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For those people who delay reading the local news for long periods, if at all, the following article and accompanying pro forma are featuring in the current editions of the Scenic News and Tamborine Times.
In future planning to deal with the huge population growth expected in South East Queensland, the State government has distributed to each shire what numbers they should absorb in the next twenty years.  Scenic Rim Regional Council has been asked to accommodate an additional 11,000 dwellings in the region by 2041.

To this end, Council has implemented a Growth Management Strategy.  This consists of four Phases.  We are now at Phase 3.  From 4th February till 6th March residents are being asked to comment on the draft drawn up after Phase 2
In December 2020, following a two hour presentation in Brisbane to four senior bureaucrats in the State Local Government department regarding the problems for Tamborine Mountain , TMPA was advised the community’s best step to check unwanted extra growth was to respond to Council’s GMS, Phase Two, April, 2021.    

At that stage Council’s “Have Your say” offered two tick-a-box options plus a blank box for other suggestions.  Option A proposed the majority of new dwellings should be concentrated in Beaudesert and to a lesser extent at Boonah, Canungra, Kalbar, Aratula, Tamborine Mountain, Tamborine and Kooralbyn.  Option B proposed that new dwellings are dispersed proportionally across all our towns and villages with more opportunities for acreage living.  No distinction was made for Tamborine Mountain.  

The response by hundreds of Tamborine Mountain residents was met by the mayor’s media statement that “a population cap is the preference of some on Tamborine Mountain, but it is not one that could be enforced by a local government”.    Why not ??   Clearly, from our meeting, State government has left it to Council to develop a growth strategy that would take account of residents’ views. 

No reason has been given by Council why any extra people need to be crammed on to a small plateau devoid of reticulated water & sewerage with only minimal infrastructure.  Moreover, the mountain’s population density is far greater than either of the other two towns and their surrounds.  The shire is large with wide open spaces everywhere – except on Tamborine Mountain.

Over three decades residents have consistently listed population cap as one of their three major concerns.  The other two are environment and water.  These responses have come through forums, planning scheme data, questionnaires & many thousands of responses to threatening development applications.  An estimated over 90% want to retain the mountain’s core character – semi-rural, laid back and in a rich natural environment.

This dire situation has come about because the current mayor’s vision of a “one size fits all” Scenic Rim precludes identifying Tamborine Mountain as different from e.g. Beaudesert or Boonah.   Unfortunately, due to its unique attractive location, no urban area anywhere experiences the huge inappropriate development pressure as Tamborine Mountain.  And worse, Council has had for many years a reputation of “being in league with developers”.   Breaches of the planning schemes continue to be passed adding to growth. 








Details of the alarming further damage now set to be done are currently being covered by Councillor Swanborough and Ex-Councillor Waistell. As the voice of several hundred residents was not heard in Beaudesert following Phase Two, it is imperative, if mountain residents wish to remain living our enviable lifestyle that as many residents as possible amplify the message that population growth on Tamborine Mountain is just not an option for the GMS...  

A pro forma on page XX lists serious concerns you may wish to convey to Council. Consider copies for your family and friends. Space is added for your own comments.   This can be handed into the library, posted, or emailed.  It needs to be in by March 6th.    Description of GMS is on Council’s website https://www.scenicrim.qld.gov.au/gms  to “Let’s Talk” project page for relevant documents.  







.







2.
Further details

State member Jon Krause MP has been making numerous representations to State government on behalf on Tamborine Mountain residents.  Thank you Jon, we all appreciate this.   Letter attached

In a reply the Deputy Premier, Minister for Local Government & Planning states that “It is a matter for the council to decide where and how these additional dwellings are to be located and should be informed by evidence, which is why the council was asked to undertake a GMS to inform further amendments to the planning scheme.”  Letter attached

In 2005, in a rushed & poorly informed move, the SEQ Regional Plan placed an Urban Footprint on part of the mountain.  With no reticulated water, sewerage & only basic infrastructure it is definitely not urban.
Yet this has constantly been misleading to a succession of council planners not alerted to Tamborine Mountain’s distinctive character.  We keep fighting inappropriate development applications.  

However, this should not be the case.   Whilst the SEQ Regional Plan distributes growth with a broad brush, fine tuning is left to Councils - that is to say, via their Planning Schemes.  These should be compiled according to local circumstances and with input from the residents.  
Why we now have a serious population growth problem
 The 2020 new Scenic Rim Planning Scheme paid little attention to Tamborine Mountain’s non-urban qualities,   During one meeting with the consultant planners Council employed for this task, TMPA representatives were able to describe resident problems and the unique qualities which needed to be protected  This is why we now have small Tamborine Mountain inserts throughout the Planning Scheme.

When the Draft Planning Scheme was issued for public comment, it was discovered that the category Dual Occupancy was included for Tamborine Mountain.  

This is a category useful in urban areas to cater for an aging population.  Dual Occupancy development applications would not overwhelm a local urban small lot landscape.  

Yet this is exactly what is happening on Tamborine Mountain.   We are seeing Dual Occupancy or cabins development applications coming through practically every week.  As a prominent tourist destination (not a typical urban area) people are optimizing financial opportunities.  

Nor is this category appropriate for an ageing population on Tamborine Mountain.  A large proportion of the population arrives here to semi-retire or retire.  Nearly all eventually move away for either medical reasons or to be near young busy families. 

As with Phase Two of the Growth Management Strategy, a strong resident response outlaid details of inappropriateness of Dual Occupancy.  Council took no notice.    
We now have a double whammy expanding population growth.  TMPA is inserting pro formas in current local papers.  The pro forma lists many concerns which residents may have about further urbanizing Tamborine Mountain.  As the Minister advises all residents to engage with the council in the consultation process, this is one large big change to have a significant input.  Please distribute this pro forma or use it as a basis amongst family and friends.   We really need a huge response.   Pro forma attached







3.
36 Young St cabin D A & 713-735 Main Western Rd “Onsens” D A
Both these development applications are fronted by the same firm whose motto is “Wealth Creation by way of Property Development and Investment”. There are serious problems with both applications.   Two hundred people objected to the Young St D A and about three hundred and fifty objected to the Onsens.

The developer has requested a STOP notice for both these D A’s which effectively creates a six week extension for any assessment.  

The problems in the way the Young St D A was being processed were so serious that after receiving complaints, Council referred this to the CCC on 4th February.  

Council planning section staff had advised the developer this application would be approved, with conditions, before receipt of Council’s external consultant’s report.  Even the conditions were being hammered out with the developer before proper procedure was in place.   
Normal practice is that a developer doesn’t know Council’s recommendations, plus any conditions, until they are listed as a Council’s draft agenda item for an Ordinary Meeting.  This is then available on its website at the same time as it is available to the general public.   

Council then votes on the application.   The developer can accept, negotiate or appeal this decision.   Sometimes negotiations re any conditions can take months.  In the Guanaba Experience case we were involved with, this length of time enabled us to find six excellent experts to front our case.
Council has now issued a letter to the Onsens developer citing conflicting uses of planned uses for the “House”.   Here the “House” and proposed tourist use are within the same building.   Moreover there is to be a Manager’s residence thus potentially having two long term residences on the same site.   

Eagles Retreat Place 
The developer’s appeal against Council’s “deemed refusal” has begun its lengthy journey through the court system.  Co-Responding with Council and TMPA are forty three residents.   Experts are to be specified before a court review takes place on 7th March.  A series of meetings of experts is to be followed by joint reports.  A Without Prejudice Conference is to be held by all parties on 12th May and all statements will be exchanged by 10th June.   The date of the trial is to be announced.

New TMPA Facebook page
This has just been established to encourage more residents and others to appreciate the treasures we have here and the dangers we face of losing them.  It features some of the history of this community organization and the more than a century of battles to achieve our unique mountain character.  Snippets of history are to be included, as well as lots of pictures and information about our wildlife.  It is an information only page. 
Unfortunately many complaints have come in regarding perceived connections with other organizations and entities apparently of a political nature.
TMPA does not have any connection to other groups or organizations..  
People may have good intentions, but PLEASE REFRAIN FROM LINKING TMPA IN WITH OTHER GROUPS.   
With the mountain character rapidly going down the gurgler, we need TMPA to be supported by the full community.
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