14 November 2007
96. Compliance Assessment Approvali of Detailed L.andscape Plan (Condition 15 November 2007
126(a) and (b) and Condition 194(a) and (b) (Parkland in front of Building
D only))
97. | Approval of Request to Change an Existing Development Approval 5 December 2007

(Conditions) lodged 13 August 2007 under s.3.5.24 and s.3.5.33 of the
Integrated Planning Act 1997. Approved amended conditions:

Condition 84 (Previously 4) - "Parkland Contribution" has been amended
to reflect an update in names of the approved plans. The new named plan is
Pedestrian & Bicycle Pathways Plan M-SP-RP.DA, Rev H, amended in red
19 September 2006.

Condition 87 (previously 10) - "Parkland Design Plan" has been amended
to reflect an update in names of the approved plans. The new named plan is
Pedestrian & Bicycle Pathways Plan M-SP-RP.DA, Rev H, amended in red
19 September 2006.

Condition 111 (new condition) - "Access Easements" has been added to the
package as a consequence of the proposed temporary access easements.
This condition has a sunset clause and will require the access easements to
be "created and surrendered upon completion of Stage 2 (Building D), or at
the time of the endorsement of the Community Management Statement for
Building D".

Condition 112 (previously 95) - "Community Management Statement"

® Part f) of this condition has been added as a consequence of the
change to the application for an On-Site Managers Unit.

o Part i) of this condition has been added as a consequence of the
change to the application for an On-Site Managers Unit.

Condition 121 (new condition) - "On-Site Managers Unit" has been added
to the package as a consequence of the change to the application for an On-
Site Managers Unit.

Legal\304966993.1
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Condition 128 (previously 126) - "Parkland Landscape Management Plan"”

e Part b) of this condition has been amended to reflect an update in
names of the approved plans. The new named plan is Pedestrian
& Bicycle Pathways Plan M-SP-RP.DA, Rev H, amended in red
19 September 2006.

Condition 130 (previously 128) - "Detailed Plan" has been amended to
reflect an update in names of the approved plans. The new name of the plan
is Pedestrian & Bicycle Pathways Plan M-SP-RP.DA, Rev H, amended in

red 19 September 2006.

Condition 146 (previously 145) - "Access, Grades, Manoeuvring,
Carparks, Signs"

e Part 1) of this condition has been added as a consequence of the

change to the application for an On-Site Managers Unit.
Condition 178 (previously 169) - "Community Management Statement"

. Part ¢) of this condition has been amended as requested,
updating the number of parking spaces from 176 to 178 and the
number of visitor spaces from 22 to 24, to reflect the increase in
Multi Unit Dwellings.

o Part d) of this condition has been added as a consequence of the
change to the application for an On-Site Managers Unit.

o Part q) of this condition has been amended to reflect the increase
in the Shop and or Restaurant GFA from 100m? to 274.5m?.

o Part r) of this condition has been amended as consequence of the
change to the application for an On-Site Managers Unit.

Condition 179 (new condition) - "Access Easements" has been added to the
package as a consequence of the proposed temporary access easement. This
condition has a sunset clause and will require the access easements to be
"created and surrendered upon completion of Stage 2 (Building D), or at
the time of the endorsement of the Community Management Statement for
Building D."

Condition 182 (previously 175) - "Overall Height - Survey Certification"
has been amended as requested:

o amending the plan numbers to reflect the new amended plans,
stamped and approved as part of this modification; and

° updating the condition to reflect the modification of the proposal
in terms of its compliance with the original stated height. The
proposed Building D complies with the heights stated in this
condition, "Except for the western end of Level 10 and the
eastern end of Level 11 as illustrated on the approved Elevations
51-DA1600 Rev F and 51-D41601 Rev F".

Condition 185 (previously 180) - "Residential Development - Constructed
with Requirements" has been amended as requested removing reference to
"fixed privacy screens up to 1.8m above floor level to the balconies as

Legal\304966993.1 8
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shown on the approved plan”. The condition has been replaced to state that
"Privacy screens are to be in accordance with the approved plans...".

Condition 189 (new condition) - "On-Site Managers Unit" has been added
to the package as a consequence of eth change to the application for an On-
Site Managers Unit.

Condition 190 (previously 185) - "Commercial Use" has been amended to
reflect the increase in the Shop and or Restaurant GFA from 100m?® to
274.5m2 The condition also includes reference to the proposed 31m? of
storage space, which is proposed to be accessible for general storage and
refuse by both the Shop/Restaurant and the On-Site Managers Unit.

Condition 192 (previously 187) - "Sewerage Per ET" has been amended to
reflect the increase in Multi Unit Dwellings. The ET's have increased from
81.6 to 86.40 ET's and the financials have been amended to reflect the
2007/2008 rate.

Condition 193 (previously 188) - "Water Per ET" has been amended to
reflect the increase in Multi Unit Dwellings. The ET's have increased from
73.44 to 77.76 ET's and the financials have been amended to reflect the
2007/2008 rate.

AR LRV

Condition 216 (
Carparks, Signs

Part d) of this condition has been amended as requested,
updating the number of parking spaces from 176 to 178 and the
number of visitor spaces from 22 to 24.

] Part f) of this condition has been amended as a consequence of
the change to the application fro an On-Site Managers Unit.

98. | Request to Change an Existing Approval - enclosure of roofed terrace area | 14 January 2008
and cover of two show courts (permanent shade structure)

99. | Detailed Landscape Plan (Condition 200(2)) lodged for approval 24 January 2008

100. | Vegetation Management Plan lodged for approval 24 January 2008

101. | Approval of Detailed Landscape Plan (Condition 200(a)) 22 February 2008

102. | Approval of Request to Change an Existing Approval (Conditions). 14 March 2008

Approved amended conditions:

Condition 31 - "Permanent Shade Structures" has been imposed to limit the
erection of permanent shade structures to the two show courts immediately
west of the centre court.

Condition 78 (previously 47) - "Plant and Equipment Certification" has
been amended to reflect an update in the requirements of the standard
condition. The amendment of this condition is a direct consequence of the
proposed enclosure of 252sq.m of the existing roof terrace area located on
Level 3 of the Stadium.

Drawing number 31 DA1018, Rev C "General Arrangement Plan -
Building F - Lvl07-08", dated 11 September 2006 and has been removed

Legal\304966993.1

BCC.111.0163



33

from the Table of Plans.

Drawing number 51 DA 1600, Rev F "Development Approval Elevations
Sheet 1 ~ Building D", dated 25 July 2007 has been included within the
Table of Plans.

Condition 220 (previously 219) - "Construction of Footpath" has been
amended to include the correct text.

103. | Approval of Noise Impact Assessment Report (Condition 202(a)) 20 March 2008
104. | Letter from Department of Primary Industries and Fisheries to Mirvac 26 March 2008
regarding owners consent for amended operational works (Streetscape) and
building application building C
105. | Application for amendment to Landscape Operational Works (Transport 4 April 2008
and Access) lodged
106. | Application for amendment to Landscape Operational Works (Transport 24 April 2008
and Access) withdrawn
107. | Submission of Pavement Design for roads 24 April 2008
108. | Request to Change an Existing Approval for Tennis Centre and residential | 24 April 2008
Building D - changes to condition for construction hours
109. | Submission of Pavement Design for roads 28 April 2008
110. | Detailed Landscape Plan (Condition 39(a)) lodged for approval 28 April 2008
111. | Approval of Detailed Landscape Plan (Condition 39(a))) 20 May 2008
112. | Application to change Development Permit for Stage 1 with the following | 26 May 2008
modifications:
e proposed maintenance workshop on the lower level of the
gymnasium;
e enclosure of the bulk bin recycling store adjacent to the
gymnasium following approval of the waste management plan
by City Waste; and
e revised roof design of the compactor structure.
113. | Compliance Assessment Approval of Vegetation Management Plan 10 June 2008
114. | Approval of Request to Change an Existing Approval (Conditions). 1 August 2008

Approved amended conditions:

o Condition 52 (Construction Management Plan) amended to
change hours of construction to include Sunday for the Tennis
Centre site only;

e Condition 114, previously 115 (Community Management
Statement) amened to include acoustic attenuation requirements
for Restaurant in Building D;

Legal\304966993.1
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] Condition 202 (Amplified Music) amended acoustic levels for
amplified music only and not the hours of use;

° Condition 204(Plant and equipment certification) new
condition;

e Condition 205 (Restaurant Noise) new condition; and

o Condition 206 (Acoustic Barrier - general) new condition with a

illustrated sketch AB SKO1.

115.

Letter from Mirvac to BCC providing revised signal drawing 32099-001C
(Fairfield Road Intersection)

7 August 2008

116.

Compliance Assessment Approval - Riverwalk and Balustrade Drawings
required for Condition 126(a) and (b) of Development Approval
(DRS/USE/H05-933802).

11 August 2008

117.

Approval of Request to Change an Existing Approval (Conditions). The
following change was made to the condition:

o Condition (113) Gymnasium was deleted and the requirement
for the location and use of the gym are now in a separate
component of the approved DA package. This will provide a
more robust approval when other parts of the preliminary
approval are exercised for residential development on the site.

The following drawings were replaced:
o Gymnasium Site Plan, Drawing Number 01 DA1000 Rev B

e Gymnasium Lower Level Floor Plan, Drawing Number 01
DA1010 Rev C

o Gymnasium Upper Level Floor Plan, Drawing Number 01
DA1011 Rev ]

o Gymnasium Elevations, Drawing Number 01 DA 1600 Rev G:

11 September 2008

118.

Development Application for an Material Change of Use (Multi-unit
dwellings, 81 Units, café/restaurant, temporary office and park) for 21
Softstone Street, Tennyson (Building C) (application withdrawn)

29 September 2008

119.

Event Traffic Management Plan lodged for approval

2 October 2008

120.

Development Permit in respect of Event Traffic Management Plan
described on ttm - State Tennis Event TMP Reference 2459 1etmp5 dated
14 October 208

20 October 2008

121.

Letter from Lambert & Rehbein to BCC regarding fit for purpose
inspection to facilitate the closing of Ortive Street to complete the
construction of the cul-de-sac in that street and certificate of completion to
cover the Fairfield Road entry and first roundabout.

21 October 2008

122.

Request for bonding of uncompleted work s (civil and landscaping works)

17 November 2008

Legal\304566993.1
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Request to Change an Existing Approval. Proposed modifications to the
Material Change of Use Development Permit for Stage 1 Residential
(Multi-Unit Dwelling - Buildings E & F and Park) only

30 March 2009

124.

Subdivisional Agreement between BCC and Mirvac for uncompleted
landscaping works

6 April 2009

125.

Approval of Request to Change an Existing Approval. Proposed
modifications to the Material Change of Use Development Permit for Stage
1 Residential (Multi-Unit Dwelling - Buildings E & F and Park) only

26 June 2009

126.

Request to Change an Existing Approval. Proposed modifications are
specific to the Material Change of Use - Indoor Sport and Recreation,
Outdoor Sport and Recreation, Convention Centre, Restaurant, Office and
Shop

13 August 2009

127.

Request for release of uncompleted works bond in relation to Stage 1

3 September 2009

128.

Approval of Request to Change an Existing Approval. Proposed
modifications are specific to the Material Change of Use - Indoor Sport and
Recreation, Outdoor Sport and Recreation, Convention Centre, Restaurant,
Office and Shop.

9 October 2009

[
[\
O

Request for modification to Development Approval for Stage 2 - change to
condition 200 regarding timing of land dedication (request withdrawn).

ran

13 October 2009

130.

Request for bonding of incomplete works (landscaping works) in relation to
Stage 2

30 November 2009

131.

Request for Plan Sealing of Survey Plan and New Community Management
Statement in relation to Stage 2

30 November 2009

132.

Letter from AECOM to Council regarding status of works for parkland in
Stage 1B.

8 December 2009

133.

Stage 1 - On Maintenance notice

17 December 2009

134.

"Generally In Accordance" Advice regarding the proposed amendments to
the approved floor plans identitied as part of the plan sealing process.

17 February 2010

135.

Stage 1B - On Maintenance notice

3 March 2010

136.

Request to extend Relevant Period (Preliminary Approval for Buildings A,
B and C and Park)

11 June 2010

137.

Approval of Request to extend Relevant Period (Preliminary Approval for
Buildings A, B and C and Park)

14 September 2010

138.

Development Application for a Request for a Permissible Change to a
Development Approval. Proposed changes:

] A new Multi Purpose Room #3 (MPR) under the podium;
e Expansion of Players Change Room and Level 1 Amenities;

e Link Under Podium to provide improved player circulation

21 June 2011

Legal\304966993.1
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routes under the Stadium;

8 New Toilet Facilities for coaches and staff;

e Reception Area Modification to increase office space on Level 2'
and

o Consolidation of Maintenance Shed and Site Offices.

No decision has been made in relation to this Development Application.

Legal\304966993.1
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Peter Button - Tennyson Riverside Developmentpdf
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29 June 2003

Michagl Pap
Manager City Planning
Brishune City Councit
16% Fioar, 69 Ann Street
BRISBANE QLD 4006

Dear Michael

RE: TENNYSON RIVERSIDE DEVELOPMENT

¢ has been appointed preferved
¥ I3

day evening, [ confirm Mis

Further to our elephone diseussion on Mon
develeper to construct the Tennyson Riverside Develop

The project on the former Tenmyson Power Station site includes the State Tennis Centre, a public riv
parkland and regidential apartments.

a ur three workshops with your key feam n

nent meeting and the subsequent fodgment

Previously we have discussed the notion of ha
review the project. prior to a formal pre
Development Application.

H

Aceordingly, | write 10 request the first of these workshops at your e canvenience. Would you please

State

Yours sincerely

Development Direl?tm‘ ~ Acquisitions
Mirvac Quec'n‘sj‘;md%’fy Limited ACN. 060411207

M:idpw Riwine

BCC.089.0516
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AGENGA
DATE & TIME: 6 July 2005 1-2
LOCATION: Arbour Room
SUBJECT: Tennyson Riverside Development
ATTENDEES: Mirvac:
HPA:
Brannock Consulting: _
Brisbane City Council:
Steve Schwartz
Kevin Matthews
DISTRIBUTION: All Above
NO:  ITEM &fr AV ap/'““"‘-”%/ o S
L. Overview and Update Qe L/L« PP & 6]7/\)7 A T3 T anar
2. Application P el ordy
3. Program Top "‘f) A
4. Community Consultation D doloh o be W

progr

e Kok WM lan
&%;‘g t

7 Lolhrg 1n 1oy
v FtA

WA N J/blooé - aha "P/’"’“’( e
L@J\%A b@ Ny 0S

The Mirvac Group
Mirvac Limited ACN 003 280 699 Mirvac Property Trust ARSN 086 780 645
Level 2, 164 Grey Street, South Bank Qld 4101 Australia
PO Box 512}, West End Qid 4101
Tel 61 7 3859 5888 Fax 61 7 3010 1600
www.mirvac.com.au
Mirvac’s Privacy Policy is on our website or contact our Privacy Officer on 61 2 9080 8000

BCC.089.0517



Brisbane City Counci

Development & Regulatory Services
Customer & Community Services

Steven Schwartz Deveiopiment Assessment Team South
FROM Town Planner
Davelopment Assessment Tearn South Telaphone
Facsimile

Development Application over land at 21

SUBJECT Softstone St, Tennyson,

6 Tuty 2005
Application No DRS/USE/PO4-898952
Project No DRS/PRO/PO4-101586

[ ok Méé}én,o beAwein Conncid ant e d@,@(o}ﬁg/ CMMW@)
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Poin  Meddthown
Slevr  Schewdz |
[
5 D o - i priekhn b e o
g mm{b q\Mh‘M_’ .

N L) "\"D e,w\,.J\'\n’\ gl.‘./\./
Ly te oo D a Rebm Prger B G
& mﬁ e TG P e St 4 & deualnpf«u* crcdaing 1~
- 1*t 2 s addidg (NE 4 ‘;;A'l-)
- eplelanA in Aot o He 2 res buldanp

- EAJ"VQ- ccr28S  Pond
- Tananss CM'L"'L

@ /\il';’\if‘lb - "N@ Mnik ‘ba \% ,g.qp\‘\ujhh Ba N'Jv OS; o M
o

(O\r‘ask'i ‘Da 33 ‘)A\a P Y A

@ AP/OM ~ Series & workeshops wila wlesnd pesp— Gom Bl shas

Dedicaled fo a Better Brisbane FEEVL 9 S s %Ffbf Fo /W .
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58% ~ wowder / Sevey ch(;'u,.lt'\
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Steven Schwartz - Pre-lodgement meeting on tomMarrow

R

R R e L R S

From: Dennis.A Kim

To: Steven Schwartz

Date: 7/09/2005 4:45 pm

Subject: Pre-lodgement meeting on tomoTrow

Dear Steven,

The subject | like to discuss with you was about pre-lodgement meeting appointment you had sent to Ken Wood for
Tennyson-Mirvac site. '

Ken wood will be no jonger involved in pre-lodgement meeting S0 either myself or-will be the person to taik fo.

- and | had a discussion about this site and we do not have major issues except the following issues;

« Protect waterway heaith by improving stormwater quality and reducing run-off.

e Demand management initiatives utilised for all water supply issues and supplement with alternalive sources eg.
Rainwater tanks.
Reduce property run-off by ensuring maximum absorption within property boundaries.

e Reduce road run-off by increasing absorption on roadsides and slowing velocity

e Maximising recycling opportunities

The rest of fiood related issues are guided by Bob Adamson.
If you have any other questions, please contact me.
Regards

Dennis Kim

Program Ofiicer

Water Resources, Brisbane Gity Councii

Ph
Fa

BCC.089.0506

40



Steven Schwartz - Fwd: Brisbane River Conveyance - Tennyson power station _ i Paqeﬂ

From: Bob Adamsan

To: Kelly, Rory; Matthews, Kevin; Schwartz, Steven

Date: 8/09/2005 11:59:16 am

Subject: Fwd: Brisbane River Conveyance - Tennyson power station
Fvi

>>> Bab Adamson 08/09/05 11:04 >>>
Hi Evan

GHD wili be contacting you te confirm that thalr proposed development wiill have negligible effect on
Brisane River flood levels, They had identified a potential conveyance problem with their buildings
being built within 8m of the river. Site is on UBD Map 179 G15. Plans are at attached web site. From
what | could see it is uniikely fo have a significant effect.

cheers

httn:f!www.tennisattennvson,com.au/

Bob Adamson

Principal Hydraulic Engineer
Technical Specialist Team
Development Assessment Branch

BCC.088.0505
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Re: Brisbane River Cross_Section

From: I
To I
ce James Charstarmbous [

Date: Fri, 09 Sep 2005 14:41:00 +1000

Thanks very much Erico and James for your quick response.

Senior Engineer - Hydrology/Hydraulics
GHD Pty Ltd

201 Charlotie Sireet, Brisbane, Qld, 4000
PO Bo Brisbane. Qld. 4001

09/08/2005 02:26 cc
PM "James Charatambous”

Subject
Brisbane_River_Cross_Section

To protect GHD and staff, all electronic mail sent or received via GHD's
data systems is automatically filtered and may be examined at the
discretion of management, without prior notification to the sender or
recipient. Confidential information should not be sent by electronic mail
as the security of this information cannot be guaranteed.

Andrew,

BCC.091.0046



Attached are two extracted cross sections related fo the proposed site.
The cross sections are facing left to right looking downstream.

Best regards,

Engineer
City Design
Brisbane City Council

eh:
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This message has passed through an insecure network.
Flease direct all enquiries to the message author.
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This e-maii has been scanned for viruses by Messagelabs.[attachment

“Brisbane_River_Cross_Sections.xls" deleted by Andrew
Vitale/Brisbane/GHD/AU]

This e-mail has been scanned for viruses by Messagel abs,

ek kR kR AR ER AT AR AR TR IRk dkkkkhh kR Ak Rk kkk ik kkkhkhhk ik khiks

This message has passed through an insecure network.
Please direct all enguiries to the message author.
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Re: Tennyson Riverside Development: Request for BrisbaneRiver
MIKE11 Model

From: James Charaiambous [
To peter Barnes [

e B0b Adamson [ == G5

Date; Thu, 15 Sep 2005 08;18;59 +1000

Aftachments: Re_ Brisbane_River_Cross_Section.msg (25.09 kB)

s
i

Peter,

We have been in touch with the consultant (GHD) last Thursday, and following a detailed discussion, we initially
provided them with two cross-sections and a plan showing their location from the Brisbane River model (the model).
The cross-sections were specific to the development site and provided the following day {(Fri 9/9). The consultant was
pleased with our prompt response on the matter {refer attachment).

it is our understanding that GHD will contact or discuss with Development Assessment (DA} the requirement for
modeliing based on a cross-section analysis of the developments ‘projection’ into the Brisbane River. Based on the
outcome of this discussion it may be necessary for City Design to supply a relevant section of the model.

So at this point no further work is planned to be undertaken, until further notice from either GHD or DA,

Kind Regards
JamesC.

=>=> Peter Barnes 15/09/2005 7:52 am =>>
james
would you please confirm that you have made contact regarding the supply

peter b

»>>> Evan Caswell 02/09/2005 9:47 >>>
James,

Would you please take care of this one. | expect you wiil need to discuss with Peter and Bob what is expected of us. If
we are going to supply the model you will need to fill in the necessary paperwork for the quote etc.

Evan

>>> < [ > 02/05/2005 921 >>>

Hi Evan,

GHD has been commissioned by Mirvac to undertake an assessment of the
impact of the proposed Tennyson Riverside Development on the hydrautics of
the Brisbane River.

Please find attached a letter requesting access to Council's Brisbane River

MIKE11 model for the purpose of this investigation. This letter has also
been sent to you by post.

BCC.091.0044



Fhought | would also email you this request to try to get the ball
rolling as soon as possible. The timeline for Mirvac's development
application is pretty tight!

Regards,

Senior Engineer - Hydrology/Hydraulics
GHD Pty Lid

201 Charlotte Street, Brisbane, Qld, 4000
GPO Box 668, Brisbane, Qld, 4001
P

F
M
E

(See attached file: 328723.doc)

This email has been scanned by the Messagel abs Email Security System,

For more information please visit htip//www.messagelabs.com/smail
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This message has passed through an insecure network.
Please direct all enquiries to the message author.
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Re: Queries re Development related Flood Investigations

From; Bob Adamsor [
To: Evan Caswe! -
o peter Bames [

Date: Tue, 20 Sep 2005 17:03:41 +1000

Evan

They asked me about the development affecting flood conveyance for the Brisbane River, | said that | doubted if that
would be an issue because it has only occured in one site that | have been involved with, however | said that they
should check with you to rule it out. Am | correct in doing this? Don't we usually assume development outside the
River channel,ie on the banks, will not significantly affect conveyance in the Brisbane River?

cheers
Bob

>>> Evan Caswell 20/09/05 15:07 »>>>
Peter,

I have received a cafl from GHD who are undertaking investigations for the development at the Tennyson site for the
new tennis centre. We have given them Bris River cross sections to assess the flooding impact. They are now
wanting to discuss further at a meeting the need for modelling of the River taking into account the effects of the
proposal. | think Bob has advised that flood storage is not an issue so they are considering loss of cohveyance
effects.

My question is, in such instances are you happy for us (W & E} to represent you WR at such meetings or is this
something you have no interest in and consider purely a DRS responsibility in which case DRS would be paying for

our time if they wanted us and not you?

For your timely advice please. The GHD person was hoping for a meeting tomorrow gither morning or fate afternoon.
! held back my snickering.

Evan

BCC.091.0048



Re: Queries re Development related Flood Investigations

From: Evan Casve [
To sob Adzmson [
ce NV e

Date: Wed, 21 Sep 2005 12:20:29 +1000

Bob

1

| don't think it is up to us (CD) to say what they should or shouldn't do. This is not our (CD) responsibility as 1 see it.
We are provider of technical advice to paying customers. So untess someone wants to pay for our time we can do
nothing. | am still waiting for Peter to advise whether I am working for him in this instance but | would have thought
that this as with other such queries are a DA respensibility and that it should be up to DA officers to arrange
whatever meetings or make whatever enquiries are required to sort this out. If this doesn't happen and we deal with
consultants directly | would have thought we would be at risk of giving conflicting and undocumented advice.

IF 1 am wrehg in all this | need for someone to state in writing what our responsibilities are and add an ITS number
and we will gladly operate autonomously.

in refation to this request | don't think we should give advice as to whether they need to do modelling or not. Doesn't
it come back to them demonstrating no adverse impact? So how about we say:

"If you want to do a model assessment we will give you a few extra sections and some flows and you can set up a
HECRAS model and demenstrate the effects.”

or

"If you don't want to do a model demonstrate to us (DRS) that there is minimal change in conveyance through some
number crunching based on the cross section properties”

After all they are the consultants they should be providing the conclusions to us (BCC) shouldn't they?

interested in your thoughis.

Evan

>>> Bob Adamsen 20/09/2005 17:03 >>>
Evan

They asked me about the development affecting flood conveyance for the Brisbane River, | said that | doubted if that
would be an issue because it has only occured in one site that | have been involved with, however | said that they
should check with you to rule it out. Am | correct in doing this? Don't we usually assume development outside the
River channel,ie on the banks, will not significantly affect conveyance in the Brisbane River?

cheers
Bob

>>> Evan Caswell 20/08/05 15:07 >>>
Peter,

I have received a call from GHD who are undertaking investigations for the development at the Tennyson site for the
new fennis centre. We have given them Bris River cross sections {o assess the flooding impact. They are now
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wanting to discuss further at a meeting the need for modelling of the River taking into account the effects of the
proposal. { think Bob has advised that flood storage is not an issue so they are considering loss of conveyance
effects.

My guestion is, in such instances are you happy for us (W & E) to represent you WR at such meetings or is this
something you have no interest in and consider purely a DRS responsibility in which case DRS would be paying for

our time if they wanted us and not you?

For your timely advice please. The GHD person was hoping for a meeting tormorrow either merning or late afternoon.
t held back my shickering.

Evan

BCC.081.0052
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Tennyson Riverside Development - Mike11 Model

From: I
To: I

Date: Wed, 28 Sep 2005 15:01:09 +1000

Evan,

We have been asked by Bob Adamson to undertake modelling of the Brisbane
River in regard to flow conveyance at the proposed Tennyson Riverside
Development Site (old Tennyson Powerstation). We therefore still require

the information that _requested on the 01/09/05. If you no

longer have a copy of this request | can email it again, just let me know.

Generally we would need:

Mike11 model of approx. 2 km upstream and downstream of site, boundary
conditions at each end for 50, 100, and any greater ARI events that Council
have. This will include in flow hydrographs, and tailwater (level-time)

inputs for the ¢ritical duration {at the site) oniy.

This require this information quite urgently.
Thankyou
Regards

Environmental Engineer

GHD Pty Ltd

201 Charlotte Street, Brisbane Q 4000
GPO Box 668, Brisbane Q 4001

http://www.ghd.com.au

This e-mail has been scanned for viruses by Messagel abs.
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This message has passed through an insecure network.
Please direct all enquiries to the message author.
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Brisbane City Council

1o | - coo e Date:  3/10/2005

City Design
At Water and Environment
oc 315 Brunswick St Mall

Fortitude Valey Qld 4006

. . Locked Maii Bag 6956
From; Evan Caswell — City Design Albion Qid 4010

Phone: 07 3403 0430
Facsimite: (7 3403 04338

il r—
Interner:  WWw.brisbane.gid.gov.au

Re:  Tennyson Riverside Development

-7

n response to your correspondence dated 28/9/2005 we confirm we can provide hydraulic
engineering services in relation to extraction of a Brisbane River MIKE11 model for the above.

The Brisbane River MIKE11 model extracted will be a ‘cut-down’ version of Council’s Brisbane
River model. The model provided to GHD will extend 2 kilometres upstream and downstream of
the subject site as per your request.

The scope of the works in relation to this matter is as follows:

» Provide complimentary cross-sections layout plans denoting the model extents

» Extract relevant cross-section data (*.xns file)

s Provide network and hydraulic parameter file (*.nwk and *.hd) for the cut-down model

= Provide boundary condition data for the 50yr, 100yr and 2000yr ARI design events (*.bnd11)

= Provide a results spreadsheet containing discharges and flood levels for the design events listed
above for the extent of the model.

The estimate to undertake the proposed model extraction is estimated at between $1500 to $2500
(plus GST) to undertake the extraction. The works will be undertaken on a do and charge basis, and
we may not expend the estimate indicated above. We will advise you if it is likely that we will
exceed the upper estimate.

We can complete the extraction within 10 working days of receipt of the signed user agreement for
use of the extracted model (attached). We trust this will be acceptable and lock forward to your
confirmation, Should you have any queries please do not hesitate to contact James Charalambous
or1

Evan Caswell - Senior Engineer
Flood Management, Water and Enviromment
City Design

W3060512-PP0O01AJC.doc BCC.107.0005
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Brisbane City Council

o | - GHD Dac: 0471012005 ity Design
At Water and Environment
- . 315 Brunswick S¢ Mali
cc:  Evan Caswell = City Design Fortitude Valley QId 4006
Locked Mail Bag 6996
From: Ken Morris — City Design Albicn Qid 4010

3 s -+ . . Phone: 07 3403 0430
Brishane River Model Extraction (Tennyson p,ogmie: 07 3403 0438

Re: Riverside Development) T e —
Internet; www. nrisbane.qid,gov.au

Please find attached model data in relation to the above. The model data is based on the following
sources:

¢ Brisbane River Flood Study: Recalibration of the MIKE11 hydraulic model and determination
of the 1 in 100 AEP flood levels (SKM 2004); and

MEMORANDUM

e Brisbane River Flood Study: Calculation of floods of various return periods on the Brisbane

River
(SKM 2004)

If required, further information pertaining to these studies can be found in the City Design library, If
necessary please contact James Charalambous directly on- to discuss any further queries
in relation to this matter,

Ken Morris

Product Manager, Flood Management
Water and Environment

City Design

W3060512-ME0O1 Aesjc_Memo 1

BCC.107.0004
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S

BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL ABN 72 002 765 795
Pre-lodgement Meeting
Development Assessment Request

N

Address

. i ) p ‘rﬁ. " ) % . -
TN S0 POWER Srimon/ T 7E | CNE Sop s TONE ST Temnson, MENBELZAE LYe 44
RS VR ETELDTRSRD, TEaiN S0 i K N

et

SHEREY

Real Property Dessription

R IE g en §F

Lors 1'% 7. BPDDRGD Lot | @ ATaby Lo 663 en 5L 253 2 HheT oF Loy Btan 3P 0077 ovddl |
City Plan Area Classification 7 Site Area Sité. Diniensions. i known B2A0L RUSE &

CAA % - w;iraj {netadlzhg 12 Ma

HERSE

it

o

.

1 MiR/A (. QUEBENS LAND

Address
1 <. { - BEAAMNNDOCK % ASSOCaNTES L CPD Bax 552, BRasBAnS Postcode [0 O
tact's name Phone no. Fax no.

exiacic]

Mobile no.

M details e
The purpose of meeting | Preferred Meeting date Time
[ Jinitial concepts Mo . 3 ©OT0REE © (O -am/ pm
] Detaited designissues T FRE ORAGAMISED B (T STEVEN SRe T2
D Technical issues Do you require an on-site meeting? Yes Ej

s to discuss:

 Proposal deta
Description of proposed development

i e ﬁ’ff?p.‘?;@fn-@i | Tedkanstdopeneed . af TTennysen. s Sredtyon side  dec
L.
Gt Tenrvs Cerbez. | ood resicned | oeeieornet L

G944/ (5/2008)
@ iDivision eForms BCC.089.0528
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Adjoining/surrounding uses

Is demoiition proposed?
No D Yes @ Give details

To ensure the best outcome from the Pre-lodgement Meeting please complete as much detall as possible on this form and
include the following:

D Plans of proposal

D Fhotographs of existing buiiding on site and surrounding sireetscape

D Written reports

D Site details

D Cther

Submit by mail: Brisbane City Council Submit by fa
GPO Box 1434
BRISBANE QLD 4001

CC1944b (52003
BCC.089.0529
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[
DRS/USE/P05-928258
Brisbane City ! l l
BRISBANE CITY CDUNCEL I
Action Sheet ‘
; . Stor:
LSec Sto »
DEVELOPMENT & AEGULATORY SERVICES Retated BHGS . oo
DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION
PRELODGEMENT
428250
24 BOFTSTONE 5T TENNYSON
L o
(1) ; (2) (3} (4) (8) ) (2) (3) (4) (5) | pay
Date Referred i0 Fotip | Cleared | Date CE()JA[;{E Date Referred to Eolig | Clearsd § Dats | cppE
{Officer Coding) By {Offteer Coding} By
5 Jerar J‘r'\g \% i E&jﬁ) D4E
1yfinfo6 | Rees 25L,
o]
izl 2
82| 3
o g 5
=
o leZ
Z a2
Q
2 g E
Lz
=
-2 |
Elom
wa| =
= 2 m
wn
8| 5
CCI618 (1098}

BCC.089.0530
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-fl.odgement Date:

Iproperly Made on:

- {DCM Date:

1 | Landscape |

Internat

Referrals
{within Team

o Arctitect ) E

External

Referrals
1 (outside Team)

A0 atlo

Materiai Change of
Use

Carrying Out
Building Work

Reconfiguration

Operational Works

pp PA

Dp_ L _PA_

PA

A
iR

Ref. Coord

| C e

Code

Notifiahte

Code Impact

' Meg. Decision

Prelodgmen

——————

Moditication

o

Extend
Currency

Period

F LTI

“DTM.

[Ty Pian Purpase
IM D w Ousdoss

inute Issues (maximum of 5 issues)

Description of Proposal

Issues

Secne o) Anidelige Lold - Tl i) e Drax Qo

_CMQ:}:MM) MMJ?}\Q :

ICP Charges {tick) | |

History File/s Requested (tick)
-

G/CCS/SOUTH/PLANNERS/DTMDocuments/DTMShestVersion2-1.xls

BCC.089.0500



held on 6 Getober 2005

Development and Regulatory Services

Minute of the daily team meeting for the Development Assessment Team South

56

SITE:

Address of Site:

21 Softstone St, Tennyson Qid 4105
Real Property Description:

Lots 1-2 on RP100860, Lot I on
RP37962 and Lot 663 on S1.2532, Parish
of Y'pilly

Area of Site:

117002

Area Classification:

Community Use Area Cu§ - Utility
Instaliation

Name of Owner:

Queensland Power Trading
Corporation

Name of Ward:

Dutton Park

Councillor;

Helen Abrahams

APPLICATION:
Aspects of Development:
Prelodgement Meeting

Description/Purpose of Proposal:
Prelodgement

Applicant:

Brannock And Associates

Application No.:
DRS/USE/P05-928258

Project No.:

Lodgement Date:
5 September 2003

The Development Assessment Team South reviewed the above application.

After considering the proposal, the Development Assessment Team made the following recommendation.

RECOMMENDATION OF DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT TEAM

(Sample Tick)

Assessment Process (code, notifiable | Code

code, impact or modification):

#+ Please note: animated fields shown above may require amendment in BIDS if incorrect

“ategory of Application: L.

Pre-lodgement

4. Major Project

2. Acceptable solution

5. Non-compliance

3. Alternate solution

6. Modification

Councillor Helen Abrahams Comment Required Yes No |
Application Properiy Made: Yes No
Has the applicant requested consideration under a superseded

planning scheme (this includes amendments to City Plan)? Yes No

Steven Schwartz
Town Planner

Assessment Manager:

Telephon
Facsimile:

APpPLICATION NO.: DRS/USE/P05-828258
PRoJECT NO.:

PAGE 4

BCC.089.0497
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| piseipline

No referral’ reqmmd L )
cond'tmn/s set by s

Internal Strategic Advice

Brisbane City Council-Urban Management

Brisbane City Council-Other

Decision Notice due date: 18 October 2005

Advice/Concurrence Agencies

| hjrdPartv Advu:e Agenc;es

The Council did not refer this application to any entity for i{s comment

 Department of State
Development

Due date of reply -

Concurrence
Agency

Advice
Agency

Department of Housing

£

partment of Emergency Services-CHEM Unit

Queensland Transport

“epartment of Natural Resources & Mines

Environmental Protection Agency — Contaminated |

Land Unit

Environmental Protection Agency - Licensing

Environmental Protection Agency — Waste &
Technical Services

Environmental Protection Agency — Queensiand
Heritage Council

Queensiand Rail

Department of Primary Industries

Department of Communications, Information,
[L.ocal Government & Planning

Department of Main Roads

H

Department of Families

,,épai'tment of Tourism, Racing & Fair Trading

Jducation Queensiand

Division of Workplace Health & Safety

Queensland Fire and Rescue Authority

Brisbane City Council

' | Referral Coordination reguired

Other Agencies

| Application requires assessment against Local Plan

History relevant to application: .

Identified Issues: ®

ArpLICATION No.: DRS/USE/P(5-828258

. ProJecT No.:

PAGES

BCC.089.0498
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Delegate: Rory Kelly
Principal Planner

Chairperson

Contact:

Team Support Otfficer

{Signature)

(Date)

APPLICATION No.: DRS/USE/P05-928258

PROJECT NO.:

PAGE B

BCC.089.0493
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Direcror: John Brannack
HURP MSc BSurv FPLA FEIA MEAIPR FAICD
Adjunet Profesor, Univorsisy of (uesndand

Level 20, T & G Building
141 Queen Sureer Brisbane
GPO Box 552 Brisbane Qld 4001

Email: brannock@gil.com.au

Ph {97} 3229 5322 Fax {07) 3229 5488
ADN 64 853 471 204 ACN 081 303 ¢il

16 November 2005

OUR REF: Birvac TennyLD§-v01

Chief Executive Officer
Brishane City Council
58 Ann Street
Brisbane QLD 4001

Attention: Rory Kelly/Steven Schwartz - Scuth DA Team

Dear Rory/Steve,
RE:  APPLICATION FOR BPROPOSED REDEVELOPMENT OF TENNYSON POWER STATIOM SITE

\We are pleased to submit the enclosed Impact Assessment application on behaif of Mirvac Queensiand
Lid for the proposed State Tennis Centre and Residential Development on the former Tennyson Power

Station Site at Tennyson.
The application seeks approval of the following components:
o Preliminary Approval — for a Material Change of Use ovemiding the planning schems for development of
the subject sfte generally in accordance with:
o  The Tennyson Riverside Development Master Plan and Building Envelope Plans;
o The Tennyson Riverside Development Level of Assessment and Appiicable Codes Table; and
o The Tennyson Riverside Developmient Suppiementary Residential Provisions.
= Peyvelonment Permit - for a Material Change of Use for a State Tennis Centre {Outdoor Sport and

Recreation) and associated facilies including adminisiration offces, conference faciliies, café and

outdeor fighting.

e Development Pemit for a Material Change of Use for Muli-unit dweffings {including residents’ gymnasmm
and recreation building), Park and Centre Activities (café/frestaurant shop or office use to a maximum

gross floor area of 200m?2).

o Developrment Pemit for Operational Worlks for the Disturbance of Marine Plants. The inclusion of this
application is triggered by section 3.2.2A of /PA.

The application material comprises the following:
o  Completed IDAS Forms A, D, 02, Attachment 2, the Referral Checklist and owners consent letter,

e Acheque for $92,007 representing the prescribed application fee for a Major Project based on the
proposed gross floor area in tha development. The fee has been calculated as follows:

BCC.059.0011
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Development Permit for Residential Buildings D, E, F and gymnasium building:
GFA - 45,755m2.
Fee is $20,000 for first $0,000m2 @$2/m2 plus 35,755m2 @$1/m2 = §55,7585.

Prefiminary Approval for Buildings A, 8 and C:
GFA - 42,324m2.
Fee is 60% x $1/m2 % 42,324m2 = §33,859.

Development Permit for State Tenris Centre:
GFA - 2,393m2
Feeis 2,393 x $1/m2 = §2,393.

TOTAL FEE: $92007

e Acopyof the latest survey plan registered over the site.

o B copies of the application documentation comprising:

» Volume 1 Repont - Project Overview

> Volume 2 Report - Impact Assessment Report: Town Planning Analysis
Construction Management
Site Contamination Strategy
Prefiminary ESD Report
Noise Impact Report
Community Consultation
State Coastai Plan

»  Volume 3 Report - Design Report: Urban Design
Landscape Design
State Tennis Centre Concept
Residential Built Form

> Volume 4 Report - Transport and Trafflc

>  Volume 5 Report - Engineering and Services

»  Volume 6§ Report - Flooding and Stormwater Quality Management

»  Volume 7 Report - Ecological Assessment {includes Marine Plants
Disturbance Report).

» A3 Architectural Plans

o One Al set of the Architectural Plans and Survey Plan showing existing ground levels across ihe )
site.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you require any further information,

Yours faithfully

B Associates

BCC.055.0012
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Adachmant 2, Version 70, 4 Oclober 2004

inary approval overriding
the planning scheme

The completion of Attachment 2 ts mandatory where an applicant is seeking approval under 53.1.6 of the IPA ta

vary the effect of a local planming scheme.

Proposed laval of assessment

A preliminary approval may state that
any development that may take place
on tha land, the subject of the
approval, may be elther assessabla
{requiring code of impadt
assessment}, self-assessable o
exemnpt development of any
combination of assessabig, self-
assessable or exempt development

1. Itis proposed that development resuiling from this approval be:

4 G)

rDe\,relnpment for residential purpeses {multi-unit dwellings). i
[TT(i) Seif-assessable development - provide detals balow
[ (i) Exempt development - provide detals delow

Cade assessable developmant - provide defails befow

Praposed applicable codes

A nreliminary approval may identfy
any codes applying to development on
the land. .

2 List helow the codes proposed to be applicable to any development resulting from this approval - details
of thess codes must be atteched o this application.

Residential develepment will be assessed against the Tennyson Riverside Development
Masterplan and Supplementary Residential Code provisions in addition to existing City Plan

Codes.

PLEASE NOTE

ATTACHMENT 2 of Form 1 cannct be accepted by the assessment manger untess accompanied by PART A of Form 1.
The assessment imanager may refuse to accept an application that, at the time of lodgemert, fails to provide all appiicable information

requested by Part A and any other relevant part of Form 1.

@FFECE USE @NLY {applicable fo assessment managar) -

DATE RECEIVED

REFERENCE MUMBER/S ]

P T e

BCC.059.0003
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INTEGRATED FLANNING ACT 1597 IDAS Assessment Checlist, Version 14,0, 18 Sepfemher 2005

sessment
Checliist

(Formerly the “Referrals Checilist”}

PLEASE MOTE:

1 This checdisl was fomierly referred to 23 the "Referrals Cheodist”. Some of tha 'Guies' 1 using the IDAS Application Forms continus i refar to this documsant as the
“Relerals Checidisi. Tha nama of this chacklist has changed to mose acturately describe s tunciion,

2 Urder b IPA and [DAS frameworl, an application may requife assessthent by the tocal Council and/or certain Oueansland State ontifiea (2.9, Environmental Protaction
Agency, Dapl. of Matural Resources and Minss, Oeensland Hesitzge Councdl otc.).

3. This chectistis proviged tn assist applicanis to daterming when an appicaticn requires sseessmant by a Cueensiand Stata entfly and may also assist tha applicant b
determing the assessment mansgan for te applcation.

4. Tharefore, the comgietion of ali auestors in section 1 of this cheddist ks mandateny for all applications (other than those requiring tha compistion of Paris A & B only).

5. 1isthe responsibility of the applicant tn accurglely compiats this checilist

6. [Ciepending on the nature of the application, an appiicabls Stete entity may bs eithar the assessment MARaQer o 20 IDAS refemal agancy for the application,

7. The assessmant manager for tha apptication will refy on the information provided by the applicant whan compieting s chedlis! {as walf a5 any malenaf lsdged in

suppod of the epplication) to 'dentify in the Acknarriadgement Notice, eny applicabls referal agencizs for the applicaton, The aseessment manager will akko ely on his

Infarmation when identifying f tha appiicatan triggars referal ccordination?.

To assist you in answering the following questions a saries of guides are available free from wwy ipa.qld.qov.ay.

g, Tha other parts of Form 1 required to be completed by this chedkdist are availabls from the Coundil o the applicable State entity, or ¢an be downinaded free from

www,ipa.gld.oov.au.
10. Section 2 provides advice ebout ihe referals that can be required for applications for building wark assessabla against the Stendard Bultding Ragedation 1993 (SBR).

SECTION 1 - STATE ASSESSMENT (completion mandatory)

Wote: The following State assessment triggers apply fo develcpment other than for building work assessabla egainst the Standerd Buiiding Regufation 1893 (3BR}).

=

Environmentatly relevant actvity 4. The appication involves: flick spplicable box/es}
Z“:"’”"a'”b""a‘“‘m refer o Gujge 4. . [1{) anenvironmentaly relevant activity (ERA) for which a code for environmentat compliance
rless you answered “none of the above” to 01, the
atpiicaton requises acsessment by the ) has gr;a_gj been made - camplefe Part G of Form 1 . _
administering authorty™ [C] (i) amobile or temporary ERA for which a code of envisonmental compliance has aof been
1f an entity, other than the adminisiering sutharity, is made - complets Pert G of Form 1
the assessment mariager ki the application, he -
axdministesing authority is & concuvence agency for (IIJ) none of the above
the application in refation o this matter,
Mot An application involving ERA 19 andfor 20 wif
afsa requirs compietion of Part ¥z of Form 1 for
approval whgre an afiocation under ths Water Al
2000 is requirad. :
State-controiled road matters 2. The application involves: (ick epplicable box/es)
For mere information ssfer 1o Guide 3. : :
- I Y n orligy (v Ir -
Unloss s mswecrd o of e chove” 1o 02, e ) () development on land contiguous! to a State con .olled road anF{ for
application triggers referral 1o the Pepariment of [(1(a) material changa of use assessable against the planning scheme;
Main Rozds (DMR) 25 a referral agenty. .
In certain circumstances DM wil be an advic [l (b) reconfiguring & fof unless -
agency, whila in Giher circumslances DMA & be 2 » the total number of lots is not increased; and
CONCUTERCS SRARCY. o ! number of Iots abuttin a i i :

o 2ot e P Ragulaion vl sl yau'o the tota. number of g the State-controlled road is notincreased;
deterrming where MR is an advioa of corcumence [1{c) operational wark (not essoclatad with 8 material change of use assessable sgainst
agency for the eppication. the planning scheme o reconfiguring a fof mentioned in (0] above—

« associated with access o a State-contmlled road; or

= for filling or excavation; or

o involving the redirection or intensification of site stormwater from the land, though a
pipe with a cross-sectional area greater than 625 cm? thal directs stormwater toa
State-controtled road;

1 Tha assessmant managet i responsibls for ssessing and desiding an IDAS application, The essesamant manaper for an appicaton s preccrilvad in schisdafe 8A of the IPA

2 For addibions information refes to Guide & ‘Does my application iiggar s rafarmed conrdination process?’ -

1 Tha ‘administering autharty' may ba eithar the Ervirenmentz! Prolscion Agency, the tetevam local govemiment (for & devoived ERA) or the Cuaensiand Dapartmant of Primary Industias and
Fisherias (for 8 delegated ERA),

4 Land contiguous 1 2 Stztecontrolled rozd is dafined in schedule 14 of the iP Regulation (o magh land - if part of the land s within 108m of the Stais-contralied road; of that & part of 8 utura Stle-
sontrolied mad.

Page 1
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACY 1887

IS Assessment Checkiist, Version 14.0, 19 September 2005

Staie-controlied road matiers (cont)

[ iy development an land ao? contiglous 10 3 Stais-conirolled road and -

[l {a) material change of Lse -
o assessable agaist ihe iocal government's planning scheme; and
- mentionad in schedwz 5 of the IP Regulation and excesding the thresholds set by
that schedule,
[ (b} reconfigurlng & lof for a purposa mentioned in schedute 5 of the P regulation
and exceeding the thiesholds set by that schecdule;
Clisy operational work (aot assosiaied with & maferial change of use assessable ageinst ihe
planning scheme of reconfiguring a fo mentionsd in (b} ebovsh-
o assessable against tha focal government’s planring scheme; and
o mentioned in schedule 5 of the IP Regquiation and exceeding the thresholds set by
that schedula;

(i} none of the above

Clearing vegetation

For mae infotmation refer to Guide 12,

Uniess you answered "none of the abova” to 03, ha
applicatian fequires assessment by the Depgrtment
of Hatura!l Resnurces and Mines (NRSM).

¥ an agency other than MREM is the assessment
rmaneger for the application, NREM is a concuirence
agency for the application in relation fo this matter,

The application involves: (lick spplicabla box/es)
(14} material change of use -
{a) assessable against the pianning scheme;
{b} on a the lot coniaining -
o acalegory 1, 2 or 3 area shown on a proparty map of assessable vegelation; ar
o if there is no property map of assessable vegetation for the Iot - remnant vegetation;
(c} where the existng use of the land is & rural or environmental use; and
{d) where the size of the land is 2 hectares of farger - complete Part J of Fom 1
@) reconfiguring & fof -

(a} on alot coniaining a category 1, 2 or 3 area shown on a property map of
assessable vegataton or, if theee is no property map of assessable vegetation for
the iot, remnant vegelation;

{b) where the size of the ot before the recanfiguration is 2 hectaras or larger;

(c) where 2 or more fots are created; and

(d) where the size of any lot created is 25 heclares or smaller - complete Part J of Form {

(1 i)y operstional work -

(a) for the clearing of native vegetation where the vegatation clearing 1s made

assessable under Schedule 8 of the IPA; and

{b) not associated with a material change of use assessable egainst the planring
scheme mentioned in (i) or reconfiguring 2 lof mentioned in (i) - complete Part J of
Form 1

(iv) none of the above.

Strategic port land

For mare information refer to Guide 11,

i you bicked (i} - the relevant Pori Authority is the
assessmen Mmarages for the application.

1t you Yicked () Quesrsiand Transporis 2
concumence agancy for the epplication.

The application invalves:

[C1() development on strategic port land as defined in the Tramspart infrastruciure Act 1954 (T
Act); - complete Part } of Form 1

[ (i} amateriai change of uge thatis inconsistent with the Jand use plan approved under the
T! Act for the strategic port land - complete Par ! of Form 1

(iit) none of the abave

Acid sulfate solls

Far mora information refer fo Guide 10,

Unfass you answesed ‘nene of e above” to Q5, the
apylication requires assessiment by Bepariment of
Haturd Resources and Mines (NRAM).

i an agency other than NR&M is the sssessmenl
manages for the epplication, HRAM is an advice
agency for Ihe application in relation b this matter.

The application involves development on land situated in an identifieds local government area

and where the surface of the land is: (ick applicable box}

{iy below 20m AHDE and the develapment will involve the excavation of 1000m3cr more of
soit or sediment at or below Sm ARD; or )

] (i) ator below 5m AHD and the development wil involve filling the site with 1000m* or more
of material

(] {iiiy for none of the above

5 The idendfied lecad govemnment areas me: Aurkun, Bowen, Brishans, Broadsaurd, Bundabarg, Buriskdn, Burte, Bumrsil. Caboolture, Caim, Callinpa, Celoundra, Gamwedt, Capantaria, Cook,
Coatoota, Daungles, Fizroy, Gladstong, Gold Coast, Hervey Bay, Hinchinbreoka, lis, Johnstone, Livingstona, Logan, Mackay, Marocchy, Meryborough, Minum Ve, Maminglon, Heosa, Pine Rivers,
Redciiffy, Rediand, Rockhemplon, Szrina, Tharingowa, Tizm, Tomss, Teensvile, Whitsunday.

§ Australen Height Datum {AHD).

Page 2

63

BCG.058.0005



INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1987

64

IDAS Assessment Checkist, Version 14.0, 19 September 2005

Major hazarg faciiities or possihie g.

major harard faclliies

For mave infarmation refer to Guide 37,

¥ you answered YES® to Q6, the applization
mquires assessmant by ha Depasiment of
Ememancy Seavices (DES).

i an sgetiey othes than DES & i assessmant
maneger for e 2pphcation, DES s 3 conourrence
aency B he apchiz=ton in reiaion to this matter.

Does the appl

Ication involve a materizl change of use for @ major hazard facility or possible

major hazard facility a3 defined under the Dangerous Goods Safety Management Act 20017

B N

(T} YES - compiete Pert L of Form 1

Wiates related development under the {7,

The application involves:

Water Act 2000 [T1{)  oporational work, for taking or inferfering with waier under ihe Water Act 2000, that is:
o maton stz s ) "m(';énm{“’;m (tick appficable buxfes}

g 16. For more dvomatsa sbo! v
relos o Gige 14 Dogs my analication invafvg (C](a}  in awatercourse, lake of spring, of from a dam constucted on a watercourse

essessment of a referable dam?
Unless you enswered ‘niene of tha above”io Q7, the

{eg. & pump, graviy divarsion, siream ra-girection, wair of dam) - complete Part K, Ky, Ky i, of
Ko of Fam 1 whichaver is applicablz;

? ﬁgmmm ngrmmumwmm nﬁg ?ﬁ;’f&g—f"m ity for an artesian bore anywhere in the State, no matter what the use - complete
It an agency other than NREM S the assessmant Parl Ke of Form 1,
fﬁ%mﬁﬁ&? sl [lic) fora subariesian bore, in declared groundwater areat, for use for purposes
other than stock and/or domestic use - complete Porf K: of Farm 1,
[J{d) forasubariesian bore, in cartain declared groundwater area, for use for stock
andfor domestic purposes - complete Parl Kq of Form 1,
[ (e} forconstructing a referable dam® or that will increase the storage capacity of a
reforable dam by more than 10% - complate Part 1s of Form 1; OF )
[t fortaking or interfenng with cvestand flow water - complefe Parts Ky end G of Form 1

none of the ahove,

{iE}
Does the appiication involve development for the removal of quary material from a watercotrse®
requiring an aflocation notice under the Water Act 20007

£ NO

(1 YES - complefe Parts K and G of Form 1

Remova! of quarry material from a 8.
watercourse

Eor mere inforsaton refer i Guidg 16.

if you enswered YES' lo Q8, the application
roquires assessment by the Department of Naturl
Resqurces and Minag {NRAM

i an zgency olher than NRAM is the assessment
marianer for e application, WREM is a concurtente
agency for the application in retation to this matter.
Nota: Parl 5 of Farm 1 is required to ba complsted
as i activity of removing quarry matertal fom a
watercourse is also an Emamamanialy Relevant
Activity (ERA).

Operational works In a tidatareaor 19 The application involves operational work that Is: [ tick the eppiicable boxfes)
g;ﬂi‘r:z:ﬁ:::‘g g:}szf (@) fidal work® as defined undes the Coastal Profection and Management Act 1995 (the
s you swered none of ho zbave’to 09, e Coastal Act) - complste Part M of Form 1, O
applicatiod rgsgm assesement bsgi ] [Gi) canied out within a coastal manatement district under the Coastal Act and for -
m:s‘t wﬂm;‘m TPy (EFA) and you completa Part M of Form 1 it any box (s} to (7 below ars ficked.
15 2 agancy oter han EPAis tho assessment 1 {8) constructing or installing works in a wafercourse efwsen MHWS and HAT (e
mmaqe:;uﬁe ap_pﬁc?ﬁu?. E:;;s ac?umagm other then those works in tidal weter) where the development has been defermined
agency tof tho applicaiion i fefaton 1 1S (aer not to be assessable against the Water Act 2000,
[CJ(b) constructing a canal™ intended to he connected to tidal waters;
[(c} constructing an arificlal waterway;
(1{d) redaiming land under fidal water;
[J(e} disposing of dredge spoil or other solid wasie material in tidal water;
[ interfering with quary material on State coastal land above high-water mark;
Jtay draining or afiowing drainage or flow of water or other matter across State
coastal land above high-water mark;
[¢h)  removing of interfering with coastal dunes on land, other than State coastal
fand, that is in an erosion prong area and above high-waler mark; or
3¢} constucting a bank of bund wali to establish a ponded pastuse on {and, other

than State coastal land, above high-water mark.

iy none of the above,

7 Tha dectared ground water areas 2 fsted in Gul 13 Dayah nat cafchmon Asp8.

8 Referabie dzm is dafinad under tha Water Act 2608
9 \Wateourss is definad in sch 106l the IPA
10 Tidsl work is defined in sch 10 of fe IPA

9 Gangl mesns cenal a5 defined undsr the Cossiat Protection end Managamant Ad 1985

Paga 3
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IDAS Assessment Checklist, Version 14.0, 19 September 2005

INTEGRATED PLANRING ACT 1397
Tidal works 2nd coaslal management |10, The application involves cperational waork that is: { fick the applicebls box/es}
For mare infirmation refer to Guide 18. [Tl  tidaf work'? as defined under the Coastal Profection and kanagemerit Act 1995 {the
Unless you answered ona of the abave” 1o Q10, A .
tre appbostn ggers s i Queepslend Coastal Act) - complete Pert i of Form 17 OF »
L itine Selefy Qi = 2 [1¢iy  camied out within a coastal management district” under the Coastal Act and for -
LONCUMENTE EF8nCy. . ; . ) s R
[1ta) disposing of dredge spoil or other salid waste material in Gdal water - compizte
Part M of Farm ¥
() reclaiming land under tidat water - complete Pt M of Form 1, OF
[I{e) constnucting a canal™, # the canal is associated with reconfiguring a lof -
complata Part M of Form 1,
{iiy none of the ahove, .
Coastal managerment 11, The application involves: {tick the applicebla bax/es)
For mere information refer to Cudde 13 [ () amaterial change of uso assessable under a planning scheme invelving operaticnal
Unfess you answered "nona of the above™w Q4, : 4 3 tatriaddd
tho anphcaton requires sssesament b te “ work carried out completely or pary in a coastal mapagemeni dl-StﬂCt ‘ .
Emvimamentzt Protection Agency (EFA). ti} amaferial change of ugs assessable under 2 ptanning scheme invelving buliding
H an agency othes tham EPA Is the assessmanl worfi, canied out completely or partly in a coastal management district thatis -
managet for the zpplication, EPAis 2 concunrence
agency for the appiication in refation ta this matter. = the construciion of a new premisas with a GFA'® of al least 1000m?
» the enlargement of the GFA of existing premises by more than 1000m?
(1) reconfiguring a lof assessable under schedule 8 of the 1PA whare the land i$ situated
comptetely or partly in a coastal management disirict
C){v) reconfiguring a lof's assessable under schedule 8 of the IPA and in connection wit
the construction of a canalt? - complete Pert M of Fom 1
(J{v) none of the above
Development below high water mark |12, Doas the applicaticn involve development below high water mark'” and within tha limits of a port
For more infofmatien sefer to Gulde 18. under the Transport nfrastructure Act 19947
1f you answered “YES® 1o Q12, the apphication [
tiggers referral o the Porl Authonity. NO
The Porl Autharity is concurrenta agency if the D YES- complets Part M of Fom 1
developmanl is -
o within 200m of 3 shipping channet or an enly
aad exit shipping corder for the port
s within 1C00m of a swing basin, a commercial
shipping whart, 3 modring, anchofage or spail
grounds;
o within 1000m of 3 planned port facilily identfied
in atand use plan approved under the Transport
Infrastructure Act 1994,
In alf othet situztion the Port Authorily is advice
zgency.
Marinas 13. Does the application invalve operational work that is tidal work for a marina'® with more than &
For more inform.ation refer to Guids 18, vessel berths? i
Fyou answered "YES" to (13, lhe zpplication <7
n"sgg_ers referral Lalgﬁenslang Firg ang Rescue NO
Serviee as an advie agency, [ YES - complefe Pait M of Form 1
Tidat works in strategic port land tidal | 14. Does the application involve tidat works within the limits of strategic port land tidat areas'®?
areas @ NO
For more information refer to Guide 1§.
H you answered “YES™ 1o 014, the relavant Port D YES - complata Part M of Formn 1
Authority is the assessment manzger bor the
application and the Environmenial Profection
Agenzy (EPA) EPA and Dueenstand Trangpor (QT)
are contirTence agencies for the application. -
Heritage 15. Does the appiication involve development in a heritage registered place as defined under the
for further Infermaticn refer 1o Guide 19, Queensfand Heritage Act 1692?
if you angwered “YES bo Q15, the application ~A
triggers referma! o he O Heri il NO
a concumenca agancy fof the appication. [] YES - complete Part C of Fom 1

12 Tid work ls dsfined in sch 10 of e IPA.

13

Cnastal menagement disiyict ks dofinad in sch 10 of the IPA and meeng 3 coast=! menagement

district undar tha Cosstal Profoctin srd Mansgamard Act 1655, other then an 2re3 dedlargd & a

cozstal management district undar seclion 47(2) of that Act.

14
15
6

17
18
14

Cond means canel as defined under the Coastal Prafeciion and Managemen] Act 1535

GFA is defined in sch 14 of the IPA ko maan tha gross fleer area. For a dofinition of bow 1
Lndes 5117 of the Cossial Protection and Managament Ad 1995, an applitation for reconfiguration, whare tha reconfiguration is sssocizied with tha cenginuciion of an arifida waterway, must b2
acamiizd by the appiication for (e operational warls o constnuct tha
High wates mark is dafined in tha Coastel Prodecion and Maragament Ad
Morina is dafined in tha Transpar? Operstions (Marftine Poliution] Reguiation 1995,
Strategic port land Bdal ereas are lhe araes genaraly 50 meters

cateuiated GFA, go i the planning schema agains! which tha application is being assessed.

1995 end means tha ordinary high watzr mark 2 spring $Ha.

seaward of high water niar adjacant to sivategi port fand.
Page 4
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IDAS Assessment Checldist, Version 140, 18 September 2005

Declared catchment areas

Fot more intaemation, including a fist of the declared
caichment areas within Queensland, refer to Guice
1.

Unlass you answered ‘noad of the above” ta 018,
the epplication requlres assessment by the
Dapestrrend of Natural Resayrpes and Mines
{NREM).

H en 2gency other thep NRBM B he assessment
manzger for tha appication, NREM is @ CONCUNENte
sgency for tha applicaton in relation Yo ihis matler.

18.

The application is in an area declared fo be 2 catchment graa under tha Water Act 2000 and

involves: {lick the aoplicaliia boyes)

(14 reconfiguring a fot, if anry lof resufiing fom the reconfigurafion fs [ess than 15 hectares;

[ (i} developrent assessable against the planning scheme invoiving the eslablishment or
expansion of a wasle water disposal system, other thar a dispasal system for camying
out an environmerttally celevant activity under the Envimnmantal Profection Act 1994;

<] (i) none of the ebove

Contaminated fand

Applications nvohving maierial changa of use and{
of recanfiguiirsg a bl may tipger tis referva,

For mare informatian refer o Guide 3.

Unless you answesed “nane of the above” to 057,
the application requires assessment by the
Environmentsl Profection Agency {EPA} i an
agency ofher than EPA s the assessment manager
for the appiitation, EPA will be a concrTencs
agency for the epplicaion in relation o this maiter.

17.

The application involves: {tick the appicabls boxes)

[ (i) reconfiguiring a ot for which all of part of te premises are ~
{a) premises mentioned in the iPA, schedule 8, part 1, table 2 -
» item 5, incluging the exemption otherwise provided far by paragraph (d};
e ftem 8, including the exemption sthenwise provided for by paragraph {e}, or
o ftem 7, inclucing the examption othenise provided for a mining activity of peiroleum
actvity; o7
(b} in an area for which an area management advice has been given {or unexploded
ordnance - complets Parl M of Fomm 1
D4 (i) & meterial change of use -
(a) made assessable under the 1PA, schedule 8, part 1, table 2, ftems 5o 7; or

{b) assessable against iha planning schemne and if alf or part of the premises is in an area
for which an area management advice has been given for unexploded crdnance -
complate Pert N of Form 1

[ (iiiy none of the atove

Electricity infrastructure

For mora infoation refac o schedute 2of the [P
Requlation.

Unless you snswered *nope of the abova” fo Qis,
the application riggers referral o lhe pgency 10
which ihe easement iz granted in fawout of &s edvice
agency.

18.

The application involves: (ick the appiicabla boes)

[1(i) reconfiguring a fot where any part of the ot is ~

o subject to an easement in favour of 2 distribution entity or ransmission entity under e
Efectricity Act 1994 and the easement is for 2 ransmission grid or supply network under
that Act; or -

« situated within 100m of a substaficn site;

a material change of use, assessable againsta planning scheme and not associaled

with reconfiguting afotif-

» any part of the premises is subject to an easement in favaur of a distribution entity or
transmission entity under the Flectricity Act 1994 and the easerant is for a transmission
grid or supply nefwork under that Act; and

o any structure of work that is the natural and ordinary consequenca of the use is, or wil be,
located wholly or partly in the easement;

a material changs of use, assessable againsta pianning schema and not associated

with reconfiquring a Iot if any part of the premises is situated within 100m of a substation

site;

oparaticnal work that is filing or excavation assessable against the planning scheme,

not associated with recanfiguring a lot, it -

» any part of the premises is subject to an sasement in favour of a distribution entity or
transmission entity under the Efecticity Act 1994 and the work is located wholly or partly in
the easement,

o {he work is located wholly or pary within t0m of a substation site;

none of the above.

(i)

1)

Land designated for community

infrastructure

Applicztions involving devalopment on land

designated for comimunity infrastruciure may Iigger

this refenal.

¥ more information refer to schedule 2of the [P

Requtation.

ifyou answered “YES 1o Or19, the npheation

requires assessment by tha chief execuliva of the
administering the Aol avihorising the

devetopment for the designaled purpose.

H an agency other than tha designaies is the

assessment manager for the applicaton, the

designaing agency vill be 4 concurence agency for

the application in redation b this matier, .

19.

Does the application involve development assessable against the planning scheme and on tand
designated for community infrastructure?

{i) intended to be supplied by a public sector entity; and
(i} oniand not owned by or on behaif of the State; and
(iiiy other than development -

(a) for the designated purpose; of

(b} carvied out by, or on behalf of, the designator.
NO
[IYES

Pepad
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MTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1897 IDAS Assessment Checklist, Version 14.0, 19 September 2005
SEC Reglonal Plan 20, The application involves a material change of use of premises in the SEQ Region® for: (fck the
For mare information reter lo sehedule 2of the i2 epplicable boxfes)

Epruaton . (J{i) urban activities?, cther than where the premisas aie zoned for urban activiies under a
ﬂ?&?ﬁiﬂﬁﬁg;e% planning scheme in a rural village? of the Mt Undesay/North Beaudesert Study Area, for
Urhan Managemen] {OUM). which ail or part of the premises, the subject of the development, is in the -

{a) Regional Landscaps and Rurat Production Area;
{b) Rural Living Area;

(e} Investigation Area; of

{d) Mt Lindesay/Morth Beaudeserl tnvastigation Area.

(i) rural residential purposes® where the premises are not zoned for rurat residentiai
purposes and the premises are in thie —

(a) Regional Landscaps and Rural Production Arez,

{b) Investigation Area; of

{c} MiLindesay/Morth Beaudesert Invesigation Area;
£ (i) none of the above

Fisheries matters 21, The application involves: (tek the appicable box/es)

l;or mare informasion refer o schedule 201 the (P )Gy anassessable materfal chhangs of use for aguaculture - complsie Part O of Form 1

stess you answered "nana of the above’ 16 021, (i} assessable operaticnal work that is the consiruction of raising of a waterway barier -
the application requires assessmeant by the complete Parf Ozof Form 1,

Oepartent of Primosy indusiries and Fisheriss ) - .

IDRIEE). ML ] (i} assessable oparational work completely of partly within a declared fish habitat area;
1 an agenty other than DPIGF is the assessment 5] (iv) assessable operaticnal worlt that is the removal, destruction or damage of a maring

manzger for the application, DPIGF is a concuments .
egency for the appl:’caﬂon i eatation o Hems {f} ~ pgaﬂi - comp!eia Parf 02 of Form 1,

{1} an adhicn agency fn refaion to e ). (v development assessable under the IPA, schedule 8, pert 1, on land that adjoins a
declared fish habitat area;

] (Vi) none of the above.

Integration of land use and public 22, “The application involves: (lick the applicahle box/es)— -
transport {i) @ matsriaf change of use assessable against ths planning scheme for a purpose

;”ﬁ'éﬁ“fg,ﬁgﬁﬂ:ﬁ,%f—gﬁfm edule S mentioned in schadule 13C of the 1P Regulation and exceeding the thresholds set by that

Unless you angwered “none of the above™, the schedule.
application tiggers referal to GT &5 8 concumence iy reconfigurivg & fot—
i J(a} onlandthatis completely or parily within a public transport corfidor, and the

totaf number of lols increases;

146} onlang thatis completely of partly within a future public transport corridor o
an airpori's public safety arca;

[J(cy oniand that s within 400m of a public passenger transport facility or a future
public passenger transport facility, and the total site area is 5000m? or greater,

O for aresidential purpose within the 25 ANEF contour for an airport,

[ J{e} for asesidential purpase sesulfing in 100 or morz allotments.

] (i) operational work assessabie against the planning scheme, but not associated with &
material change of use mentioned in (i} above or reconfiguring a lot mentioned in {if)
above, on fand that—

[J(a) iscompletely or partly wilhin a public transport corider or a future public

transport cormidor,
[I(b) will result in work that encroaches into an airporl's operational airspace.
7] (iv) none of the above. .

70 Locz) Governmants within the SEQ Regicn ara entifed in the South Esst Cueensland Regonal Plan &5 Besvdesert Shirs, Boonah Shire, Brishan City, Cabodliura Shin, Galoundre City, Esk Shir,
Gation SHire, Goid Cozst City, ipswich City, Kitcoy Shire, Lzidiay Shirg, Lagan City, Mareochy Shirs, Nagsa Shire, Fing Rivers Shira, Redoliffa Ciy, Redland Shire and Teseocmba iy,
21 Urben activity medrs yrban actvity as dafined in scheduls 2, Parl H Repulatory Provisions, South East Cusanstand Regional Plan. Tha tem includas soma facilifes and purposes end excludes soma
purposes. A singie residential dvralling on tatis el Included in urben activity.
22 Rursd vilags msens rur villagg & defined it scheduls 2, Perl H Requiatory Provisiars, South Ezst (ussnstand Regionat Plan,
73 Rurd residsniia purposs maans rure! rsidentisl purpose & fafined in schedula 2, Penl K Repulatory Brovisions, Seuth Eest Cusansiand Regional Plza,
Page 6
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IDAS Assessment Checklst, Version 14.0, 19 September 2005

INTEGRATED FLANNING ACT 1997
Rallway safety and efficiency 23. The application involves: (tek the eppiicable hox/es}—
E;’;g‘jg'&‘*‘“ggfgg‘g &%"ﬂ“ S (R )y a material ehange of use assessable against the planning scheme for a purpose
Unfass you ssvercd one of e sbove’, e mentionad in schedule 13D of the [P Regulation and excseding the thresholds set by that
application triggers refemal to (T a5 a cutcuments schedule.
weny: ] (i) rsconfiguring & fof—
({2} onland thatis completely of pasily within a future public transport corridor,
future raitway land or a railway tunnel gasement,
[J4py oniand thatis within 400m of a Cityirain passenger railway station or a fulure
Cityirain passenger railway staton, and the total site area is 5000m? or
greater, v
) onland that abuts il comidor land, commescial conidor tand of futura raifway
land, and the iotal number of lots increases;
[J{d) onland that abuts rail coidor iand, commereial cormidor fand or fullire railway
land and an easement abutting the comigor of future railway land is created;
[J{e) onlandthatis completely or pardy within $00m of, and abutiing an approach
{0, a aitway level crossing, and the total numbar of lots increases,
{7 for aresidental purposa resulting in 100 of more aliotmanis.
[] (i operational work assessable against the planning scheme, but not associated with 2
material change of us¢ mentioned in (i} above or reconfiguring a tot mentioned in (i)
above, involving exiracting, excavating of filing greater than 50m?, on land that—
[J(a} s comptetely or partly within rail comidor land or commercial comidor Yand, and
#he work is not for rail ransport infrastructure or othes raif infrastructure;
T} (ny  is completaly of parily within future railway iand, oF & failway tunne! easement;
Ci(ey  abuis raif coridor land, commerdial corridor land or future railway land, and
the work is within 25m of tha railway boundary.
] (iv) none of the above.
Referval coordination 24, Does the application trigger referral coordination?
Anmfur-m : : a request requires refena coordinatien D NO
if the application involves -
% Z?;iﬁ??ﬁ:ﬁsﬁiﬁiﬁl YES, as the appfication: {lick the appicable box/es)
planring scheme and prescribed in D)  tiggers 3 or more concurmence agencies;
schedule7 or § of tha IP Requlation: of R g . . .
(i) developmant which Is subject to an () {iiy  invclves a materizl change of usa made assessable under a planning
iﬂmmgf?ﬁ ?E&Pﬂ?‘fﬂ’ schieme and prescribed in schedule 7 of the P Regulation;
et more information go 1o Suide? and Guda &, [}y involves a material change of usa (cther than a dwefling house, outbuiiding
or farm building) made assessable under a planning scheme, or
reconfiguring a fod, in an area presclibad in schedule B of the IP Regulation;
(iv} is for a preliminary approval mentioned in 53.1.6 of the iPA
Referral agency responises priorto 125, Dida referral agency give a referral agency response under 53.3.2 of the IPA hafore the
jodgemeni appiication was made fo the assessment manager?
Under $3,2,2 of [PA & referral agency inay give E NO
‘reﬁ_err_al agenty fespanse on amattes wﬂhm‘ﬂs.
ﬂf:f;g;:‘;iﬁ;&”;ifmﬁgﬂ‘mm [} YES - attach a copy of tha referms! egencyls response’s
managel.

This is commanly the case where an application

rexpuiress Fefera o a uikding referral aganty {s0.

Qi Fire and Rascus Service).

PLEASE NOTE:  The assessment manager may sefuse to accept an appl
completed IDAS Assessment Checklist (if applicable}.

DFFICE USE ONLY (applicable to assassment mansger) .
[ DATE RECENED _ | | REFERENCE NUMBERIS | i

cation, witich, ai the time of lodgement, fails to provide the

Page 7
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1587 Pari W, Versian 1.0, 4 Ociohar 2004

Contaminated land |

Completion of ail questions on Part N is mandatory for all applications involving assessmant against the Envirormental Profection Act 1994 when
developrent is proposed On contaminated or potentially contaminated fand.

For furiher information refer to Guide 5 Contaminatsd jand matiars available free from www,ipa.ald.gov.au or ihe Environmerial Protection Agency's
{EPA's) information sheets avaitable frea from www.epa.cld.goy.au under Ecoaccess! business and industry. Altematively, contact {he local govemment.

Hatuge of the application 1. This application is {or. (Tiek one {1) ar ot i appiicable)
E i apply ta your l. "
R’;?e",‘”m"éﬁg;“fé c%%m;yﬁggedpgﬁmﬁ Aspect of developmert Type of approval being sort
for advice regarding development that is - - T " N 3
exempt from this assessable development Material change of use Preliminary approvat Cevelopment permit
frigger.
{71 Reconfiguring a lof ] Prefiminary approval [} Development parmit
2. Does this application require assessment against a ptanning scheme?
1m0 YES - complzte ather refevant parfs of the IDAS Appiisation Form 1
The subject land 3. Has an Environmental Managemeni Register (EMR) and/or Contaminated Land Regisier {CLR}
search been conducted for the and the subject of the appiication?
[ nNO YES - sttech restits of the search and complete G4

4. Allor part of the land the subject of the application is:
() enthe EMRor the CLR under the Environments! Protaction Act 1994,
(i) used for, or if the land is vacant, was last used for-
(J(a) anolifiable activity

{b) anindustial activity and the proposed use is for 8 child care cenfre,
educational, recreational of residential purpose {including a carelaker rasidence an

industrial fand),
[(C1¢iiiy in an area for which an area management advice has been given jor natural
mineralisation or indusirial activity and the proposed use is for child care, educationa,
m recreational or residential purpose (including a caretaker residence on industrial landy,
(v} inan area for which an area management advice has been given for unexploded
ordnanca,
Plans and documents 5. Confirm, by ticking the applicable bax(es}, that the following details are provided in plans and
Fot further informatian about preparing a written information supporting this application:
I i » v 0 LIy . - .
p’;pm:g”:: refer to Guide 7 Preparing 4 4y plans showing where any Notifiable Activity, Hazardous Contaminant, of potentially

contaminated activity / activities have occured on site;

(i) ifthe application involves & tmaterfal change of use from an industrial use to a more
sensitive use (eg. child care, sducationai, recreations! or residentia! purposes), supply a detafled
site history outlining previous potentially contaminated uses on the sife

PLEASE NOTE

PART N of Form 1 cannot be accepted by the assessment manger unless accompanied by PART A of Form 1.

The assessment manager may refuse to accept an application that, at the ime of lodgement, fails to provide ali applicable information
requested by Part A and any other relevant parl of Form 1. .

OFFICE USE ONLY (apoiicabs to essesumant mansger)
DATE RECEIVED

REFERENCE
MUMBERIS
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INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1397 Part Oz, Version 1.1, 25 July 2005
B W

Disturbance of marine plants; and
building or operational works
within a declared Fish Habitat Area

Complgtion of it appficable guestions on Part Oz is mandatory for a applications involving the disturbanca of maring plants, and buliding or operationat works
within a deciared Fish Habital Area. For further infarmation cefer to Guide 20 or qo to www.dpt.ald.gov

sature of the devalopmant) 1. This application is for: ftick appiicable box/es)

Al marine plants are protectsd, imespectiva of B4 ) the removal, damage or disturbance of marine plants;

the tenure of the tands on which they grow. ' . }
Marine plants are defined in section B of the (] (i} operational work within a declared Fish Habitat Areat as defined in the Fisheries

Fisharias Act $595 and mtiude mangroves, salt

couich, seggrass, sallmarsh speciss and aljas. Regulation 1995 - a Resource Allscation Authority must be obteined prior to fodgement of this

application. Please provide the Resolsta Aflocation Authoriy reference number helow of submit & compieted

Any works propesed within a declared Fish 3 . ation f ah 1 ieation:

Uabitat Area must frsi oblzin approval for fhe Resource Alccation Authority epplication forrn with s applealion,

afiocation of the resource from the Deparirtent l

of Primary Indusiries and Fisheries (DPIEF},

Resurce aliceation forms are avalable frcugh [ (i) buitding work within & declared Fish Hahitat Area’ as defined in the Fisheres

DFE&Z Uﬁf and the DFIGF wehsitz at Requiation 1995 - a Resourca Aliocation Authority must b obtained prior {0 iodgemant cf this
W ’ : application. Plesse provids tha Resource Allocation Authortty reference number helow or submit & compieted
Where DPIAF [5 ihe assesement manages for an Resource Allocation Authasity application form: with this application.

application, e rescurce allocation and IDAS T
development application can be assessed i
concumenty,

Detats of the proposed distwbance | 2. Confirm, by ticking the applicable box{es) that the folowing details are provided in plans and
andior works writien details accompanying this application
Plan and writien informaton are fequired o () details of the purpose of the proposed disturbance andfor WorKS fe.g. i johy. pivte ety

acoompany davelopment applications for the
disturbance of marine plants ad/or work na foaf ramg, pontoon, revatmant, board walk, alc.)

declared Fish Habitat Area. B2 (i) o scaled site plan of the proposed disturbance (imiuding dimensions & GPE points) showing the
Applications. are assessed against fisherles focation, areas of impact and adjacent area in rafation to -
leqislation and poticies.

4] easily identifiable features (is. meds, rmad inersections, waterway names, bands in the walbrway sfc};

<] Real Properly {RP) boundaries adjacent o and in the vicinity of the proposed
disturbance and/or water area;

BZl the location, extant, nalure and dimensions of the area proposed o be disturbed

and the locations, extent, nafure and dimensions of any associated disturbance

areas fe.g. access paths, astriction areas, mocrings sie)|

the lacation and extent of Highest Astonomical Tide {HAT), Mean High Water

Springs and Mean Low Water Springs levels, by reference to easily identifiable

fixed points;

the Iocation of all waterway features within the devefopment area including

crecks, drainage lines, lageens, marshes efc.;

the location and extent of any existing disturbances, structures, improvements,

fill ete within, adjacent to, or associated with the proposed disfurbance and/or

works.

(i) adescription of the fish habitats proposed to be impacted fie. sand banks, o bans,
seagrass, mangroves, sl cowch, nocky shorm it

(iv) adescription of the marine plants proposed to be disturbed fe.g. numser. s, ko, ares.
density, healtheic ],

[J(v) adescripton of the method of warks {e.q. equipment to ba used),

(<] (vij = description of the past uses and/or disturbances of the devetcpment site.

Bd

4

¢ Pizns of dedared Fish Habimt Areas ar avaliable from DRFIAF or through the DPIEF website ot wiww dgi.ald.gov.au

BCC.055.0001



71

INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1967 - Part Oy, Version 1.1, 25 July 2005
Justification for the proposed 3. Confirm, by ticking the applicable box(es} that the following details are provided In pians and
disturbance written information accompanying this application:

mnafz;ﬁ%ﬁ%;ﬁmf [4() justfication for the proposed disiurbance and/or works to be undertaken;

disturbanca of marine plants and/or works wihin (i) adetailed description of the altermatives cansidered in order fo reduce impacts to

2 declzzed Fish Hebitst Area. marine plants and fish habilat e, atemative desiyns. locatiass, satbacks/aufer distances elc )

{ii} any on-site mitigation actions proposed to prevent the proposed disturbance and/or
works contributing to fish habitat degradation, in and adjacent fo ihe development
area, during and after the development, ‘

Bd (iv) @ description of off-site compensation actions proposed to compensate for any

permanent foss of marine plants or fish habitats (e.g. any propoased rehabitation o restaralion of
marina plants, and swap opfions, fish hsbitat rosaarch contibution elc.)

%} {v) extent of any future maintenance works required for the continued safe operation of
the pr oposed struciure of facility fa.o. nimming of regrowth of smarine plants, mainfanance dredging}:

[2) (vi) any other jusiification and supporting information for he proposed disturbance and/or
warks.

PLE& SE NQ ?E PART 0; of this form cannoi ba acceptod by ifre aszassment manger unless accompanied by PART A of tha for.
The assassment manager may refuse 10 accept an appheaien shat. al the fime of lndgentent, laifs fo provice aff applicable wnformation requesied by Part A and any
other relevant par of Form

@FHC% USE @NLY (ar:pfﬁ:abfafueggassmaﬁm&n&geﬂ ) . L
{ DATE RECEWVED | T REFERENCE NUMBERSS | [ —

BCC.059.0002
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INTEGRATED PLANMING ACT 1597 Part D, Version 2.0, 4 Ocioter 2004

Material change of use

sssessable against a local government's planning scheme

Completion of zli applicabls guestons on Par D is mandatery for ali applications invofving assessment of a
material change of Lise (MCU) assessabfe agalnst a focal govemments planning scheme.

Mature of the application 1.  This application is for: ftick ¥ or bath it applicable)
gdevewpmﬂl permnil iﬁ:gﬁses - Preliminary approval for a material change of use of premises including conceptual
avelopment (D OCCUY, White @ preumn bary design for any associated works that require approval undier the planning Scheme fe.

approval i 4 step in the approval process

and does not authorise deveiopment o GO, consideration of the proposal concepl)

AND/OR

Development permit for a material change of use of premises including conceptual
design for any associated works that require approval under the pfanning scheme.

The subject fand ) 2. How the subject land is idenfified in the planning scheme (neme the zone, precinct efc)
For the gefmition of "gross fleor area” go o . T :
fhe planning scheme againstwhich he [ Community Use Area CUB -Ulility Installation and Road Area ]

application will be assessed.

3, Existing gross floor area: {fappiicatle) | Existing building to be demofished . l

4. Are there any existing easements on the fand?

[ NO

YES - attach plans of the focation and detalls of the purpase of the easemant

fMaterial change of use detalls 5. Detalls of the change to the use of the land: {eg. vecant lard fo shopping centre, house to apartment buiiding,
vacant fand to industry (tyre manufecturing) efc.}

Decommissioned Power Station [and to State Tennis Centre, residential units, road and

park.
6. Number of employees: | Unknown _l
7. Operating days and hours: 1 Refer to application reports. _J
f:;ggz?:}ed building works details #/ | Sitecover. | Refer to application reports. |
T e s uﬁfﬁhﬁfﬁnﬂe 9. Grossfloor area: | 90.472m2 |
Z_E,i“;ie";‘f“” the applcation i b2 10. Mumber of on-site car parking spaces: i Refer to application reports,

Various - referto

11. Number of storeys / maximurm height above natural ground: .
application reports.

12. Number of employees Unknown, t

13, Hours and days the use will operate Refer to application reporis.

Associated operational works details |14, Details of associated operational WoTkS {eg. fandscaping, cut and fi, dreinage, rosd works efc)

if applicabl e : - z

{if applicatie) Application includes operational works - disturbance to marine plants. Landscaping,
roadworks, provision of servicas, drainage works and tidal works subject to future
operational works applications. .

— | | L]

PLEASE NOTE

This application cannot be accepted unless accompanied by Part A of Form 1. _

The assessment manager may refuse lo accept an application that, at the tme of lodgement, fails to provide all applicabie information
requested by Fart A and any other relevant part of Form 1.

BCC.058.9997
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Parl D, Varsion 2.0, 4 Oclober 2004

NTEGRATED FLANNING ACT 1597

OFFICE USE OMLY fapplicad to sssessmant mansgs?) .
o . REFERENCE ) H

[ DATE RECENVED MUIREERIS ]

BCC.058.9998



INTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997

Common G

pesficelves - 433882, |

EhennosafoesTonn
;

tsol:

INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

DA 65 1193039,

ans

The completion of &t appficable guestlons an Part A is mandatory for aft applications. Part A mustbe accompaniad by the completed IDAS Assessment Checklist if

required, and by one {1}
Any information requested in the

or more other completed parts of the Ferm as fequired. For more information on fiie parts i the Form refer fo www, ipa.qld.gov.au,
form may be provided in an atachment to the application. For furder informativn about completing the following details, refer to

Guide 1.

YOS
Yes No

Bescription of fand 1.  Street address: includinghouse number, sfraet nams, subbrhAgcality name & posicode] (i applicebie)
All tand the subisct of the application, must b2
enied,Howes, a descrpion o o and i [ 21 Softstone Street, Tennyson, QLD 4105
gﬁﬁ&@?%ﬁgﬂ;ﬁ;‘gﬂ” 2 Name of water body or watercourse, within which the development is proposed: (Fappiabla)
ice gitng 62 - 02 zopdies f 1 N/A }
development is proposed wilhin a water bedy of -
walecourse, 3. Loton plan description {eg. Lot 123 0n RP 4567) } GP8 coordinates:
Advics for completing Q1 - Most land can be .
identified by a ol on pan description. These delaits [ Lot 1 on SP 164685 and part of Lot 565 on SP104107 J
e bl ol derments oo ™4 14 The ahove description is for: (tck applicable box)
Hawever, i he land en which the developmentis {i) the land on which the development is proposed; or .
gﬁf&inﬁ!mﬁﬁ;ﬁ?" . [1{iy the land adjcining the water body or walercourse, within which the development is
watercowrse} provide ~ p%’GpOSBd; of
9 ;ﬁ;ﬂ;ﬁ;ﬁm@ﬂﬂ“ the [ (iit) the water body or watercourse.
i) GPS coordinates where there |
& i adjaentnd fe3 o aetongay. |5 Shop/tenancy number: 6. Storey ! level; 7. Total area of land: {m? of haj:
Adica for completing Q7 - OF does nof 2pply i the 2 i .
development is within a water body or watercourse. l N2A J I yanous J 11.9042ha - 1
Addvice for compieting Q8 - 08 applies H : e el . y "
dmh"m;:l Frrrmerond gw:‘r’n"rf;! wea 8 Lacal government area in which the land is situaled: (eg. Esk, Hervey Bay, Wooooo elc.} {if applicalie)
;'ié’i?" Arpas uelc:g high wa;a mark gzd n;;l wfb;in ?m ] Brisbane City l
gavernment s RMBa LMNOSS Prov! o under
Lecal Government Adt 1983, 8. Port authority for the sirategic port land or strategic per fand fidal area on which the
Advica for completing G3 - QS apples i i al g i
e sateale porlJand or 4 Stegic Teve[opment is proposed {ep. Porf of Brishane, Port of Townsville) {if sppliceble} i
port land 8dal area, For more details refer to Guide 11 NiA
Proposal details 10, Existing use of the fand: (eg. vacant, single hause, shop eic}
i’éf&i?;ﬁf?nmé’ﬁ? ;“‘i‘*‘;‘;&iﬁﬁ may be { Former Tennyson Power Station |
11. Proposed use of the land: (eg. § unk apartment building, 30 lo! residential subdidsion, ERA for Squaculture in
pands with a total area of 7 ha for which wastes are releesad info waters eig),
State Tennis Centre consisting of centre court stadium, 22 tennis courts and associated
faciiifites: 385 residentiai apartments in six buildings and residents' gymnasium and
racreation building 1o be developed in stages; cenire activities(200 m2 gross floor area of
shopicaféfrestaurant/office) and proposed tiverside park comprising 1.8 hetlares.
Other applicable parts of Form 1 12, Other parts of Form 1 completed as part of this application: (eg. Pari D, Pent /, efc)
Part A must abrays be eccompanied by othes 4
comploted parts of Foc 1. Far information sttt LPart D, Part N, Part 02, Attachment 2 and referral checklist
when 8 part of Form § may apply refer to Guide 1
" Applicent details 13. Applicant's name: 15. Contact person;
Clearly identfy who s making the application. The ; i
sy st s s s f S S Bemonk & Assoiies
When slgning and lodging this apalicadion Planni 4 Envi 't Consultant 1§. Facsimile number/e-mail address
The anplicant s responsible for ensuring e anning and Environment Consuliants 7
information provided is comect The assessment
e, may ) ooy & the Gl Exerus 14. Gpnftact number:
fehorn applicatia) will rely on this information whan
2ssessing and deciding the application.
; 8 |0t s 8 compENY - 3 Cqn 47. Postal address:
Project No.:, mustbe shon, gl; ’
. f“} :l . I GPO Box 552, Brisbane Qld 4001 J
Application NDO\ N

Yiew Draft anditionr»Ma?

Email provided?

%

RCC.058.9993
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Parl A, Version 2.2, 25 July 2005
19, Date

L 16 /1f2e0r

HTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997
18, Signatureg

BCC.058.9994



NTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1897

Part &, Version 2.2, 25 July 2005

Land owner's consent if applicabie)
Section 3.2.410){a) of the IPA prescribes thal an
Zpplication panmof be Lzken lo b2 propeny made
withoul the land awner's consent.

An application must be supported by the consentof
24 and owmer f the applicatian nvolves.

N 2 muertd changs of use;

]  reonimuiaion of alod:

(M) work o fand below high-water mark & not within
a canal a5 defmed under the Coastal Preteckian
s Managemend Act 1995.00

work on 1all comidor iend defined under the
Treaspart infrastuchee Acl 1994

For g moblle ay teryparery ERA - landowner's
consent is nof required,

Far moee irdormiation refer to Guide 1.

()

20.

Land owner's cansent fo the making of this application;

Mame

Slgnature " Date

See attached owners consent

Ragourco entillement f appleablet 21, Does this application involve taling o interfering with {otirer then interfering with quary materis! on Sisfe
mfg;ﬁbg{xﬁfg @?“cmméz coestal Jand under the Cosstal Protection and Manegement Act 1995) 8 State resoutce?
witout avidance of he fescurce entitsment. NO . goto 024 [1YES - gota022
Advice for completing 822 . .
Refer o schediiz 10 of the !nfag:'rfe:d Pl'ann:'fng 22, This application is reguired by regulation to be accampanied by evidence: (ick appiivable box
Regtration 1098 that prescribes idence . ; . .
r;iur;nbr; e s;e ?r:?uc;‘pnﬂ m;’;ﬁ;&;ﬁ this 16 ofthe allpcatien of, or entifiement to, the resource - aflach evidence
deveiopment epplication. [ (i) the chief executive of lhe department administering the resource is satisfied the develapment Is
consistent with an silocation of, of entitlement {0, the resource - go fo Q23
[ {iif} the chief executive of the depariment administering the resource is satisfied the development
application may preceed in the sbsence of an allecation of, or entitiement 1o, the resource —
go o Q23
Adyica for compieling Q23 {23, Evidence of the resource enfiffement:
Trgsu;nmd e 225 g)(iisﬁ)n;m:l.w flendences (i Resource entiflement/ authority detalls {iv) Official stamp of the department
Tha official stamp of the Deperment of Natural adrpzn;};sgeﬂng the resource fif
Resources and Mines is mandatory where the appiicabie
applicarion involves taking o7 interfering with water ot (i) Name of delegated officer
siverine quay maleria under the Water Act 2000 ‘]
(iiiy Position of delegated afficer )
(iv) Signature of delegated officer
(v} Date
Assessment triggers 24, Is the IDAS Assessment Checldist completed and attached fo this application?
;T;:'f;g;;: gﬁ.ﬁf ?;ﬁ%ﬂ?ﬁ@%fﬁ [JYES [ NO - the assessment mansger may refuss to accept ihis application on the
must b completed tor afl other 2pplizations, grounds that the application has not been property made
Plans | drawings / reports 25. Plansfdrawingsfreports accompanying this application:
An appication shoud be i 4
s ool e sccanpanied by degis o Plan / Drawing / Report Wumber Titke Date
manzger, referral agencies and any person viewing . . ,
the applicaion during publis scrutiny cor public it Volume 1 Report Project Overview Nov 2005
notfeation o ynderstand the scope of the proposal ”“_j“'""""“”““"""“”""“"' e Stk aiel St
2nd any polentid impast it Volume 2 Reporl Impact Assessment Report Nov 2005
{iy Volume 3 Report Design Report Nov 2005
(i) Volume 4 Repot Transpert and Traffic Nov 2005
{v} Volume 5 Report Engineeri . Mov 2002
() Volume 6 Report F;‘Q'Zf’e““g and Services Nov 2005
. 00Cl
{vii} Volume 7 Reparl Quaiit;g and Stormwater Nov 2005
] Ecological Assessment Nov 2005
(vii} A3 Architectural Plans

PLEASE NOTE: The asscssment manager may refuse to acoept an application that, at Lhe time of iodgement, fails to provide alf applicable information required by Part A
and any cther refevant par of Form 1, .

OFFICE USE ONLY (applicable to assessmen mansgers)

DATE

FEE &} RECENED

REFERENCE

NUEIBER/S

RECEMMG OFFICER'S
HAEE/S

76
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Part A, Version 2.2, 25 July 2005
Wotification of Engagement of Private Certifisr (Optonat fusmal ) ;

___ Council. { have been engaged as the private certifier for the buitding wark refermed fo i this application.

HTEGRATED PLANNING ACT 1997

To

__.Name: Signature:

Dale of engagement: /[ Accreditation Number:

BCC.058.9996
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