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The data on Journey to Work - Mode Share SEQ, shows minor changes to
“bicycle” and “walked only”. The data might be different if it included trips

school. However, if the data were to show trips to school, only margina

increases of “bicycle” and “walked only” would be seen.

Outdoor recreation studies show an upward trend for residents wanting t
within 250 metres of active transport.
A pleasant, attractive environment, will improve the likelihood of pe
to walk.

An accessibility workshop was recently held. One of the ou
promotion of better street desigh manuals.

The SEQRP team is having discussions with the Depart

The impacts of telecommuting has not been incl

length and trip duration. However, telecommutjiig waould probably only have

marginal effect on the results.

The statistics on journey to work, and average tri

o Mask the trends that have occurred in local areas-as the data is presented at
a regional scale. For example, cycling in the Brisbane CBD has increased
at a greater rate than in the region. y

o Does not show that there are ntially more walking trips, because people

do not regard walking as a trip.
Peri-urban areas are the highe
i.e. the areas with the greate rom rises in fuel costs, rises in
inflation and rises in mortg IRE index). Residents in these areas
would make a higher num ps\from outside the urban footprint to within
the urban footprint than res ts of other areas.
Planning for peri-urban areas n

erability on the VAMPIRE index

communications ma
explai silience’~and “sustain”. In terms of the SEQRP, these terms have
impligatio r ironmental policies, and also implications for people and
e.g. sustainable communities).

and environment should be presented within the “sustain”

terways” should be an issue for the SEQRP. There are costs
ith making decisions on land on the coast.

€ issue of “community health” is an important issue which is intended to be
covered under the key themes of “healthy environment”, “vibrant communities”.
The SEQRP Review will include policy on rural issues and natural assets. For
example, while there should be a policy to encourage tourism developments in
suitable rural areas, this also has the opportunity to generate land use conflicts.
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Actions Responsibility
Obtain the research on outdoor recreation DILGP %
R

studies. %
Include climate change in future group DILGP \\
discussions. S b
Obtain information from BCC and SEQ DILGP —\
Catchments on how to plan for a water sensitive ‘w

city.

Ensure environmental considerations are not EGP\/

lost throughout SEQRP Review. 7 /

Investigate use of environmental performance =
indicators.

Circulate the presentation and the minutes for /\W

confirmation.

5. Community conversations - presentation / discussi

e  Community Conversations — a strategy is being prepared for the Deputy Premier
and we are expecting the launch of "Community@nversations” to commence mid-
May.
e Two rounds of Community Convepsati will occur- the second round will be

when the draft plan comes out | i

6. Round table discussion on is

e A round table discussion provi opportunity for each group member to raise key
issues:
e Group members are &n agedto share information with their organisation.

Information which is
group meetings.

gular feedback. The SEQRP team can’t commit to
ganisations which make up the groups. Where
be sent to group members. We will contact group
st information if needed.

e T QRP team is aware of the study on SEQ regional scenic amenity.
Nesign issues:

Words pertaining to building design, should not imply that good design can only
be achieved by building something new, when older buildings make strong
contributions to good design. The SEQRP should recognise heritage.

e We should reflect and celebrate subtropical elements.
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% SEQ Theme paper overview — 5 Key Policy Directions
o Greg presented the 5 key policy directions for the SEQ Regional Plan and the 5 key{uints
each — Prosper, Grow, Connect, Sustain and Live. K
e Information has been provided on current thinking and is a high level overview.
e Not completely settled on the policy. Research in the theme papers will feed into the\poli
development.

° Prosper —
o Economic theme.
o Two broad categories of jobs — population serving (e.

jobs that are outward looking such as the business t
Economic advantages — export market, close to the
The regional plan will recognise and protect areas
(including centres).

o Transitioning economy can be defined as the
end of the mining boom. Shift from traditional ind
knowledge jobs (scientific, health care).

o Grow —
o Compact urban settlement pattern. y
o Population projections have bee
o Optimise the urban footprint,
o Projected trend is 54% infill and™4
o Dealing with an aging po
° Connect —
o How we move about th
areas.
o Work has been

unity and the environment.
ith broader community interests, natural assets, farmland, regional

The Regional Plan will focus on affordable living — housing choice and location.
o ural Resource Management Plan — will be revisited.
e Rural communities — Rural Futures Strategy will be revisited.
Peri-Urban — area of investigation - topical with smaller lot sizes. How will the regional plan
deal with these areas?
o Challenges of incorporating climate change considerations in planning for new developments.
e Nexus between tourism and natural assets — regional plan will need to protect this.
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e Liveability and loveability.
e Next steps — Coordinate SEQ response in consultation with DEHP and the SPP team.

SEQ Theme Paper — Live

e Design is a process and an outcome.

e Amenity provides an experience.

e Focus on the quality of places across SEQ.

o The Deputy Premier is particularly interested in design issues.

e Cultural heritage and character is covered under this theme.

e Workshop with Malcolm Middleton’s Qld Urban Design and Places Pane
independent advice.

e Design is important — form and function. Character and identity

e Deign is a part of housing diversity.

e Design has economic advantages (knowledge jobs attracted-te-great

(can walk and cycle to places), and environmental benefits s land)
e 5 key elements — can deliver better design outcomes a&ro gjon.

Feedback/Discussion on the five themes raised by attendees -

o Is the economy used as an excuse for poor planning?

o SEQ can create a smart economy by hiring CSIR®'scientists.

° Not good at commercialising products

° Developments such as Toondah Ha increase land values and put a strain on
the aging population who won't be o live there.

o Decentralisation. Put the jobs o s — not Mount Gravatt but in Ipswich and
Redlands.

° Peri-urban areas — vegetation profected.

° The group provided feedback on p | ways to provide funding back to the
community from land zarin Rotential land tax for developers as community is not

seeing benefits from pre

sign themes together — quality of design.
made around linking the theme of grow and design.

become trendy again. Ipswich has a lot of traditional housing.
e Heritage places linked to less financial success. Wealthier people can afford
a new house; less wealthy people stay in the older houses.
e The Heritage Protection Regime - Economic drivers change so that when the
knowledge economy moves in later there is money to fund their renewal and

contribute to the sense of place.
o Jane Jacobs — mix of old and new.
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° Nothing in new planning bill that protects character housing? Q
e QPP has disappeared. Can't use some of the SPP’s. Need a clear legislative fram
° Maturity in the water space. Cross sectoral policies on water management — ind al
agencies have their own strategies. This needs to be pulled together in the r al
o Greg willing to have more discussions with Darryl Low Choy on this.
o Meetings are being held with DEWS.
e Comments were made around the themes being a bit abstract. Would like to that
the government has prepared on the current plan — where has it been s :
e Greg noted that the intention is for the regional plan would have a moy ogram —
including measures that matter.
e Design — broad philosophical approach. Link urban design to sci
planners to implement this.
e Additional meetings would be ideal to keep up to date and wor|
Greg suggested 3 hours.

sueg through properly.

Actions -
e Send reference material from theme papers. Create a list to send to the group.
e Next meeting will need to discuss transport — transporWens — Regional plan should influence

transport.
Next Meeting - Friday 22 July 2016 @

%3
N
ol
A
&
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3. Shaping SEQ Plan Structure %
e Greg provided an overview on the Shaping SEQ Plan Structure. \

e There will be less explanatory material in the plan as the 5 theme papers and com
input will be public documents at the time of release.

e Looking ahead will deal with megatrends and the vision.

e Title of Regional Landscape and Rural Production Areas (RLRPA) may be kept the
history.

e Sub-regional directions will be more substantial in this plan.
e There will be four sub-regions.

e Direct line of sight to delivery — planning schemes will do the hea ing.

e Regional Plan will take the lead.

e Chapter 4 will have a link to the SIP. SIP will get reviewed yearly.

e Discussion was had on local Government PIP’s and how t al ill incorporate

this. Underutilised land in the urban footprint will be a tar
e Not proposing a tax on land banking.
e Discussion was had on whether the department has engage e Planning and

Environment Court on Chapter 4 — delivery. The plan will be legaliy reviewed.

Vision y

e Vision drafted around 5 themes in collaboration with Council of Mayors.
o Greg presented on the big ideas under e

Prosper
e Outward looking, bringing growth a
e The interaction of centres and prec

stipporting productive areas.
reatlng knowledge based jobs.

Grow
[ ]

ctive transport mode share is required.
TMR need to stop planning for roads through bio-regional hot

m is working with EHP and the koala expert panel.
bigger picture issues and making progress.

o cultural change is required in TMR. TMR should focus on moving people
uilding roads.
° plan places for people not cars.

“people in the region”

o need to sustain the environment on which we depend.

e APpoint was made on building a tunnel under Cunningham’s Gap for freight. Inland rail for
freight is already being planned for and needs to be recognized in the regional plan.

¢ Digital infrastructure — Local Government’s need to take advantage of this (noting in their
planning schemes) in centers and major industrial areas etc. (connect to prosper).

e [ssue in the future - connecting Acacia Ridge and the Port.

Government
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Sustain %
e Nurturing the natural systems that sustain us.

e Discussion was had on Queensland being a decentralized state.
e NBN — connecting rural communities. Would make living in regional areas more attractive.
e Making the most use of infrastructure.

Live
e Subtropical places for people.
e Planning for the climate - may be like Bundaberg in the future.
e Good design adds value.

Overall discussion
e Recognition that SEQ is becoming a multi-cultural society. Ne ected in the vision.

e Water — floods and droughts, the role that water will playin_achieving/the vision. Beyond
water security is the issue and is not mentioned in the vision.

e Need to be talking about creative knowledge based systems (not just knowledge based
industries). Need to encourage creative knowledge indusiries to attract people to the region.
Good support services to support this idea.

e Increased visibility of health in the vision —

e Energy — power stations are a thing of t
disconnecting from the grid.

e Systems approach — water, energy 1 the plan to achieve this.

e Planning for the unknown. (Poke sed as an example, getting people into parks
and public spaces — are these spa w big/enough?)

e Scenario testing should be built into the

althy people, healthy region.

Action — EDO to provide comments/ iorrat anytime.

Goals and Strategies
e Greg went throug
e Greg noted the materi

e Grow - Well ities.

deighibourhood’s lifecycle, building lifecycle in the regional plan.
Planning for different ways of moving forward. The past is a benchmark.
Interurban breaks are being dealt with.
Prosper — Areas of regional economic significance.
o The Gold Coast was used as an example — Southport as a centre and is connected
by light rail.
Connect — Transport theme, will connect communities. Will contain links to SIP.
o Discussion was had on farms becoming a tourist destination

e Sustain — Natural assets, fairness, affordability, accessibility to transport.

Government
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o It was noted that the goal doesn’t seem to mention nature as a whole. U
o Maintaining a healthy system.
o Mapping needs to be meaningful.

e Live — Design theme, places, streets, character
o Are we maintaining local character, rather than being inspired by it?

o Working with Malcolm Middleton — comment was made that the focu

urban and should be looking at areas outside the urban footprint.

o Logan looking at bio-diversity hot spots. Research and work is béirig donebuthisn’t
being implemented.
Regional Parks need to be clear in the plan.
Missing connection across themes — Health component of ive seems to

be talking about work and play. Living is about going ou{ an ings. i.e
Brisbane Valley Rail Trail was a good outcome and provi eco ic vitality to
country towns. Not seeing living in the region.

o Sub-regional directions may pick up this.

e Draft implementation initiatives were discussed.
4. Overview of “Connect” Theme g
aré leading this.

e Regional Transport Plans are being developed. TMR
y on the network through investment in

e Working with TMR in identifying spare cap
frequency rather than building new syst

e Bus and rail system is a good start. Cros

e Unlocking capacity by “sweating as

e Discussion was had on collecting public

ill unlock accessibility.

data from Translink to manage the system.

e Discussion was had on picking up and predicting larger infrastructure i.e. Wellcamp
Airport.
e There is a need for scenari i uilt in the planning process — need to predict large

pieces of infrastructure.

fore mid-October.

vided on the Treasury Website. http://www.qgso.qgld.gov.au/
eensland Cycling Strategy for consultation last year — Cycle Forum
is to establish an advisory group — looking to drive and advocate

Actions -
te on feedback received to date from other groups.

ide some information to feed into policy areas (Qld Health) — online resource
A example.

eeting - 25 August 2016

Government
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2. Key matters for Shaping SEQ

Overall

e The 50 year vision is strategic and non-statutory.

e The major policy content focuses on a 25 year horizon. \
e ShapingSEQ should be a spatial representation of State Policy.
e The vision and “The next 25 years” content sets out:-

how ShapingSEQ will respond to Mega Trends
Dwelling and Employment Benchmarks

5 Themes — Grow, Prosper, Connect, Sustain, and Live
Sub Regional Directions — Metro, Northern, Southern and We gions based

on Local Government Areas.
o Metro incorporates Brisbane, Moreton Bay, Logan and R . Northern
incorporates Sunshine Coast and Noosa. The South ub-region is the Gold
e

Coast and the Western sub-region incorporates-Some woomba, Lockyer

Valley, Ipswich and Scenic Rim LGAs.

e Employment planning benchmarks are set for each Locz

Treasury projections to provide for consistent planning of Infra
sufficient employment lands are being provided.

Actions - y

e All were in agreement of the need fora p aunch meeting to discuss the Draft Regional
Plan. The meeting should be soon after hich is tentatively set for mid-October.

o O 9 O

ent Area based on Qld
¢ture and to ensure

Grow
e Greg outlined that the new urban fgotpri growth fronts have been based on realistic
supply rates (and not possible capacity’as has been done in the past).

pressure points where there may be a shortfall.
allowance for substantial growth possibilities.

e urban footprint has been identified as under-
utilised land-Unlockin i onstraints and solving fragmentation problems could help

e This will provide a good method to reco
e Planning to realistic supply

where possible and dri ing in that direction. It aims to ensure local government has
development.
o Infill develo rs the possibility of facilitating the Missing Middle type of housing.

develo i ly under represented in the SEQ housing market.

ot be addressing land banking or proposing a tax on holding costs as it is
not the purpose of regional planning.

e Greg went through what was new for the prosper theme and noted that the theme focuses
meing globally competitive and having export oriented businesses.
° s noted that this is not an economic development strategy, but does deal with spatial
implications to support a prosperous regional economy.

oIt was further noted that tourism is also covered.

e The Prosper theme identifies appropriate land uses to support the growth of the regional
economy including:
o Areas of regional economic significance (ARES) — all things working together
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e The Draft ShapingSEQ focuses on design and amenity with high level guidance (workip
with the weather etc) and intends this to be supported by simple practical guidelines ir

form of a proposed SEQ Design Manual. Producing that manual would be led by olm

Middleton — State Government Architect. K

e Design needs to reflect the 365days of outdoor amenity in South East Queensla

e Function and form of buildings is important.

e Local councils have been consulted to provide a list of Great Places - impr
and rural towns that successfully reinforce local and regional identity and-cr

economic dividends for communities.
e There was discussion about a design manual for cities.

Regional Growth Patterns

e Same three broad categories of land use as the present regional pla proposed:-
o Urban Footprint
o Rural Living Area
o Rural Landscape and Rural Production Areas.

Sub-regional directions

e The Sub-regional Directions are a spatial representalaof policy at this scale, and provide
more detail about certain aspects of the regjonal goals etc.

e The intent is to provide clear direction fg anning and speak to local government
planning schemes with an emphasis o
Governments.

e important example of Sub-regional/directi -

eas of Regional Significance are described

in more detail e.g. the synergy of athpine Centre coupled with the Brendale Industrial
area and new university campus at Mor, ill site.
e The Sub Regional Directio orted by diagrammatic style strategic mapping.

Delivery: Implementatio

on implementation.
more active in the implementation of the Regional Plan
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o review for priority investment in infrastructure in the future.

° here was discussion amongst the group that it would be good to see more definitions and
ement to trigger programs across all 3 levels of government.
There was further discussion amongst the group that funding of Federal Government “City

Deals” requires a demonstration of the value of infrastructure and its regional significance.

e  There will be an investigation of the Northern Interurban Break which is currently not well
defined in the regional Plan and requires clarification. Discussions with the relevant Councils
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are on-going. It was noted that a significant proportion of the Northern Interurban Break
Forestry and that can be easily affected by commercial realities.
e The Gold Coast Interurban Break is small and located north of Coomera.
e  Monitoring and Measuring measures were discussed: \
o DILGP wants to imbed a monitoring program into the plan which will ess
monitor housing supply, mix and employment numbers.
o Also looking at opportunities around Big Data e.g. mining of govern
such as Workcover employment data (not currently utilised), QB
number of houses built, Council DA approvals etc.
o Continued Community Conversations, that is, continued intérac ogue with the
community will occur.
0 Measures That Matter program:
= E.g. How are we tracking as a region with res the distance and length
of public transport trips and how is this reflected_ in p transport
patronage?
= |nformation that could help in Measurirg < Diversity and tracking the
Infill/Greenfield split could be the State e and Housing & Public
Works Review.
o Question asked about how to influence local ggyernment planning when
benchmarks are falling short? Greg noted that/there is no explicit way at the moment
but the draft plan will assist counciis/in achieving this.

Actions -

e DILGP will locate the Brisbane City Co
discussed in the meeting and forwareti
https://www.brisbane.qld.gov.au/si /economic_development_plan_2012-
2031_full.pdf

e Information on SOIC (Strategic Offset |
Offsets Policy V1.2).
http://www.ehp.qld.gov.au/a curhents/pollution/management/offsets/offsets-policyv1-

ent Corridors — within Qld Environmental

implementation actions as outlined by the Department of

https://lwww.communi
community

Next.meeting — Dates to be advised.
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o Live is the last of the themes, not because it is the least important but because it ié/
the rest of the themes together.

o The State has recognised the importance of valuing good design for attracti
and stimulating social and economic activity.

o The Government Architect will lead the work delivering a design manual, with\the
support of the ShapingSEQ team, involving a set of design concepts i
development in SEQ.

o Although there is no set date on when the design manual will be 1éle

o Kerry gave an overview of the RPI Act chapter:
o The areas of regional interest under the Regional Planni

are targeted at the resource

These areas have no bearing on urban developme
industry. :
e Greg went through the four main areas for delivery
o New initiatives, alignment of local planning schemes, oth&r government and non-
government initiatives (e.g. City deals) and monjtoring and measuring.
o Working within DILGP and with other agencie drive planning for growth in under-
utilised areas within the urban footpfint and significant development areas.

Kerry indicated that it would be
contribute to its implementati

e Kerry explained the changes to t
o Aligned with QPP to ensu

®]
o Requirements for de
(@)

to comments
ACTION: Rebecca to send P

ultation events in Nov-Dec in each local government area.
notification period.

ople to look at their individual properties through the interactive mapping.
hsife’contains all relevant information including details of the consultation activities,

Greg thanked everyone for coming and for their input so far, and closed the meeting.

ext Meeting - TBC but likely to be during the public notification period

Queensland

Government
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DILGP Environment and Community Reference Groufx%
Meeting 6 - Minutes \

Time and Date: Tuesday, 13 December 2016, 1:30pm — 2:30pm

Location: Room 12.02, 1 William Street, Brisbane
Chair: Greg Vann, SEQ Project Director, DILGP @)

Attendees
Name Group et [
Ted Fensom Queensland Conservatiof Countil
Elizabeth Handley Brisbane Residents United ||
Sean Ryan Environmental Defenders Office’@LD
David Keogh Wildlife Preservation Society o QLD
Paul McDonald SEQ Catchments
Neil Sipe University of Queenstand
Mark Hanley Queensland Council of Social Services
Sheree Hughes Heart Fotindation
Greg Vann DILGP \/< //
Anna McGrath D N
Andrew Davidson p{L%\\
Fiona Galloway biLer //
Kathryn Jones DILGR—/

Agenda items
1. Welcome and introd

2. ShapingSEQ Update
3. Discussion

Ted asked who to contact to request an extension to the time for submissions to the DA rules
hich closes on 19 December.

o abeth noted that community groups such as theirs lack the resources required to
thoroughly review all the planning documents that are coming out at the moment and
questioned how much will get done between closing date on Monday 19 December and the
Christmas closure.

Queensland
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o Delivering better design and housing
= The team is working on catalyst projects (essentially demonstration projects) i
partnership with EDQ as well as looking into running a design competition.
= Paul enquired about Water Sensitive Urban Design and whether it's being
incorporated into ShapingSEQ. Greg confirmed that it's not specifically being
incorporated.
= The team is working with the State Government Architect to establish a
manual that provides direction for buildings, places, streets etc.
= Elizabeth raised concern over narrow streets and footpaths in
being a safety hazard and concern that new developments aren
that provide shade.
= Housing and Public Works are currently undertaking a sgpar ct being the
Housing Strategy which will be crucial in how we deliver ng and the SEQRP and
design manual will need to match up with this.
= Elizabeth expressed concern about BCC removing

porting and recreation
QRP does not hold a
position on those kind of trade-offs but explained thataged £are facilities are often
pushed to the outskirts of communities and that there has’been a challenge to provide
opportunities for the elderly to age in place withipitheir communities.
o Supporting our growth
= Please note that there are a series
ShapingSEQ that aren’t delivere
department and other agencies.
=  Anna noted that SEQRP bri
projects.
= Elizabeth expressed conc
West End and Toowong. There
of development.
=  Greg noted that this has a fairly strong design agenda as directed by the

implementation initiatives that will support
nit but will be delivered from within the

coordinates a range of state agency

ensity is Kkilling areas in Brisbane, mentioning
to be consideration of the cumulative impacts

needs to be a legislative backbone to support councils in
ad design outcomes.

e current issue with monitoring and measuring is that there is no
measuring land supply and housing; The SEQ local governments are

Anna/explained that areas such as Caboolture West are locations where growth can

occur, not necessarily right away. They are also there to avoid constraining housing

Supply.

= David suggested that developers blame the expense of housing on the lack of land
supply when there is quite a large inventory. It was contended that land supply is not
the issue; there is land supply but developers do not want to use it as it is riskier to
build infill and medium to high density developments.

= Anna and Greg clarified that land supply is a part of the problem and that in terms of
housing affordability, SEQ tracks fairly well in comparison to other areas within

Queensland

Government
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Australia. Trends have shown that if you constrain greenfield to encourage infill M
will see a spike in house prices.
o Sustainability and our natural systems
= The outcomes from the koala panel are yet to be released. Greg reiterated
department will be relying on the advice from the panel to inform the SEQRP.
= Ted asked when we are likely to hear from the panel. Anna anticipat i
them before Christmas.
=  Anna noted that the review is not focused solely on the planning

environmental assets and features that aren’t adequa
purpose was to exhaust federal interest.

= Anna noted that the Strategic Assessment is sty an early scoping phase and that
the department is looking at the EPBC Act, MSES, etc.

= Paul noted that it is the closest thi e have to a landscape approach to
environmental protection.

= Greg spoke about flood resilienc
account the vast amount of rvio
this but would assume th ou

= Greg reassured that the S treats climate change as a real threat.

o Our future prosperity
= Greg spoke about

sked whether they have taken into
s. Greg clarified that we have no role in

ow important they are given that we cannot rely solely
erity.

eeping the ARES connected is crucial.

rough how we get these going on the ground.

o

mentioned that the team are currently looking into ways of better engaging
he yoting people of SEQ. Will update on this once we have a proposal.

abeth recommended going through schools and possibly doing some sort of
planner exercise.

g and Paul (Healthy Waterways and Catchments) to meet to discuss NRM plan and
strategic assessment.
Sheree to send recording from Creating Places Where People Love to Live forum.

-7 Confirm the timing of the Koala panel results/reporting.

Government
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3. Discussion Q

e No further discussion was had.

4. Submission Process
e Greg encouraged the group to make submissions to the plan about the good as well h
bad. If there is something you like about the plan, it is important to also subm i
those aspects so as to counter any negative submissions regarding the sa S

5. Close
e Greg said that if there are groups they want us to brief specifically then /
e Greg thanked the group for their input and closed the meeting.

Q

%

Next Meeting - Early to mid-February (proposed)

%
5
N
ol
A
&

Queensland
Government
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Regional Plan broadly addresses this through the Urban Greening agenda which
encompasses urban agriculture.
e Stewart Armstrong raised issues around design of infill, particularly in character are
ACTION: Greg/team to meet with Stewart to discuss concerns. \
e There was some discussion about the “Big data” aspect of implementation. Fore
datasets that are collected for a single purpose but have multiple applications and u

ACTION: Send link of State of Environment Report
e The department is working on timeframes for measures that matter.

be reflected in the final plan. The 3 of March is close of public subm
however plan refinement will continue past this date and the depa
results of the panel in the SEQRP in consultation with EHP.

e The department has reviewed local government planning sche

working on with local government.
e |n relation to the RPI Act, the biggest economic conflict in iév
this has been dealt with through the RPI Act chapter policies.

Discussion y

e |t was suggested that the Regional Plan shgiid acknowledge implications of water supply for
part of SEQ being extracted from the aqui

e There was some discussion on the imp n quality of life and social aspects.

e The department is still scoping the S ent, as it is a complex exercise and it is
important to get the scope correct. iscgvered that compared with other states we
are much more advanced with the

nining and agriculture but

e The updated SIP is due mid

The team will continue to ma ges’to the draft ShapingSEQ beyond issues raised in

rs that would benefit from further refinement.
d papers will be released with the final plan.

¢ ACTION: S reseftation

obably towards the end of March
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e The new governance framework for the SEQRP Review.
e The SEQRP Review drivers include the need to provide certainty to industry

local governments and the community around future urban areas and
infrastructure.
at

e The project timelines and milestones and the high level communicatio
e The Deputy Premier is intending to launch the community conversation
May.
e The SEQRP Review include consideration of:
o Implementable and measurable strategies, policies and actions
o The slowdown in mining and two big population waves -
and the increase in eco-millennials.
o Economics which will form a large part of the review

Key themes.

e Five key themes were discussed:

Grow — best outcomes for the region, liveable pla
Live — well designed and attractive places.
Sustain — rural living, social and ecological perspeetiv
Prosper — emerging opportunities for a rural and region
Connect — transport integration. y

Community conversations.
e The intent of the community conversati ig’to have a high level discussion, share
information, and have an open and h
e There are three broad streams a
e Awareness raising.
e Broad conversations.
e Targeted conversations.
e SEQRP planners across t
facilitate community conver ;
e Councils have shown en to engage.
e [t's a broad framew, j
e Community convers oth a quantitative and qualitative process.
e Language around the S review key themes is developing. The community
conversations will set the,scene.

be occurring in May-June 2016:

including those in Regional Services would help

QRP Review were requested from members:

ndte change and food security implications — responsive to needs.

Infrastructure — access to markets and the right access to the tools.

= NB: 2020 Nursery Garden Association (Kerry Battersby).

o PCA
Land supply and connection to local government'’s planning schemes.
Implementation and delivery. Needs to be target driven and translated into
developable land.

o Link to infrastructure plans i.e. SIP.
= NB: Melbourne Plan as best practice plan.
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e Current regional plan urban footprint map — red areas have been added to the UF in
between regional plans — Yarrabilba, Flagstone and Caboolture West.
e There is capacity for an extra 82,000 dwellings in those areas.

Population and employment projections

e Key figures have come down in latest projections.

e Projected 907,000 additional dwellings.

e Increased demand for infill.

e The current regional plan was aiming for a 50/50 split between infill and g
the current projections indicate a split of 54/46.

e DILGP testing scenarios including 60/40 split. Consideration arou
planning schemes to cater to 2041.

e Four large mega greenfield areas left.

o Additional 1 million jobs projected by 2041.

e Top 5 employment industries in 2041 — retail trade falls g

e QT figures are used extensively in infrastructure planning.
No current commitment from the Government to fund%astructure in these areas.

Actions
o HIA to send through any data or analysis ing types eg. Townhouses etc.
e UDIA can assist with Urban Footprint i
e DILGP to circulate list of areas within

rint that haven’t progressed. UDIA to
at a policy level.

Urban Footprint

e Malcolm went through the 1
e Urban footprint is a manageh ]

e Minor adjustment — Cabgolture Weést bought in through a planning scheme amendment.
e Reviewing the urban footprint edge.
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e Land supply monitoring pregram would assist and inform the plan.

e The benefit urban feotprint to SEQ has been the protection of rural land and the
i ns ion policies.

settled on the policy.
e Info n has been provided on current thinking.
nal plan is the spatial expression of governments policies. This relates to the two

e The regic
iscussion papers that the government has out for comment — (Housing strategy and a
& ition to a lower carbon economy).

e Stuart provided an explanation on City Deals and the relationship it has to the regional plan.
e City Deals — framework for delivering infrastructure in a holistic way.
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Caboolture West Pilot Project

Round table discussion on regional planning fundamental

The regional plan framework will sit on top of that framework. City deals could take a pa
corridor or precinct and work towards delivering infrastructure for that area.

Hooks in the regional plan that point to SIP.

A city deal would link with what the regional plan is saying about growth and inve
areas.

new development front included by zoning - proposal has been around for46-ye
Pilot project aims to front load the approvals process. Investigating wha m ers’could
be removed.

Intend that learnings be applied broadly to other growth areas.
Part of the implementation tools.

Brisbane is the only LGA that is on track with its dwelling/ta
Missing middle — what's not available.

Supply is not considered real until it is planned for
Overlays are a lazy tool to delay decisions. Considerations of Why certain areas haven'’t
progressed.

If there is good infrastructure in place — why do we neﬁan urban footprint?

Figures (54/46) aren’t informative on housin® choice. Clear messaging on infill — doesn’t
necessarily mean units. Greenfield does ecgssarily mean low density or detached
dwellings.

60/40 split needs to be explicit on ho
65/65 split — given constraints, pu
deliver detached dwellings. 6-9 m
constraint needs to be addressed.

reenfield. Land supply is an issue to
land is ready to go. Land that is artificial

m with councils for the new DA process.
vith COMSEQ and LGAQ.

ide an update on when public consultation will be on the DA Rules.
Provide a tentative schedule on the transition program with Councils.
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Welcome and introductions

O Stuart welcomed attendees.
0 Minutes from Meeting 2, 10 June 2016 were accepted.
0 Actions arising from previous meeting:

o Planning Reform Industry forum to be discussed in this meeting.
o Integrated Review Project — a separate meeting will occur on 17

Shaping SEQ Plan Structure and Proposed Policies
(01 Greg Vann provided an overview of the plan structure.
00 It was noted that the SPRP would “give teeth” to the UF.

0O Greg noted that at last RPC, it was agreed to do a joint vision wi 0
00 The 5 key themes have been incorporated into the Vision.
[0 Prosper — economic theme which supports economic restructuring throu igh value jobs

and the “new economy”, supporting productive areas / precin
0 Grow — more complete communities which meet changj
growth.
Introduce new acronym - YIMBY — Yes in my backyard and
Connect — not business as usual. Language change to help understand term “step change”.
Priority on public transport '
0 A question was asked around the triggers fo
was noted that the public transport syste
15mins) to encourage a shift from privat

00 There was also discussion about educatin unity about the need for density to
here lower density was approved does

oices and provide for

= =

tep change - high frequency and flexibility? It

not viably support a bus route.
0O Research indicated that the under was more positive about population growth.

0 ive, sub-tropical region.
a living was not just about housing diversity but also access
as going to be located.
O unities to locate employment and services close to
s Brendale and Strathpine). There was also discussion about
f maintaining a vibrant city centre as well.
O n adds value and creates great places. There was also
rtance of the Lockyer Valley as a food bowl.
O art B of the plan which focused on the next 25 years. It was noted that
ve a better understanding of infill capacity in their area and this process
st continue
O ach theme had a map.

ted that there needs to be definitions of infill and greenfield noting that infill was not
nits.

There was discussion around the identification of 61 centres. There was also discussion
und special use / hard to locate industry.
O T

was further discussion around the connect theme and public transport. A strategic
Transport Systems map will be provided in the plan.
was noted that self-containment was not promoted in the plan.
O More information needs to be provided on how SIP, RP’s and RTP integrate. RTPs have a 10
year timeframe and will aim to maintain consistency with SIP. RTP’s will sit behind the
Regional plan.
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O Links to government objectives and policies.
O There was further discussion around the sustain theme and how it related to natural haz

health and equity (also CPTED principles) and the concept of natural systems and green
infrastructure.
tha

O Mal went through Part C of the plan — Draft Sub-Regional Directions (SRDs). Mal
there were 4 SRDs being drafted and will inform plan making. There was a commen
Gold Coast should include Scenic Rim.

0 Mal went through the draft implementation initiatives. The department is workin
catalyst projects and what they are.

O The LG’s were providing a list of “Great Places”.

0 Comment was made that gated communities were discouraged and more in e
communities were better.

[0 There was discussion about a design manual and what it would(iaclude: t would be
needed from HPW. It could include a model code.

0 There will be policy hooks in the plan.

O There was discussion around the monitoring program apd ude Measures that
Matter.

Q on

Actions —
00 Industry to provide information on data gaps as part oﬁe monitoring program proposed for
the regional plan.
Maps and feedback can be provided abo fill / greenfield.
00 Industry to provide feedback on hando

=%

3. Community Conversations

0 Greg provided a quick overview o outcopne of round 1 of the community conversations.
0  The community conversations asked f ple’s great ideas for the region.
O all ifisant but it will be linked with the TNS survey results
¢ help inform the drafting and preparation of the plan.
O ve been made (by LGA).
a ‘gov,.ad/shapingseq provides all the details.

0  Greg went through'the-top ds and ideas that were made under the 5 key themes —

0 Stuartn nning reform team was undertaking engagement in the regions and
industry.
government is exploring opportunities for proactive engagement.

O

Actions
ad

5. date on Integrated Review Project
O uart provided an update and noted that there would be an industry forum on 17 August.

O The' UDIA have sent feedback to Sue McCafferty.

Next meeting — 14 September

RTIP1718-027-DSDMIP - Part 1 - Page 72 !

Government












Department of Infrastructure, Local Governmen nnlng
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Welcome and introductions
e As Stuart had been delayed, Greg opened the meeting and welcomed members o

behalf.
e Minutes from Meeting 3, 11 August 2016 were accepted.

e Actions arising from previous meeting:
o Greg thanked the UDIA for providing information on data gaps as pa
monitoring program proposed for the regional plan.

o Planning reform one page update “Delivering a hew planning
industry” provided to members (as discussed at Meeting 3).
o Integrated Review Project Progress one page update

their reference.

Key Matters — Shaping SEQ

Vision

e  Greg presented an update on the draft vision.

e  Greg noted that the draft vision for Shaping SEQ is shared State and Local
governments.

e  On request from the Regional Planning Committee, the language of the Vision has been
refined to be more relatable using simple language.

o Reference has been made to the federal gevernments’ “City Deals” program. Participation
requires a cohesive Vision for the Regio

What’s new for Shaping SEQ

e  Greg discussed what's new for th 2d that the majority of the content focuses
on a 25 year horizon.

t for each Local Government Area (LGA) and
are based on Qld Treasury projections vide consistency.

e  There was a question on

figures have been used as

d and used to calculate a realistic take up. Targets have
from 2016-2041.

d some background on the infill/greenfield splits shift since the
set a 40/60 target, to the 50/50 in the current 2009 plan, and the

uld seek a higher split. Whatever is finally adopted, it will vary by local
ample, Brisbane City Council will have a much higher focus in infill, and

Po Framework - Grow
° al outlined that the new urban footprint and growth fronts have been based on realistic

supply rates and not possible capacity, as has been done in the past.
e This will provide a good method to recognise pressure points where there may be a shortfall.

Government
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e  Sizing the urban footprint has also taken into consideration PDAs and planning schem </
amendments that have occurred since the 2009 plan.

e There has been approximately 15,000Ha of land added to the urban footprint and the
majority of these areas are yet to be developed.

e The draft plan will size the urban footprint based on a realistic rate of take up.

e Dwelling supply benchmarks have been calculated out to 2031 and 2041. T

Regional Plan have been carefully considered and reflects dimi
providing a realistic supply rate.

e The urban footprint within the Draft Regional Plan has g
factored in.

e Approximately 3,000Ha of land within the Urban Footprint has-h&gn identified as under-
utilised land. Unlocking planning constraints and solving fragmentation problems could help
bring this land to market. This will be an important impJépmentation action.

e Council's Planning Schemes are designed to service [iifill i.e. support Infill development
where possible and drive planning in that direction. It aims to ensure local government has
the capability to facilitate infill developmé

e Infill development also offers the possib
housing. Missing Middle refers to t

gf/developing the Missing Middle type of

Prosper
e Mal went through what was new for the per theme and noted that the theme focuses on
being globally competitive ing_export oriented businesses.
e The Prosper theme identifie priate land uses to support the growth of the regional
economy including:
o Areasofr

significance (ARES)

upporting the mega-trend of food security.
ples include Toowoomba with its international airport, university,

osely is keen to show a diagram showing how the federal governments “City Deals”
interact' with the Regional Plan.

Connect

e The Connect theme deals with the transport response to the regional growth pattern.
There will be an increased focus on public and active transport, particularly on the frequency
of service on existing networks an improved coverage and frequency in public transport,
while recognising that cars are still the primary mode of transport .
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e There is also provision for both new corridors of public transport and the extension of </
existing rail and bus networks.

e The Draft RP has been prepared in collaboration with DTMR and DILGP Infrastructure
Portfolio Office (IPO) team which has allowed coordination with regional transport
currently underway as well as the State Infrastructure Plan (SIP).

e Big disrupters such as autonomous cars (driverless) have been taken into c

Sustain

e Sustain refers to both ecological and social sustainability.
e State Planning Policy deals with environmental issues but won’t be dupli
e Bio-Regional Corridors have been mapped in the Draft Regional

footprint
e Climate change is reflected in the Draft Regional Plan i

considered true interurban breaks: Moreton Bay-Sunshine Coast'and Brisbane-Logan-Gold
Coast Interurban break. The other areas would still be protected for their range of values, but
not as interurban breaks, as they don't really perform tat function.

Live

e The Draft Regional Plan will have a ne importance and value of design,
providing high level principles, suc the weather”. It is intended that this will
be supported by a design manua ich imple practical guidelines to achieve the
overall principles. This manual is \bei repared collaboratively with the office of the State
Architect.

e Design needs to reflect th s of outdoor amenity in South East Queensland.

role of place making and creating great paces. Local
ovide an initial list of Great Places - improved urban

e The draft plan will als
councils have been
places and rural t
social and economic

Regional Gro atterns
e Theurb wilVincrease in size but the draft RP will also focus on underutilised

Sub Regional Directions
e The Sub Regional Directions are a spatial representation of overall regional policy at the
ub-regional level.

o e intent is to provide clear direction for state planning and speak to local government
planning schemes.
Individual Areas of Regional Significance are described further in the Sub Regional
Directions e.g. the synergy of the Strathpine center coupled with the Brendale Industrial
area.

Queensland

Government
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Delivery: Implementation

The Sub Regional Directions are supported by diagrams and strategic mapping. </

Delivery of the Regional Plan is an important element of the new plan, focused on
implementation.

underutilised land, catalyst “missing middle” projects partnering with
Qld including use of government land.
Also includes the Caboolture West Pilot Project where DILGP a 3
Council has been exploring ways of more efficient delivery of this n growth front.
Emphasis has been put on Green Infrastructure e.qg. tree lined s s make' walking the city
more pleasant providing a Livability premium.
The draft plan will continue the existing Regional Activity etwork but flags an
intention to review this to help prioritize investment in infra '
There will an investigation of the Northern Interurban Break to
Discussions with the relevant Councils are on-going.
The question was asked as to the timeframe for these @iatives:

o Under utilised Urban Footprint —aim.is within T"year.
Gavernment Architect’s office, but could be

o The Design Manual will be led by
issued with the final Regional P,
Monitoring and Measuring measures we .
into the plan which will essentially
monitor land supply.
o Also investigating future ta” e.g. data mining of government agencies
such as Workcover employme a (not currently utilised).
ereations, that is, continued interactive dialogue with the

The quéstion was raised as to how the Draft Regional Plan (Shaping SEQ) would align with
Local Planning Schemes. Greg explained that we are currently making comparisons to

point misalignment between the two e.g. is zoning un-aligned or too restrictive. This is a
collaborative approach with State government partnering with Local councils. It was
commented by the group that financial rewards are useful incentives in this process e.g. line
of capital funding.

Government
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Actions - </
e Stuart Moseley would like to organize two follow-up meetings with the Industry Reference
Group. The first would be immediately after the launch of the Draft Plan. The second f -
up meeting would be in the third month of the public consultation period. Based o

current timetable this meeting would be at the start of February.

4. Next Steps
e Cabinet consideration process — October
e Commencement of consultation — October
¢ Final Plan — mid 2017.

5. Close - Attendees thanked for their time and input. :
Next meeting — Dates to be advised. :
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o The “missing middle” concept is on page 40 and 41 of the draft plan and provide 0
variety of housing options.

o The two biggest demographic groups (the Baby Boomers and millennials) are t
main target for the “missing middle”.

o Defining infill & greenfield is not a matter of what it is, but where it is — see m
“Existing Urban Area” on page 131.

o Potential Future Growth Areas are not intended to encourage Councils

greater than the sum of the parts”, particularly in creatin
interaction and export orientation.
e Mal gave an overview of Connect:
o Active and public transport is a priority in this pla
use versus active and public transport use.
o The plan also recognises the importance of freight tra
prosperity.
o The plan purposely doesn't specify the mode of fransport in the proposed corridors in
order to encourage and cater to innovation in the industry.
o Kerry gave an overview of Sustain:
o There will be an ongoing conversation the traditional owners to ensure their
interests are being incorporated:
o Biodiversity corridors are new-
with EHP.
Emphasis on affordable li

& shift the balance of car

for our economic

theyreyi plan, reflecting the information existing

(0]

o the plan. The whole of SEQ is a Priority Living Area and some areas
gricultural land are identified as Priority Agricultural Areas meaning that

V.
went through the four main areas for delivery
ew initiatives, alignment of local planning schemes, other government and non-
government initiatives (e.g. City deals) and monitoring and measuring.
o Working within DILGP and with other agencies to drive planning for growth in under-
utilised areas within the urban footprint and significant development areas.
e Kerry explained the changes to the draft SPRP
o Aligned with QPP to ensure consistent terminology.
o The threshold for tourist activities has been reinstated.

Government
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o Requirements for developments outside the urban footprint have been made cle ré/
o New SPRP will not take effect until the release of ShapingSEQ and is therefore.op
to comments and consultation.

ACTION: Rebecca to send PowerPoint around for reference

3. Round 2 Community Conversations and Public Notification
o  Kerry provided an update on Round 2 community consultation, particula

e  There would be 22 consultation events in Nov-Dec in each local govern

e |tis a 90 business day notification period.

4. Close
e  Stuart thanked everyone for coming and for their input so far, a sed meeting.
e Feedback is also requested on the draft SPRP.

Next Meeting - TBC — mid December 2016.
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1. Welcome and introductions.

e The previous meeting’s minutes were approved.
2. Industry Feedback on current issues \
The group had an open discussion about issues associated with the SEQRP Integra

review. The following is a summary of that discussion.

SEQRP
e There needs to be a mechanism and process for bringing land4r
e PCA is looking at underlying assumptions that inform land s
feeling is that the assumptions are overly ambitious about
and, as such, there will be an undersupply of greenfield |

cause Of t eneral
understanding of those terms which refers to typolegy and not location.
It was acknowledged that fragmentation is an issuee s to be resolved.
Regular monitoring (6 or 12 monthly) — should trigger a aetion if inadequate supply:
work with local government?
e Industry notes that there is an issue with getting finrancing for certain higher density
products and the market feasibility for some prodtcts — the monitoring program
should be aware of these cyclical trend
The aspirational feel of the vision an
The Centres network doesn’t work —
of the centres needs to be beyon
Employment projections aren’t
Missing middle housing compo
PCA: feedback from Councils — they
are a guide and not mandza
e DILGP will be working wit ernments to implement ShapingSEQ — however
the department is aware of potential reform fatigue at this time.
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d is good.
ective focus for policy. The focus

ough.
dy opening doors for conversations.
e policies in ShapingSEQ about design

Ve
9

SPP/SDAP/Regs
e QELA — be careful coming across as you mean it SPP & SDAP
e [t seems as though the

prohibition on contaminated land (DILGP to follow up)

e Local heritage.s impact,assessment, but state heritage is code assessment? Both
should be LGP to follow up)
e Urban design ~a agency is $15,000 for an opinion. A large fee for advice that

of Assessment.

IA — change in Regulation. Referral agency assessment if LG doesn’t give a
nse, then must be refused. There needs to be a time limit, not a deemed
refusal.
[ ]

ELA - Koala part in Regulation is inconsistent with SPRP

ELA - Bonding provisions apply only with Op Work and avoids bonding with RoL.
DILGP wants to continue receiving feedback on these documents.
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3. Regional Planning Update

South East Queensland Regional Plan
e Consultation and Submissions

o SEQRP has a little over three weeks left of public consultation rema

o Youth Summit being held on 25 February with around 100 yo

across SEQ expected to attend.

o Issues raised to date have included:

= Request for regional land use category chan
subdivide

= Concerns over impacts of density/growth i
and greenspace
= Concerns about traffic, increased cong
e Implementation is looking to be streamlined in the fi
o The broad range of existing projects can berqlie

SEQRP.
o Strategic Assessment — at the scoping stage,and considering MLES
o Monitoring — intend for a fairly solid reviewlby the time the final plans is
released.
e |t was noted by attendees that the regi
e PCA enquired whether a different ¢
plans that may have resulted in m
North Queensland Regional Plan
e The Deputy Premier announce of the NQRP in August 2016.
e DILGP has an agency working g
e There was an enquiry abo e nat f the final regional plan — will it primarily
respond to the RPI Act, or mprehensive like the SEQRP? Will it be
statutory? The final nature o NQRP is unknown at this stage.

n reads well.
tegy was used for the last two
s?

4. Integrated Revie

DILGP released the ulation and SDAP simultaneously with the SPP. The
department is_treating the draft Regulation and SDAP the same as the SPP as they
state’s interests.

ebruary 2017 — around 210 submissions were received.

d through consultation was objections to KRAs, specifically
unshine Coast, over which there is a current court case.
preparing guidance material to support the SPP and SDAP which

5 %eting Close
e ACTION: Confirm whether QELA is on the NQRP Environment, Community and

Industry Reference Group.
o CTION: Confirm who the QRC Representative is on the NQRP Environment,

Community and Industry Reference Group.

Next meeting: Late March, TBC
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o Mapping of RECs is to be refined and made less conceptual.

o Journey to work (JTW) data shows that the 5 largest RECs draw work
from across the sub-regions. The remaining RECs draw the majority N
workers locally.

o ACTION: DILGP will fix legend on slides relating to JTW data and
forward to IRG. Completed — information circulated on 28 i

o It was suggested that density should be focused in and around

e Forward program of work:

o Underutilised urban footprint (UUF) — DILGP is looking al/2’range of\issues
raised by UDIA and PCA regarding fragmentation and i e

o Caboolture West — Working with local government ar

infrastructure outcomes. Challenges of developing i
o Q Design — This work is being progressed by the

o ACTION: DILGP will follow up with Malcolm Midd!eton about the plan for
stakeholder consultation through Q Design/Q Cempanion.

o DILGP will meet with industry before progressing any changes to
ShapingSEQ to cabinet, will likely meet in ge April/early May.

ting be around budget time to ensure that

implementation outcomes can be

o It was suggested that the next m
there is more certainty about w
achieved.

Mal Griffin, Anna McGrath and Greg V. eeting.

North Queensland Regional Plan

e Working with Priority Port Master Plan and the Townsville City Deals team to
ensure alignment.
o The NQRP will articulate a sharedvision for the region over a 25 year horizon.
o Myiunity engagement process.
educational element about the role of regional plans
)athering exercise from the community about issues
¢ of the North Queensland region.
engagement with all stakeholder through statutory
he/draft NQRP
e Draft polici e anticipated to be ready by late April.
o Afinalis is envisioned to be released in August 2017.
e There estion about whether the NQRP would be looking into climate change

huge issue five years ago with respect to sea level rise, etc.

changes being positive.
e A summary of key issues along DILGP’s response is provided on slides 27 and 28.
Discussion included:

Review of State Interests
172 submissions received from 151 stakeholders, with the majority of feedback on

Government
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o The complexity and length of the urban design trigger was identified as a

concern. The aim is to encourage early engagement with Councils wit
respect to urban design.

o The draft SPP sought submissions on the appropriateness of curren
development thresholds for post construction stormwater managemen
objectives. Submissions received were supportive of a revision
thresholds and are currently being considered by DILGP/DEHP.

working with DTMR on a response.
e SPP, Planning Regulation and SDAP will be considered by cabine
e DILGP will be rolling out targeted training in June 2017 up t
e Training and support will be provided to local government

4. New system transition

e [f industry groups are aware of any confusion within iptlustry pl
so that information can be provided. %
I 8

let DILGP know

e Local Government Innovation and Improvement Fu several rounds of

funding to support LG planning improvement and inno
e DILGP is working to support LGs to get their online systems’up and make changes to
the e-planning portal to support smoother interactions with the state.
e |t was requested that DILGP target engagement uilding certifiers to ensure that
they are aware of the planning system tyansition — they often slip through the cracks.
i r term program for training and

education with respect to the transiti
5. Meeting Close
e The Chair requested feedback oh | Working Group on the format of these
meetings and suggestions to m em/more useful for industry.
e The meeting was closed at 2:37pm

N eting: Late May, TBC
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Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning

e The process will identify a range of options to deal with land supply issues. So Q
options can be brought online faster than others, so the response will depend o
range of factors. Bringing online PFGAs will not be the automatic response.

e The terms greenfield and infill are proposed to be changed to expansion and
consolidation to clarify that these terms relate to the location of developme
than typology.

e There was a question about whether the requirement for LGs to plan
land supply includes greenfield and infill development. Mal confirmee

e Chris noted the importance of data leading decision making wit
supply issues.

o Mal commented that the key benefit of the GMP being the si
hard numbers will be used to inform decision making.

ole andfunction of RECs
(formerly ARES) in the sub-regional directions, in @ ping that identifies key
components of each REC.

e Additional mapping has been developed to show the relatiohship between RECs and
the freight network. y

‘Prosper’ Theme (slide 8)
e Additional work has been done to better define the

‘Connect’ Theme (slides 9 and 10)
e The team is working with DTMR to fu ne the Connect mapping, terminology

and relationship between ShapingS
e Stuart advised that a number of s

infrastructure will be delivered t ' rojected growth throughout the life of

ShapingSEQ. The team has w ith the SIP team to show the line of sight

between the SEQRP and SIP’s
e The table of region-shaping-i

e ShapingSE
conversati

g solely on housing price as a measure of affordability.
ernments around Australia don’t currently have a measure

at measuring the affordability of land is the key issue for the
f Australia.
mme ed that it may be useful for ShapingSEQ to identify a response to

:&- ssyes relating to changes in affordable living.
‘Live’ Theme (slide 13)

ome additional wording has been added to clarify that ‘Great Places’ is about

emaking and its contribution to SEQ.
Implementation Update (slides 14-23)
° al outlined that the SEQ Growth Monitoring Program (GMP) is intended to be a

property-based monitoring tool, which will result in a more absolute dataset.
Mal noted that the team is considering the implications of the release of the 2016
census data, as the benchmarks in ShapingSEQ are based off 2011 data.
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Stuart advised that ShapingSEQ responds to the quantum of growth, rather tha
being solely focused on time. If growth slows the plan may be a 30 year plan, r
than a 25 year plan.

DILGP estimates that underutilised urban footprint (UUF) sites have a capa
130, 000 dwellings. This figure is based on a 70% take-up of broadhectaref gle

The key barriers to development of UFF land includes fragmented ownership\e
funding of the required infrastructure, land use constraints and gover {ance

DILGP is reviewing the recently announced Federal Government’s
Infrastructure Facility (NHIF) to determine whether the UUF proj
funding opportunities.
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around this.
Kerry advised that DILGP has put in a budget bid to fund
implementation action, which is contingent on funding

DILGP is looking at undertaking a review of MLES ¢0 en

Assessment project.

DILGP is planning to work closely with local governmentwitt)respect to planning
scheme alignment following the launch of ShapingSEQ, acknowledging the amount
of planning reform currently occurring.

The current State Planning Regulatory Provisions@PRP) will become a Planning
Regulation once the Planning Act comeg’into effect, and will be replaced with the

new SPRP once ShapingSEQ is released.

to the Strategic

e No major changes are being propos SPRP.
e The Deputy Premier raised the prospe g 2 RPC meetings per year

Q/SIP Governance Framework, noting
mittee (ICC), RPC and the SEQ Growth

Mal provided an overview of the
the roles of the Infrastructure Cabine
Monitoring Program (GM
Stuart advised that DILGP
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more frequent tho i ames for reporting would be subject to funding.
Stephen commente

framework.
e Kerryand S agreed that there could be more detail around this diagram.
e Chris cominiente the GMP is intended to be the ‘single point of truth’, then

independent oversight to ensure that there was rigour in the
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gree 2 lementation action to ‘regional open space’. Stuart advised this this
[ s not only parks and gardens; it also covers green walls and other
greer jhitiatives and thus calling it ‘open space’ may not be appropriate.
yment planning benchmarks are now referred to as employment planning
baselines to clarify that they are not intended to be a cap for LG employment
ning.
o EPBs have been rolled up into 6 categories that better align with land use.

North Queensland Regional Plan
Kerry provided members with an update on the NQRP project to date. The following is a
ummary of discussion regarding this item:
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Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning

e Round 1 of NQRP community engagement commenced on 21 May 2017 with a
to raise awareness about the plan, identify issues and seek ideas for the future

region. Kerry noted that this is the first regional plan for North Queensland.
e Some challenges facing NQ include negative population growth in some L %

significant ageing population, and limited housing diversity.
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Stuart noted that Townsville City Council (TCC) has 70 ye
however some development is being approved by TCC o
scheme’s footprint. DILGP is currently attempting to unde
e Chris commented that Townsville is considered to be ae
residential market.
e Kerry advised that the NQRP is planned to go out {0
2017, noting that it would not look like the SEQRP.

4. Meeting Close
e Stuart announced that he has resigned and Stevﬁonnor will be acting DDG,
Planning Group until a permanent repla ent is found. Kerry will continue to be the
IRG’s point of contact from DILGP reg egional planning projects.
e Stuart closed the meeting at 12.30pm.

ACTION: DILGP to forward Poy@oin G members.
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o In 2014 there was a change in the planning framework. There is one single State
Planning Policy (SPP) which identifies the state’s interests.
° It was noted by Kerry that 75% of their members are in the SEQ region.

3. Urban footprint
e  Greg noted that a map of the SEQ Region is provided in the Regional Plan.
e  The draft plan will be released mid-October and will go on public notificatio

days.

Greg noted that the team is preparing new sub regional directions foy

iness

Greg noted that there are some areas that have come into th
proper planning process — Priority Development Areas of Ya
West.

There are some areas in the Urban Footprint that have
about striking a balance between infill and greenfield
The2009 plan was aiming for 50/50 split of infill and greeq
and 46% greenfield.

4. Review of the SPRP
e  The State Planning Regulatory Provision (SP§

e  The review will ensure that there
Governments to plan their rural ¢

Discussion/Feedback —
e Rachel noted that t

ange on the land use category map) — There will be an additional
pansions. QFF to have a close look at this land.

agricultural producers want infrastructure on their property that may not be possible under

e planning scheme. This would facilitate this process.
@ The subdivision of 20-25ha, what is exempt, lifestyle vs agriculture,

Pace98 Queensland

Precinctsome to the state for review — Councils can still have these precincts.
° al enterprise areas — Particular values for particular rural activities.
e D has been identifying areas. Mix of areas with an agricultural focus, some large

Government



Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning

Action
e Sean Collinwood to provide more detail on the SPRP review.
. RPI Act \

e Discussion was had around how it is intended to be bought in as part of the review.

e RPIis aseparate Act looking at resource activities. Resource activities inclu g
under the RPI Act for priority agriculture areas and priority living area.

e RPI will only look at resource activities.

. Rural Futures Strategy
e Rural Futures Strategy — expressed through the policy in the regidnal
go anywhere.
e [t wasanaddendum to the plan — no implementation mechani
e Discussion was had as to whether the intensive agricult
noted that the Industry is not directly represented, relying
represent their needs.

Fe€dback didn’t

tri is represented. Greg
overnments to

Actions

e QFF to consider this in the next review. y

e QFF—Send through what elements work apcwhat elements don’t. Constraints and
limitations.

. Monitoring program

e Greg noted that there is likely to b

e Measures that matter —how the p ing across a range of areas.

e Mick provided some feedback on the m ing of land noted that they would be
interested in the monitorin i ral land.

ing’program embedded in the plan.

. Discussion and next ste

e Rural futures
e Organise a
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Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning §
* There was agreement from the group that we need to maintain momentum on these rural

issues; there is an interest but we need a facilitation process.
e QFF believe there is a lack of skills and vision in implementing rural precincts, with many
seeing it as a tool that restricts development as opposed to managing it.
5. Actions
¢ DILGP to investigate interest for another rural councils meeting including QFF
¢ DILGP to organise another meeting in mid-February.
« DILGP to organise separate meeting with QFF on the SPRP. @
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Urban Footprint Areas (hectares) Table 1

SEQRP UF 2005 SEQRP UF 2006 SEQRP UF 2009 \
VAN
289,403 206,571 307,560\ N
N
Additions from year to year
Table 2 ﬂ
2005 to 2006 2006 to 2009 PD&é\pﬁtzyy)
%7
7,168ha 10,989ha hat
@Q
Part of Park Ridge Part of Park Ridge ark%’rabilba

Part of Yarrabilba

Part of Flagstone Part of port of Brisbane boolture West
Jimboomba Buccan Shoreline, Southern Redland Bay !
Logan Village part of Fernvale <7
Bahrs Scrub Gatton Nor
Significant
Harrisville Toowoomba

Peak Crossing

Other minor additions

Elimbah industrial

rt of Flagstone
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Page 107 redacted for the following reason:


















Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice protection of
privacy, Sch. 4(4)(6) - Disclosing
personal information

Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice protection of
privacy, Sch. 4(4)(6) - Disclosing
personal information
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Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice protection
of privacy, Sch. 4(4)(6) - Disclosing
personal information
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Visit: Level 3, 63 George Street, Brisbane
Email: rebecca.janecollins@dilgp.gld.gov.au

Customers first | Ideas into action | Unleash potential | Be courageous | Empower people

N
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2 Please consider the environment before printing this email

From: Ted FensomW

Sent: Tuesday, 31 Mayo2816ol0

To: Scott Hutchison; Rebecca Jane Collins

Subject: Re: SEQRP Environment and Community Group — Meeting 2

Good Day SCOTT, Rebecca

Ted Fensom can attend on 9th June Community an o t Meeting SEQRP on behalf of QCC as
Brian Clark is ill

Is there any response to letter QCC tabled at pr ] ting by Brian Clark?

kind regards

Ted Fensom GDURP 38011208 @;é
Virus-free. www.ist.c? ;;
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Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice
protection of privacy, Sch.
4(4)(6) - Disclosing personal

Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice protectigifarmation

privacy, Sch. 4(4)(6) - Disclosing

personal information

Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice
protection of privacy,
Sch. 4(4)(6) - Disclosing
personal information
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Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice

protection of privacy, Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice
Sch. 4(4)(6) - protection of privacy, Sc
Disclosing personal 4(4)(6) - Disclosing perso

information information
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. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice
‘Otection of privacy,
Sch. 4(4)(6) - Disclosing

personal information

Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice
protection of privacy, Sch.
4(4)(6) - Disclosing personal
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Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejuds

Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice protection of protection of privacyy
privaqs, )s(c?] 4(4)1( - Sch. 4(A)6) - Disclosing
personal informati persona %(B) - Prejudice
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Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice
protection of privacy,

Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice protection of Sch. 4(4)(6) - Disclosing

privacy, Sch. 4(4)(6) - Disclosing Sch. 4(3)(3) - Pe&fdiREINTormation Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice

p
protection of privacy, Sch. protection of privacy, Sch.
4(4)(6) - Disclosing personal 4(4)(6) - Disclosing personal
information information
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Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice
Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice prot Z%fﬂegf_p”"acy'
privacy, Sch. 4(4)(6) - Disclo
personal information

iselosing personal

information o 3(3)(3) i
i i o Prejudice
Sch. 4(3)(3) - Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice pro%ection of
Prejudice protection of privacy, Sch. privacy, Sch.
protection of 4(4)(6) - Disclosing personal 4(4)(6) -
privacy, Sch. information Disclosing
4(4)(6) - personal
Disclosing information
personal

information
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Department of Infrastructure, Local Governmen nning

o Requirements for developments outside the urban footprint have been made cle {/
o New SPRP will not take effect until the release of ShapingSEQ and is therefor& epen
to comments and consultation.

ACTION: Rebecca to send PowerPoint around for reference

3. Round 2 Community Conversations and Public Notification

e  Kerry provided an update on Round 2 community consultation, particula
online submissions are preferable.

e  There would be 22 consultation events in Nov-Dec in each local go

e  Logistics permitting, DILGP is happy to present to Board or Co

request.
e ltis a 90 business day notification period.
4. Close

e  Stuart thanked everyone for coming and for their input g0 osed the meeting.

e Feedback is also requested on the draft SPRP.

Next Meeting - TBC — mid December 2016.
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Kind Regards,

Stuart Moseley

Deputy Director-General, Planning Group

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning
Level 13, 1 William Street, Brisbane QLD 4000

p. 07 3452 7909| e. stuart.moseley@dilgp.qld.gov.au

Customers first | Ideas into action | Unleash potential | Be courageous | Empow

When you arrive at 1 William Street please proceed to the Concierge desk where asked to sign in
and provide photo id.

The Concierge desk will then advise me of your arrival and | will escort you e flo ase allow 5-10
minutes.

If you need to change this meeting please contact me on the details below.
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Sch. 4(3)(3) - Prejudice protection of \/
privacy, Sch. 4(4)(6) - Disclosi
personal information
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released in 2005 Q
— Sustained rapid population growth and \
development in SEQ drove need for
statutory plans with a long-term vision-ic
achieve desired outcomes Q
— Driven also by need to provide/certainty to
industry, local governments anéth
community particular aro 4% ure urban

areas, open space and infesRteuidtire
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The State Planning Policy (SPP) is a single whole-of-government document that expresses

\ State Planning Policy
\ the state's interests in land use planning and develop tin a comprehensive manner.

Regional Plans

ss Que a
Local Planning Instruments
(Planning Schemes)

Planning schemes describe a local government's plan for
the future direction of its local government area nning
schemes provide a detailed direction focusing od gdmmunity
planning and aspirations, while 2asuring the needs of lhe
state and the regio incorporated.

AL

Regional plans provide the strategic direction to achieve regional outcomes §
that align with the state's interest in land use planning and develop ¥
Standard Planning Scheme Provisions
(Queensland Planning Provisions)
Standard planning scheme provisions provide a consistent format and
structure for local government planning schemes acro

Qy@
\V
ol
A
&

RTIP1718-027-DSDMIP - Part 1 - Page 319

40


































































* Improved community consultation ahead of major developments.

» Coordinating planning activities across government departments to ensure a
consistent approach.

Accommodating urban growth: refers to the preferred areas for develo

access to existing services and infrastructure.

* |dentify areas with the ability to service growth

« Develop areas around public transport and existing infrastructure ' v
including shopping centres and transport corridors.

* Keep maximum density in the city, not the suburbs/rural area

Infrastructure and development sequencing: refers to the (deli ital

infrastructure and services ahead of increased population and growth

* Planning ahead to deliver necessary services and infrastrt ead of growth.

« Avoid potential social and network issues by sequeyic delivery of
infrastructure prior to or with development.

Density: refers to the increase in housing or population in an area or selected areas,

either through infill, consolidation or changes to dwellifg types or heights:

* Identification of locations that would be suitable for-density, including areas that
already have higher densities.

* The quality of density and discussion z ow,to provide increased density
that is attractive to live in and aesthetic dleagipig.

+ Different types of density and diff -
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released in 2005 Q
— Sustained rapid population growth and \

development in SEQ drove need for

statutory plans with a long-term vijsi

Vv
achieve desired outcomes @
— Driven also by need to provid inty to

industry, local governments a h
community particular aro 4@ ure urban
areas, open space and inf Cture
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Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning

Update on supporting instruments \

* Instruments to complement the new legislation availabl
from July 2016:

— Minister’s guidelines and rules, covering plan making4a
amending processes, designations and LGIPs

— Development assessment rules

* Engagement with industry via Industry Forurr,
Development Assessment Working Gr
Making Working Group

ff\‘ 5{7 Queensland
(G Government
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Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning

Transition and Implementation program \
* Implementation program focussed on supporting councils on
Scheme and Development Assessment transition

* Partnership with LGAQ and COMSEQ to support transition <z
deliver improvements and innovation across the entire system

* Improvement and Innovation Fund ($4.5M)
— will deliver council-identified improvements

— Formal release in July
— industry initiatives are welcome
* Regional industry / council sessions in July/Alg ations will
be extended to industry peaks

* Industry focus from August - open invitation to speak at member

events y
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Infrastructure and development sequencing: refers to the delivery of vital infrastructure
and services ahead of increased population and growth.
* Planning ahead to deliver necessary services and infrastructure ahead of growth.
* Avoid potential social and network issues by sequencing the delivery of infrastruct ior
to or with development.

Density: refers to the increase in housing or population in an area or selected ar

through infill, consolidation or changes to dwelling types or heights:

+ ldentification of locations that would be suitable for density, including
have higher densities.

attractive to live in and aesthetically pleasing.
 Different types of density and different heights, including townhouses.
» Using density to consolidate growth in favour of urban expansion
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Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning Q

Integrated Review Project progress

 Early works (late 2016)

— Amendments to the Sustainable Planning Regulation, SDAP
guidelines

* Submissions review and analysis (late 2016
* Finalisation (early 2017)

* Implementation, training and transition
« COMMENCEMENT (mid 2017)

;‘f"-fw)} Queensland
“1‘%' Government
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