
 

 

Attachment 6  
 
PLANNING ASSESSMENT REPORT (ADOPTION) 
Noosa Plan 2020 (proposed planning scheme) 
 
1. OVERVIEW 
Planning scheme Noosa Plan 2020 (the proposed planning scheme) 
Current stage in plan 
making process 

Tailored process –  
 
Step 16: Minister considers if the Local Government may adopt 
the proposed planning scheme 
 
Step 17: Minister provides approval to adopt, as per the notice 
issued by the chief executive (the notice) under section 18(3) of 
the Planning Act 2016 (the Planning Act) 

Timeframe 40 business days from date of receipt 
Date council resolved 
to prepare proposed 
planning scheme under 
section 18(2) of the 
Planning Act 

17 November 2017 

Date Chief Executive 
advised the council of 
the outcome of the 
state interest review 
(SIR) 

21 January 2019 

Date council sent 
proposed planning 
scheme to Minister for 
adoption 

31 January 2020  
 
The Noosa Shire Council (the council) originally sent the 
proposed planning scheme to the Minister for adoption on 13 
December 2019, and provided revised documents between 13 
and 18 December 2019. As a result of the planning assessment 
by officers of the Department of State Development, 
Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning (DSDMIP), the 
council made further changes to the proposed planning scheme, 
and provided the final copy on 31 January 2020. 

‘Pause 
notice’/Information 
request 

A pause notice requesting further information was issued on 23 
December 2019. The timeframes recommenced on 31 January 
2020. 

Public consultation 
dates  

18 February 2019 – 20 May 2019 (62 business days) 
16 September 2019 – 11 November 2019 (40 business days) 

Number of 
submissions & key 
issues raised 

Approximately 940 submissions were received during the first 
public consultation period. Key issues raised were: 
• short-term accommodation  
• coastal protection measures including the new local coastal 

building line. 
 
Just over 600 submissions were received during the second 
round of public consultation, with approximately 75% being about 
short-term accommodation. Of these, approximately 50% were 
based on a number of templates/proformas. 

RTI1920-059 - Page Number 1

RTI
 R

EL
EA

SE



 

Page 2 
 

Other key issues raised were: 
• changes made to Noosa Junction and Shire Business Centre 

zones 
• various zones for specific sites. 

Public consultation The council conducted public consultation in accordance with the 
approved communications strategy. 

‘Significantly different’  The changes are not significantly different. 
Recommendation/s  DSDMIP recommends approval of the proposed planning 

scheme for adoption subject to Ministerial conditions. 
 
2. SUMMARY 
 
The council resolved to prepare a new planning scheme for Noosa in September 2016 to replace 
the current planning scheme, the Noosa Plan 2006. The drafting of the proposed planning 
scheme was informed by community feedback on a discussion paper about how future needs 
of the community could be addressed. 
 
The council has followed a tailored process under section 18(3) of the Planning Act to progress 
the proposed planning scheme. The SIR was coordinated by DSDMIP, with the outcome given 
to the council by the Chief Executive of DSDMIP on 21 January 2019. All state interests were 
appropriately integrated into the proposed planning scheme and the Chief Executive of DSDMIP 
did not require the council to comply with conditions prior to public consultation. 
 
The council conducted public consultation in accordance with its communications strategy that 
was endorsed by the Chief Executive with the tailored process. The council undertook public 
consultation on the proposed planning scheme from 18 February 2019 to 20 May 2019, with 
additional public consultation between 16 September 2019 to 11 November 2019. The additional 
consultation occurred because the council considered that changes made to the proposed 
planning scheme, as a result of submissions, made the proposed planning scheme significantly 
different to the version that was on public consultation.  
 
The council received a total of over 1500 submissions; 940 during the first round of public 
consultation and just over 600 during the second round of public consultation. 
 
The key issue raised during both rounds of public consultation was the regulation of short-
term accommodation in the proposed planning scheme. The council received 376 submissions 
during the first round of consultation, and 440 submissions during the second round of 
consultation regarding short-term accommodation. Submissions both objected to and supported 
the way the council is proposing to regulate short-term accommodation. Other key issues raised 
during consultation included: 
• provisions and mapping for the Coastal protection overlay, now called Coastal protection 

and scenic amenity overlay 
• objections from individual property owners about property zoning and overlays. 

As a result of public consultation and discussions with DSDMIP, the council has made changes 
to the proposed planning scheme. DSDMIP’s assessment found that the changes do not make 
the proposed amendment significantly different to the version that was on public consultation. 
However, some of the changes mean that the proposed planning scheme no longer 
appropriately integrate state interests, including biodiversity and natural hazards, risk and 
resilience (bushfire and erosion prone areas).  
 
Ministerial conditions are recommended to ensure the proposed planning scheme appropriately 
integrates the following state planning instruments:  
• State Planning Policy 2017 (SPP) guiding principles and the following state interests: 
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o housing supply and diversity 
o biodiversity (matters of state environmental significance (MSES) and koala 

conservation) 
o natural hazards, risk and resilience (bushfire prone areas) 
o natural hazards, risk and resilience (erosion prone areas) 

• the Planning Act (section 43(5)(b)) and the Planning Regulation 2017 (Planning Regulation) 
(Schedule 6).  

 
The Nature Conservation and Other Legislation (Koala Protection) Amendment Regulation 
commenced on 7 February 2020 and amends the Environmental Offsets Regulation 2014, 
Planning Regulation, Nature Conservation (Koala) Conservation Plan 2017 and Vegetation 
Management Regulation 2012 to provide increased protection to koala habitat area in South 
East Queensland. A condition has been recommended to require the removal of some 
provisions within the planning scheme, and to include updated information, to reflect the release 
of this plan and regulation (see section 8 of this report). 
 
Following its assessment, DSDMIP is of the view that the proposed planning scheme satisfies 
the relevant requirements of step 16 of the notice, because: 
• sufficient information has been provided by the council with their request 
• there were no conditions imposed with the state interest review that need to be complied 

with 
• the adoption version of the proposed planning scheme is not significantly different to the 

version released for public consultation 
• the proposed planning scheme  

o advances the purposes of the Planning Act 
o is consistent with section 16(1) of the Planning Act 
o is consistent with the regulated requirements prescribed in the Planning 

Regulation  
o is well drafted and clearly articulated 
o accords with the result of the council’s review required under section 25(1) of the 

Planning Act. 
 
3. PURPOSE AND RELEVANT PROVISIONS 
 
Under section 18 of the Planning Act, the preparation of a proposed planning scheme is required 
to follow the process prescribed in the notice given under section 18(3) of the Planning Act.  
 
This report assesses the compliance of the proposed planning scheme with steps 15 (Local 
government requests adoption of scheme) and 16 (Minister considers if the local government 
may adopt the proposed planning scheme) of the notice. This report provides a recommendation 
to the Minister about whether the council may adopt the proposed planning scheme. 
 
4. BACKGROUND 
 
4.1 Current planning scheme  
 
The current planning scheme, the Noosa Plan 2006: 
• was made under the Integrated Planning Act 1997 (IPA) 
• commenced in February 2006. 
 
The current planning scheme has undergone a number of amendments since commencing to 
ensure it continues to respond effectively to the requirements of the community and industry. 
The current planning scheme has been aligned to the Planning Act through an alignment 
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amendment, which commenced 3 July 2017. The most recent amendment was for the Local 
Government Infrastructure Plan (LGIP), which replaced the Priority Infrastructure Plan, on 8 
June 2018. The council has prepared a new LGIP which will form part of the new proposed 
planning scheme. DSDMIP’s assessment of the LGIP is being completed under a separate 
process. 

 
4.2 Proposed planning scheme  
 
The council resolved to prepare a new planning scheme for Noosa under the Sustainable 
Planning Act 2009 (SPA) in September 2016. 
 
In October 2016, the council released a discussion paper for public feedback, to inform the 
drafting of the proposed planning scheme. The discussion paper contained ideas about how the 
future needs of the community could be addressed by the proposed planning scheme. 
Approximately 500 suggestions were received by the council, mostly related to the proposed 
planning scheme. The feedback provided general support for the ideas in the discussion paper 
and that any change in Noosa should be incremental. The council considered this feedback 
when drafting the proposed planning scheme.  
 
Given the introduction of the Planning Act, the SPP and the South East Queensland Regional 
Plan 2017 (ShapingSEQ), the council resolved on 16 November 2017 to prepare the draft 
planning scheme under the Planning Act. On 17 November 2017, in accordance with section 
18(2) of the Planning Act, the council gave notice to the chief executive of the proposed planning 
scheme. 
 
On 21 March 2018, the chief executive wrote to the council and provided the notice for the 
tailored process under section 18(3) of the Planning Act. The notice contains the process the 
council must follow to make the proposed planning scheme and the requirements for public 
consultation, including the council’s communications strategy (Attachment 1 to the brief). 
 
The council has followed the tailored process in the progression of the proposed planning 
scheme. 
 
The Minister is to consider whether the proposed planning scheme complies with the relevant 
legislative requirements.   
 
4.3 State interest review 
 
On 29 May 2018, at a Special Meeting, the council resolved to endorse the proposed planning 
scheme for the SIR. 
 
On 31 May 2018, the council requested the chief executive commence the SIR process in 
accordance with step 3 of the notice.  
 
In accordance with steps 4 and 5 of the notice, the proposed planning scheme was assessed 
against the Planning Act, the Planning Regulation, the state interests contained in the SPP, 
ShapingSEQ and other relevant legislation. 
 
On 21 January 2019, the chief executive provided the council with the outcome of the SIR (step 
7 of the notice), advising the council that the proposed planning scheme integrates state 
interests.  
 
The council has made changes to the proposed planning scheme since the SIR. DSDMIP has 
made an assessment of the changes to determine how these affect whether the proposed 
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planning scheme appropriately integrates the state interests. DSDMIP’s assessment is in 
section 7 of this report.  
 
4.4 Request to Minister 
 
On 11 December 2019, the council resolved under the Planning Act to request approval from 
the Minister to adopt the proposed planning scheme.  
 
On 13 December 2019, the council provided a copy of the proposed planning scheme to the 
Minister for approval to adopt, in accordance with step 15 of the notice. The council provided 
supporting information with their request, as per step 15 of the notice. 
 
The council provided further supporting documents and revised planning scheme documents 
between 13 and 18 December 2019. As a result of DSDMIP’s review of the material, the council 
made further changes, and submitted the final version of the proposed planning scheme to the 
Minister for approval to adopt, on 31 January 2020. To allow this to occur, a pause notice was 
issued by DSDMIP on 23 December 2019. The timeframes restarted on 31 January 2020. 
 
DSDMIP’s assessment of the supporting information is provided in section 7 of this report. 
 
Upon receipt of this material, the Minister is to consider whether the proposed planning scheme 
complies with the relevant legislative requirements, within 40 business days. 
 
5. PROPOSED PLANNING SCHEME DETAILS 
 
5.1 Localised context 
 
The traditional owners and original custodians of the land are the Kabi Kabi/Gubbi Gubbi people.  
 
The Noosa Shire local government area (Noosa) is approximately 87,100 hectares in size with 
a current population estimate of 55,000 people. The expected growth of Noosa is 0.66 percent 
annually (16.66 percent over 25 years) to 63,000 people by 2041 (data from Figure 5, Chapter 
3 of ShapingSEQ).  
 
Noosa is identified on the following map (Figure 1) from the proposed planning scheme, which 
shows the settlement pattern for the planning scheme area.  
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Figure 1: Strategic Framework Map 1 - Settlement 
 
Figure 1 shows how consolidated and compact the urban areas are within Noosa, as well as the 
significant area of land that is conserved for environmental purposes. 
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Figure 1 shows that Noosa has two major centres – Noosa Business Centre and Noosa 
Junction. Major centres are the highest level of centre in Noosa, offering diverse business, 
employment and residential opportunities. They are well serviced by public and active transport 
networks and increasingly offer active, pedestrian-focussed, street-level environments. 
 
DSDMIP notes that the higher order role and function of the Noosa Business Centre, as 
articulated in the strategic framework of the draft planning scheme, reflects its designation as a 
Major Regional Activity Centre under ShapingSEQ. It is not considered to be compromised by 
Noosa Junction’s recognition also as a major activity centre, which serves a local catchment 
function. 
 
Figure 1 also identifies three district centres – Noosaville, Tewantin and Cooroy. District centres 
provide a mix of activities and services that cater for the general needs of surrounding 
communities. They contain a diversity of commercial, community and entertainment-related 
uses, with supermarket-based retailing. They may also include medium density housing above 
or behind businesses.  
 
Noosa consists of both coastal and hinterland communities and the economy relies significantly 
on the tourism, retail and construction sectors. Figure 1 identifies visitor centres in Hastings 
Street, Noosa Heads, Gympie Terrace, Noosaville, Noosa North Shore, Noosa Marina, 
Tewantin and Duke Street, Sunshine Beach. These are the significant key tourist locations in 
Noosa and include a mix of uses such as accommodation, dining, and complementary retail and 
leisure services to meet the needs of tourists. 
 
The Noosa community strongly values the natural environment and sustainability with 35% of 
Noosa being protected by either National Park, reserve or conservation area. The whole of 
Noosa is designated as a Biosphere Reserve under the United Nations Educational, Scientific 
and Cultural Organisation (UNESCO) Man and Biosphere program.  
 
The council provides that it has avoided urban sprawl by clearly defined town and village 
boundaries, protection of the environment and limiting commercial development that may 
unfairly impact existing centres. Building and design requirements have ensured that 
development is consistent with the Noosa character, which is distinctively low key and 
understated, avoiding ‘big city’ features (The New Noosa Plan Discussion Paper, 2016). 
 
Noosa has an ageing population. In June 2014, 21.7% of the population were aged 65 years 
and over, which is the highest percentage for a local government area in South East Queensland 
(The New Noosa Plan Discussion Paper, 2016). 
 
Looking forward, there will be an increased demand on housing, care and health facilities for the 
elderly, as well as access to transport, services and community facilities. The council’s local 
economic plan has identified opportunities for job growth and diversity in health and wellness, 
digital economy, environmental industries, rural enterprise, tourism, professional services and 
creative industries.  
 
Land for greenfield development remains limited in Noosa, therefore growth relies on infill 
development and reconsidering under-utilised land. Greenfield development is restricted by the 
amount of land already developed, the amount of land that is National Park (35%) and the urban 
footprint. The Housing Needs Assessment (Briggs & Mortar Pty Ltd) which informed the planning 
scheme includes a review of existing and future housing needs (this includes all types – 
therefore housing diversity). 
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5.2 Purpose, objectives and components of the proposed planning scheme 

 
The purpose of the proposed planning scheme is to replace the current planning scheme which 
commenced over 13 years ago.  
 
The Planning Act, section 25(1) requires a local government to review its planning scheme within 
10 years after the planning scheme was made. The council began a review of its planning 
scheme in 2016, with the release of the Noosa Plan Discussion Paper in October 2016. Based 
on this review, the council decided to replace the planning scheme. 
 
The proposed planning scheme will guide and shape the future of Noosa and ensure Noosa’s 
values continue to underpin the economy and lifestyle of Noosa.  
 
The proposed planning scheme has been drafted in the style of the standard planning scheme 
provisions that formed part of the repealed SPA. The proposed planning scheme contains the 
following components: 
• Part 1 – About the Planning Scheme 
• Part 2 – State Planning Provisions 
• Part 3 – Strategic Framework 
• Part 4 – Local Government Infrastructure Plan 
• Part 5 – Tables of Assessment 
• Part 6 – Zones  

o Low density residential 
o Medium density residential 
o High density residential 
o Tourist accommodation (including Hasings Street mixed use precinct) 
o Major centre, including the following precincts 

▪ Noosa Business Centre – Showroom  
▪ Noosa Business Centre – Business park 
▪ Noosa Business Centre – Retail 
▪ Noosa Business Centre – Village mixed use 
▪ Noosa Business Centre – High density residential 
▪ Noosa Junction – Hospitality 

o District centre (including Mary/Thomas Street health and wellbeing precinct) 
o Local centre 
o Neighbourhood centre 
o Low impact industry, including the following precincts: 

▪ Lionel Donovan Drive Auto 
▪ Hofmann Drive business and industry  
▪ Factory Street business and industry 
▪ Kin Kin business and industry 
▪ Gateway West makers  

o Medium impact industry (including Venture Drive enterprise precinct) 
o Recreation and open space 
o Environmental management and conservation 
o Community facilities 
o Innovation 
o Rural 
o Rural residential 

• Part 7 – Local Plans 
o Hinterland Villages 
o Cooroy 
o Tewantin 
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o Noosaville 
o Noosa Heads 
o Coastal Communities 

• Part 8 – Overlays 
o Acid Sulfate Soils 
o Biodiversity, Waterways and Wetlands 
o Bushfire Hazard 
o Coastal Protection and Scenic Amenity 
o Extractive Resources 
o Flood Hazard 
o Heritage 
o Landslide Hazard 
o Regional Infrastructure 

• Part 9 – Development Codes 
o Use codes 

▪ Low Density Housing 
▪ Caretaker’s Accommodation, Dwelling Unit and Rural Workers’ Accommodation 
▪ Dual Occupancy and Multiple Dwelling 
▪ Special Residential  
▪ Visitor Accommodation 
▪ Home-Based Business 
▪ Business Activities  
▪ Community Activities  
▪ Entertainment Activities 
▪ Industry Activities 
▪ Recreation Activities 
▪ Rural Activities 

o Works codes 
▪ Driveways and Parking 
▪ Earthworks 
▪ Existing Services 
▪ Fire Services for Common Private Title  
▪ Landscaping 
▪ Sustainable Building Design 
▪ Transport 
▪ Water Quality and Drainage 
▪ Waterways Works 
▪ Waste Management 

o Other 
▪ Reconfiguring a Lot 

• Part 10 – Other Plans (No other plans) 
• Schedules 
• Maps 
 
6. PUBLIC CONSULTATION 
 
6.1 Summary of public consultation  
 
The council conducted public consultation on the proposed planning scheme from 18 February 
2019 – 20 May 2019 (62 business days) and 16 September 2019 – 11 November 2019 (40 
business days). The second round of consultation was carried out due to the council determining 
that changes made to the proposed planning scheme after the first round of consultation, 
resulted in the proposed planning scheme being significantly different to the version released 
for public consultation (step 12).  
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The council received a total of over 1500 submissions; 940 during the first round of  public 
consultation and just over 600 during the second round of public consultation. 
 
Step 9 (public consultation) and step 12 required the council to conduct public consultation for 
a minimum period of 40 business days, therefore the council complied with this requirement. 
 
The council conducted the public consultation in accordance with the communications strategy 
that was endorsed by the Chief Executive with the tailored process. The council has provided 
detailed information about how public consultation was conducted with the council’s request to 
the Minister for approval to adopt the proposed planning scheme (Attachment 1 to the brief). 
 
The council’s consultation report (Annexure 1) contains the detail of the submissions received 
(during both rounds of public consultation) and how the council has considered them. The report 
has been separated into key themes or issues raised during both rounds of consultation. The 
council has responded to each properly made submission and made the consultation report 
available on the council’s website, in accordance with step 13 of the notice. 
 
DSDMIP has considered the consultation report with a detailed assessment of the issues raised 
and how the council has responded to them being provided in Annexure 2. DSDMIP is satisfied 
the council conducted public consultation in accordance with the communications strategy and 
responded appropriately to each submission.  

 
6.2 Key issues raised during the first round of public consultation  
 
Key issues raised during the first round of public consultation include: 
 
• Short-term accommodation (376 submissions), including the proposed short stay area 

maps. Submissions supported the proposed provisions (both resort operators and local 
residents) and opposed the proposed provisions (both businesses and property owners) 
(see section 7 of this report and Annexure 2 

• the Coastal overlay map and code, including: 
o approximately 168 submissions related to the Peregian Surf Club and community 

uses and facilities in the surrounding park. Submitters were concerned the surf club, 
lifeguard tower and other facilities could not be replaced if needed due to the coastal 
building line.  

o the need for council to complete the Coastal Hazards Adaptation Plan (CHAP) before 
making any policy changes  

o the need to improve clarity around what type of building works are allowed in erosion 
prone areas  

• Tourist accommodation zone, including 42 submissions from existing resort operators or 
resort unit owners either wanting their properties included in the Tourist accommodation 
zone (to protect the existing short-term accommodation use) or removed from the Tourist 
accommodation zone (to recognise that some units are permanently occupied). Many resort 
managers sought to restrict owner occupiers in resorts as management rights have been 
purchased at considerable cost and operators feel they have no control over their 
investment, or anti-social behaviour, renovation noise, carparking, smoking etc. 

• Centre zone codes, including car parking, levels of assessment, and the hours of operation 
and location of the hospitality precinct in Noosa Junction 

• Industry zone codes, including caretaker’s accommodation 
• Residential zone codes, in particular, building height, site cover, scenic amenity, steep site 

and setbacks. 
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6.3 Changes resulting from the first round of public consultation  
 
The council made changes to the proposed planning scheme as a result of the submissions 
made on the first round of consultation. As some of the changes were considered to be 
“significantly different”, the council undertook a second round of consultation which was 
restricted to the changes considered by the council to be significantly different, including but 
not limited to: 
• particular property zoning changes to: 

o better reflect existing or surrounding land use, tenure or physical characteristics of the 
property, such as flooding or bushfire hazard 

o retain existing zoning at the request of the property owners 
• the approach to short-term accommodation within residential zones and other zones. This 

included removing the proposed short stay area maps and listing the use in each zone as 
either accepted subject to requirements, code or impact assessable. The use would be 
impact assessable, inconsistent in the Low density residential zone. 

• mapping and provisions for the Major centre zone at Eenie Creek Road and Noosa Junction, 
including: 
o removal of the proposed small-scale business precinct 
o specific requirements for the redevelopment of the former Noosa Heads Bowls club site  
o building heights, setbacks, building design, streetscape, landscape, safety and 

amenity, garages and car parking outcomes 
• provisions for the Low impact industry and Medium impact industry zones 
• riparian buffers shown on the Biodiversity overlay maps 
• provisions and mapping for the Coastal protection overlay. The changes to the overlay code 

mean that the draft provisions more closely reflect the current Noosa Plan. The changes: 
o clarify the purpose and intent of the overlay 
o rename the overlay to Coastal Protection and Scenic Amenity Overlay 
o remove local coastal building lines from the overlay maps (State Coastal Building 

Lines remain) 
• Reconfiguring a lot code to include a minimum lot size and minimum width for the Innovation 

zone. 
 
6.4 Key issues raised during the second round of public consultation  
 
Key issues raised during the second round of public consultation include: 
• 440 submissions (around 50% of these were templates or form letters) regarding short-term 

accommodation, including both support for and objection to removal of the short stay maps, 
and support for or objection to short-term accommodation being impact - inconsistent in Low 
density residential zone (see section 7 of this report and Annexure 2 for more detail)  

• 94 pro-forma submissions as part of the second round of consultation related to the 
proposed medium density zoning of some properties on Church Street in the central area of 
Pomona. Submitters concerns included impacts to the character and lifestyle of the town 
due to potential for demolition of character houses, poorly designed apartment buildings, 
and increased traffic, flooding and noise. Submitters also considered the council had not 
undertaken enough consultation with residents about the change 

• objections from individual property owners unhappy that the council had not amended the 
zoning or overlays applicable to their properties after the first round of consultation. 

 
6.5 Changes resulting from the second round of public consultation  
 
The council made changes to the proposed planning scheme as a result of the submissions 
made on the second round of consultation, including: 
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• for short-term accommodation, limiting the use of a premises to a maximum of five (5) 
bedrooms, consistent with the first draft version of the proposed planning scheme and 
requiring additional car parking depending on the number of bedrooms 

• amendments to individual property zonings or overlay mapping in response to new or 
further information from the property owners or other specialists, including ecologists. 

 
6.6 Other changes 
 
The council also made changes to the proposed planning scheme as result of the council 
reviewing the proposed planning scheme and as a result of discussions with DSDMIP about 
state interests, readability and usability of the proposed planning scheme. The full list of all 
issues raised about the proposed planning scheme (submissions, council initiated and DSDMIP 
assessment) are within Annexure 3 and Annexure 4.  
 
The council has provided details about each issue raised, how the council has considered these 
issues, and whether a change was made to the proposed planning scheme as a result. If a 
change was made, the council has assessed whether the change makes the proposed planning 
scheme significantly different, and if the change affects a state interest. DSDMIP’s assessment 
column reviews the change and determines if the change is significantly different or adversely 
affects a state interest.  
 
7. ASSESSMENT 
 
7.1 State interest review  
 
During the SIR, comments were received from state agencies about a range of matters, 
including: 
• actions for matters relating to the SPP for the state interests, housing supply and diversity, 

liveable communities, agriculture, development and construction, mining and extractive 
resources, biodiversity, coastal environment, cultural heritage, water quality, emissions and 
hazardous activities, natural hazards, risk and resilience, energy and water supply, and state 
transport infrastructure 

• legislative requirements under the Planning Act, the Planning Regulation, ShapingSEQ, the 
Building Act 1975, and the Mineral Resources Act 1989 

• various advice for the council about how the proposed amendment and the planning scheme 
could be improved to better reflect the SPP and legislative requirements. 

 
During the SIR, various discussions were held with the council and state agencies to resolve 
matters of state interest. As a result of these discussions, on 21 January 2019, the chief 
executive provided the council with the outcome of the SIR (step 7 of the notice), advising the 
council that the proposed planning scheme integrates the state interests. 
 
7.2 Post-consultation changes and matters of state interest 
 
The council made in excess of 300 changes to the proposed planning scheme since the SIR. 
These changes have been assessed by DSDMIP, in collaboration with particular state agencies, 
to ensure the proposed planning scheme still integrates state interests. As a result of this 
assessment, various discussions have been held with the council to resolve matters of state 
interest.  
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7.3 Noteworthy matters of state interest  
 
a) Short-term accommodation (tourist accommodation and holiday home letting) 
 

• The proposed planning scheme includes provisions to regulate short-term accommodation. 
• Short-term accommodation is a defined use term in Schedule 3 of the Planning Regulation. 

The regulated requirements of the Planning Regulation state that a local planning instrument 
may only adopt the use terms stated in Schedule 3 and must use the definition stated in 
Schedule 3 for that term. 

• Short-term accommodation is defined in the Planning Regulation as follows:  
(a) means the use of premises for— 

(i) providing accommodation of less than 3 consecutive months to tourists or travellers; 
or 

(ii) a manager’s residence, office, or recreation facilities for the exclusive use of guests, 
if the use is ancillary to the use in subparagraph (i); but 

(b) does not include a hotel, nature-based tourism, resort complex or tourist park. 
• Short-term accommodation, which may be in the form of a dwelling house, dual occupancy 

or multiple dwelling, is where the primary use is for commercial benefit. 
• Short-term accommodation does not include home-hosted properties, which are 

predominately occupied by a single household (permanent residence) and contain an 
ancillary use for renting out bedrooms, e.g. a traditional bed and breakfast operation. 

 
Background 
• The decision to regulate short-term accommodation in the proposed planning scheme has 

been informed by studies and reports, as well as feedback received during public 
consultation. Most of the pressure to regulate short-term accommodation has arisen from 
the growth of short-stay holiday letting in residential areas via online booking systems such 
as Airbnb or Stayz all year round. 

• The proposed provisions respond to the issues raised with the council, and the supporting 
documentation, to address the land use aspects of short-term accommodation, to ensure 
these uses, in the council’s view, appropriately located. Behavioural aspects are proposed 
to be dealt with in a future Local Law. Issues raised include the coming and going of an 
inconsistent number of people, impacts on the sense of community that comes from 
permanent residents that get to know each other, and the community expectation that long-
term residents show more respect to each other. 

• According to the Noosa Social Strategy (Noosa Council, 2015), Noosa’s median house 
purchase and rental prices are higher than the state average. This, coupled with lower than 
average incomes, has led to a lack of affordable housing in Noosa. 

• The Noosa Housing Needs Assessment (Briggs & Mortar Pty Ltd, 2017), analysed the past, 
current and future housing needs for the Noosa Shire. The report states, if the demand for 
tourist accommodation and visitor dwellings continued to grow in line with past trends, a 
higher number of residential dwellings may be used for tourist accommodation and this 
would reduce the amount of residential stock available for residents.  

• The state interests for this issue focus on the intent of the zone, appropriate levels of 
assessment, aligning regulatory requirements with community expectations.  

• The state interests of an effective and efficient planning system, and the state interests of 
tourism and housing supply and diversity also need to be considered and balanced. 

• The council commissioned an issues paper about online platforms used for short-term 
accommodation and issues associated with these, which was reported to council in early 
2019. The paper sought to identify a range of issues, opportunities and challenges to 
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address the huge rise and prevalence of short-term letting platforms. One of the potential 
responses was the use of the planning system to regulate land use. 

 
 
 
 
Public consultation 
• The new short-term accommodation provisions are the central contentious community issue 

which has resulted in approximately a 50/50 split for and against the provisions, even after 
two separate rounds of formal public consultation. 

• The initial version of the proposed planning scheme included a short stay area map which 
identified areas where short-term accommodation was considered appropriate (accepted 
development subject to requirements in the Low density residential zone and code 
assessment in the Medium density residential zone). The land included in the short stay area 
map was generally residential areas close to the eastern beaches, Noosa Heads, Noosa 
Junction and close to the river in Noosaville. 

• The council received 376 submissions during the first round of consultation, with 
submissions both objecting and supporting the way the council was proposing to regulate 
short-term accommodation. A common issue raised amongst supporters and objectors was 
the areas chosen by council to be included or excluded in the short stay area map. It meant 
that there were instances where short-term accommodation was impact assessable for one 
property in the Low density residential zone, but across the road, a different property in the 
Low density residential zone was accepted development (subject to requirements). 

• Given the feedback received about the short stay area map, the council decided to make 
changes to the proposed planning scheme to remove the map and take a consistent 
approach to regulating short-term accommodation across each zone. 

• During the second round of consultation, the council received approximately 440 
submissions about short-term accommodation, with around 50% of these being templates 
or form letters. Most submissions were from property investors and businesses objecting to 
the regulation of short-term accommodation, given the impact the provisions will have on the 
income stream from short-term accommodation. These operators typically rely on an income 
stream from renting out entire homes to multiple groups of tourists/visitors in residential 
areas all year round and that generally. Noosa is not their principal place of residence.  

• The council also received support for the regulation of short-term accommodation from 
residents who are currently negatively impacted by some of the behaviours connected to 
short-term rentals.  

 
Proposed provisions 
• The proposed planning scheme allows home owners to rent out their entire property for 

short-term accommodation without requiring a planning approval (accepted development 
subject to requirements), provided it: 
o does not exceed four separate occurrences and  
o does not exceed 60 days per calendar year,  
o is their principal place of residence.  

• Any proposal that doesn’t comply with the accepted development criteria will require 
planning approval.  
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• If a planning approval is required, the following table describes the level of assessment and 
whether the use is consistent or inconsistent, for the zone: 
Zone Level of 

assessment 
Consistent/Inconsistent 

Low density residential Impact Inconsistent  
Medium density 
residential 

Impact Consistent  

High density residential Impact Consistent (except where located 
adjacent to/across the road from Major 
centre zone) 

Tourist accommodation Code Consistent 
Rural residential Impact Consistent 
Rural Code (if >4ha) 

Impact (if <4ha) 
Consistent 

• The council has chosen to make short-term accommodation an “inconsistent use” in the Low 
density residential zone, because, under the proposed planning scheme the purpose of this 
zone is to provide for: 
(a) a variety of low density dwelling types, including dwelling houses; and 
(b) community uses, and small-scale services, facilities and infrastructure, to support local 

residents. 
• The purpose statement used in the proposed planning scheme is taken from Schedule 2 of 

the Planning Regulation, as per the regulated requirements.  
• Only the Tourist accommodation zone and Township zone have purpose statements in 

Schedule 2 of the Planning Regulation which state the zone is to provide for short-term 
accommodation (for the Township zone, there is a qualifier which states, ‘if appropriate for 
the area’).  

• This makes short-term accommodation code assessment and consistent in the Tourist 
accommodation zone in the proposed planning scheme, where a development approval is 
required.  

• The council has also sought to encourage nature-based tourism in the Rural zone on larger 
lots, by making short-term accommodation code assessment.  

• It should be noted that Noosa’s neighbour, the Sunshine Coast Regional Council (SCRC), 
currently regulates short-term accommodation in residential zones, and also makes short-
term accommodation in the Low density residential zone, an impact assessable and 
inconsistent use.  

• The main difference in how SCRC regulates short-term accommodation, is by making short-
term accommodation code assessable in the Medium and High density residential zones 
(rather than impact assessable). However, the Sunshine Coast region is larger in area with 
more available land for residential growth and therefore the pressure of short-term 
accommodation in residential areas is not as acute as it is in Noosa.  

• The council has advised that existing use rights apply to existing operations if it can be 
demonstrated the use was in operation prior to the new planning scheme coming into effect. 
This could affect up to 3,000 properties (based on information provided to the council). 

• Whilst this is the position of the council, it differs from the council’s 2016 advertised position 
that approvals were required. As discussed further in this report, DSDMIP is of the view that 
short term accommodation is currently assessable by the planning scheme requiring a 
development approval.  It is the decision of council to determine whether existing use rights 
apply or not. 
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State assessment 
• The current planning scheme is 13 years old and does not adequately address the issue of 

short-term accommodation. 
• The new provisions are considered a ‘deregulation’ compared to the existing provisions 

because: 
o existing use rights of existing premises used for short-term accommodation are 

recognised (approximately 3,000 premises in the shire) 
o new criteria make it easier to determine when a planning approval may be required 
o no planning approval will be required for home hosted short stay accommodation across 

the shire (the use currently requires council consent) 
o it will allow the use of an entire dwelling for short stay accommodation, without council 

consent, where meeting requirements about length and number of stays and the 
dwelling being a principal place of residence (the use currently requires council 
consent).  

• The approach taken by the council is generally consistent with how other South East 
Queensland jurisdictions have addressed short-term accommodation in their schemes 
excluding the exemption provisions (i.e. principal place of residence, no more than 4 
occurrences and up to 60 days in a calendar year). A comparison with other councils can be 
found in Annexure 5. 

• While the approach is generally consistent, this issue is more acute in Noosa given its strong 
reliance on tourism as part of its economic sustainability. 

• Limiting the number of days per year (60 days) is intended to keep residential areas 
predominantly “residential” for most of the year (as opposed to tourism areas that experience 
a higher turnover of occupants). 

• Limiting the number of separate occurrences to four per year is intended to give certainty to 
the community living in residential areas that neighbouring homes will not be used at regular 
intervals for short-term accommodation. For example, if there was no limit on the number of 
occurrences, a property could be let out for short-term accommodation for two nights at a 
frequency of more than once a fortnight i.e. every second weekend, a home could be 
occupied by visitors from Friday to Sunday).  

• Given one of the reasons for regulating short-term accommodation is to ensure residential 
areas remain predominantly for residential uses, DSDMIP considers that allowing the council 
to limit the number of occurrences per year in the accepted development requirements is an 
important criterion to help achieve this.  

• Furthermore, most residents letting out their homes under the accepted development 
requirements are most likely to be letting out their homes in the peak holiday periods, such 
as Easter, Christmas, and the two other school holiday periods (i.e. four occurrences per 
year), when they are more likely to travel away from home themselves and when they are 
more likely to have high occupancy and can charge peak rates. This does not alter the 
predominant use of the dwelling as a residential use, for the majority of  the year. In this 
instance, short-term accommodation is considered to be an ancillary land use. 

• The proposed provisions for short-term accommodation intends to assist the council in 
managing land use within residential zones protecting the community from encroaching 
tourism and holiday accommodation. 

• The enforcement of the proposed provisions is expected to be complaints-driven where the 
council may receive a compliant from a member of the community regarding a non-compliant 
short-term accommodation use within a residential zone. The council will then investigate 
and carry out the necessary enforcement actions as permitted under the Planning Act.  

• The council also intends to develop a future Local Law to address the behavioural issues 
associated with short-term accommodation within residential zones, e.g. noise. The 
proposed Local Law was publicly consulted on, however, is not being progressed at this time 
due to the feedback received from the community. 
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• The council’s regulation of short-term accommodation in the residential areas of Noosa will 
ensure the proposed planning scheme integrates the SPP state interest – housing supply 
and diversity, because it protects residential uses in residential areas which will support land 
for housing and affordable housing outcomes.   

• The proposed planning scheme recognises the importance of tourism to the economy of 
Noosa (from the strategic framework through to the zone codes) and has a dedicated Tourist 
accommodation zone which is to provide for short-term accommodation, as well as services, 
facilities and infrastructure to support short-term accommodation and tourist attractions.  

• This, along with allowing for a limited amount of short-term accommodation to occur in 
residential zones (including those with existing use rights) without needing a development 
permit, ensures the proposed planning scheme appropriately integrates the SPP state 
interest – tourism.  

• The proposed provisions are consistent with the regulated requirements of the Planning 
Regulation. 

• Short-term accommodation in the Low density residential zone that does not comply with 
the ‘accepted development’ requirements is subject to impact assessment - 
inconsistent.  This means that applications for short term accommodation are likely to be 
refused by the council.   

• DSDMIP has not seen any evidence from the council to understand how these levels of 
assessment have been determined across the residential zones and, what the impacts are 
on tourism and housing supply (liveable communities, economic growth state interests) and 
holds concerns about what the long term implications are of this decision by the council.  As 
such, the council needs to undertake additional investigations including further consultation 
with the community to inform a report to be submitted to the Minister that identifies any 
amendment to the planning that council needs to undertake to appropriately reflect the states 
interests.  

• Contrary to the council’s position that properties currently operating short-term 
accommodation uses in residential zones will have existing use rights, DSDMIP’s position is 
that the current planning scheme identifies this use in a residential zone as assessable 
development.  

• DSDMIP has raised this interpretation concern with the council and confirms that the 
council’s position on existing use rights may be open to challenge from the community and/or 
industry.  

• Contrary to the council’s position on existing use rights, DSDMIP’s is of the view that the 
council’s approach is effectively a “deregulation” of the use in comparison with the current 
planning scheme. 

• In summary, DSDMIP believes the proposed planning scheme seeks to balance the state 
interests of the SPP for Tourism and Housing supply and diversity, to address the specific 
planning circumstances that exist in Noosa.  

 
Recommendation 
• DSDMIP recommends: 

o  the Minister support the council’s position to protect residential areas by regulating 
short-term accommodation within residential zones 

o the Minister impose a condition that requires the council to monitor short-term 
accommodation scheme provisions for residential zones.   

 
b) Erosion prone areas 
 

• The proposed planning scheme as submitted for adoption does not appropriately integrate 
the SPP state interest for Natural hazards, risk and resilience – erosion prone areas. 
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Public consultation 
• During the first round of consultation, 190 submissions were received relating to the Coastal 

protection overlay and code. Comments included the need for a consistent approach to 
managing existing and new development in erosion prone areas, concerns with the mapping 
methodology and approach in applying coastal building lines, and the need to complete the  
council’s CHAP before making any policy changes so the community can be fully informed. 

• Following submissions, the council removed the local coastal building lines from the overlay 
maps (State Coastal Building Lines remain), however the extent of the Coastal Protection 
overlay area remains unchanged. The council also made significant amendments to the 
purpose, overall outcomes and POs of the code.  

 
Proposed provisions 
• The proposed planning scheme still contains a Coastal Protection overlay map and code; 

however, it more closely reflects the current planning scheme.  
• The proposed overlay, now called the Coastal protection and scenic amenity overlay, and 

overlay code aims to maintain coastal processes and the protective function of coastal 
resources to mitigate risks associated with coastal erosion, as well as ensure development 
is designed and sited to protect the natural beach experience and scenic amenity of the 
coastal area, including the residential streetscapes in these areas.  

• The table below shows the proposed overlay which maps ‘coastal protection and scenic 
amenity’ in comparison to the SPP mapping for erosion prone areas for a part of the Noosa 
region: 
Coastal Protection and Scenic Amenity Overlay  SPP – erosion prone area  
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• The erosion prone area mapping from the SPP IMS generally covers more properties 
landward of the coastline compared with the council’s proposed overlay map. 

• The council has chosen to protect scenic amenity in its coastal areas to ensure development 
is: 
o designed to protect character and scenic amenity and integrate with the surrounding 

natural landscape and skyline vegetation; and 
o finished predominantly in colours and hues of the surround natural landscape. 

 
• The council’s choice to identify and include provisions for scenic amenity, is supported by 

the SPP state interests: 
o liveable communities (policy 3(b)) which states, development is designed to maintain or 

enhance important cultural landscapes and areas of high scenic amenity, including 
important views and vistas that contribute to natural and visual amenity; and  

o coastal environment (policy 1(c)) which states, coastal processes and coastal resources 
statewide, including the Great Barrier Reef catchment, are protected by maintaining or 
enhancing the scenic amenity and aesthetic values of important natural coastal 
landscapes, views and vistas. 

 
State assessment 

• The revised overlay does not identify erosion prone areas, and the overlay code does not 
include provisions to avoid development in erosion prone areas, including within the coastal 
management district (except where coastal-dependent, temporary/readily relocatable/able 
to be abandoned, essential community infrastructure, or minor redevelopment of an existing 
permanent building or structure that can’t be relocated or abandoned). 

• As such, the proposed planning scheme does not integrate the SPP state interest, Natural 
hazards, risk and resilience, for erosion prone areas. 

• The council has advised that the proposed planning scheme will be updated to incorporate 
the state interest, once the council has completed its CHAP, and the proposed planning 
scheme can be informed by the outcomes of the CHAP. This would be via a proposed 
amendment to the new planning scheme. 

• The council has advised that the CHAP is likely to be finalised, with further public 
consultation, in early 2020. 

• DSDMIP acknowledges that this work has been a significant undertaking by the council and 
is nearing completion.  

• Until such time as it is completed, the state interest can be addressed through the 
assessment benchmarks of the SPP in the interim period, as the planning framework allows 
this through the Planning Act and the SPP: 
o The Planning Act states that, to the extent of any inconsistency, a state planning policy 

applies instead of a regional plan or local planning instrument (section 8(4)(a)). 
o As stated in the SPP, where a state interest is identified as having not been appropriately 

integrated into a local planning instrument, the SPP applies to the extent of any 
inconsistency, and the local government must, to the extent relevant, assess 
development against any applicable assessment benchmarks in the SPP. The local 
government must also have regard to the SPP, including relevant guiding principles, 
state interest statements and state interest policies contained in the SPP, to ensure the 
state interest are not adversely affected. 

o The SPP contains assessment benchmarks for the state interest, Natural hazards, risk 
and resilience, and therefore, development in erosion prone areas will be assessed by 
the council against these benchmarks, in addition to any applicable provisions of the 
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proposed planning scheme. If there is any inconsistency between the benchmarks and 
the applicable provisions in the proposed planning scheme, the assessment 
benchmarks of the SPP prevail. 

• Given the mechanisms of the planning framework described above, development will be 
assessed against the same criteria via the SPP assessment benchmarks, as would have 
been required to be incorporated into the proposed planning scheme. Therefore, the state 
interest will not be adversely affected, even though the state interest is not appropriately 
integrated in the proposed planning scheme. 

• Generally, the preferred approach for drafting a new planning scheme, would be to 
appropriately integrate all relevant state interests for the local government area. However, 
there will be instances where this is not possible (for example, a last minute update in policy 
or mapping). 

• The Planning Act and SPP contain provisions to ensure that, regardless of the proposed 
planning scheme, the SPP prevails and the SPP contains assessment benchmarks and 
policies that will be assessed during development assessment. 

• Delaying making the planning scheme to complete the CHAP will result in at least an 18-
month delay to complete the study, make amendments, publicly notify changes and then 
adopt.   During which time the proposed planning scheme is at risk of becoming out of date 
requiring further substantial changes.  This outcome is considered to be sub-optimal, 
providing no certainty to the community.  Particularly, when the current scheme is already 
significantly out of date being that it is an IPA scheme made in 2006. 

• In addition, further delays in making the planning scheme is likely to have significant budget 
and time cost implications.   

• On the grounds that the state interest is dealt with through the application of assessment 
benchmarks contained within the SPP, DSDMIP is of the view that state interest is 
satisfactorily dealt with as an interim measure.  

• Furthermore, the consequences of not proceeding to adopt the proposed planning scheme 
outweigh the benefit to further delaying the proposed planning scheme.  

 
Recommendation 
• DSDMIP recommends:  

o a Ministerial condition that requires the council to complete a coastal hazards adaption 
plan and identify any necessary amendments to fully integrate the SPP state interest 
for natural hazards, risk and resilience (erosion prone areas).   

o a Ministerial condition requires the council to include advice in the planning scheme 
makes it clear that the state interest for natural hazards, risk and resilience (erosion 
prone areas) is not appropriately reflected in the planning scheme and that the 
assessment benchmarks for coastal hazards contained within the SPP apply.  
 

c) Bushfire prone areas 
 

• As a result of changes made post SIR, the proposed planning scheme as submitted for 
adoption does not appropriately integrate the state interest for Natural hazards, risk and 
resilience – bushfire prone areas. 

• The council made changes to the Bushfire hazard overlay map, to locally refine the mapping. 
• The SPP requires that bushfire prone areas are identified in the planning scheme.  
• The SPP states that a bushfire prone area can be based on a localised bushfire study, 

prepared by a suitably qualified person. If the local government has not done this, the 
bushfire prone area is the same as that identified on the SPP interactive mapping system 
(IMS) as a bushfire prone area. 
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• The proposed planning scheme identifies bushfire prone areas on an overlay map, Bushfire 
Hazard, using three layers: high potential bushfire intensity, medium potential bushfire 
intensity, and potential impact buffer. These layers are consistent with the SPP IMS, which 
lists these three, along with, very high potential bushfire intensity. The proposed planning 
scheme has combined the ‘very high’ and ‘high’ potential bushfire intensity layers into one 
layer; high potential bushfire intensity. 

• The version of the proposed planning scheme that was reviewed at state interest review, 
identified the same area of land as bushfire prone area, as was identified as bushfire prone 
area on the SPP IMS.  

• Subsequent to the state interest review, and as recommended by the council’s bushfire risk 
assessment report, the council has made refinements to the mapping, based on a localised 
bushfire study. The council did this with guidance from the Queensland Fire and Emergency 
Services (QFES). 

• As such, the version of the proposed planning scheme that has been submitted for adoption, 
identifies the bushfire prone area based on a localised bushfire study, and therefore not the 
same as the bushfire prone area identified on the SPP IMS. 

• On 21 January 2020, DSDMIP made a request to QFES to determine if QFES is satisfied 
with the locally refined bushfire prone area in the proposed planning scheme. 

• The council considers the changes to the bushfire prone area to be minor and are primarily 
to reflect existing cleared and developed land. A small number of changes are to reflect 
where a fire ecologist has identified obvious errors in the vegetation types that informed the 
potential bushfire risk.  

• DSDMIP is yet to receive a response from QFES. 
• In the absence of a recommendation from QFES, DSDMIP recommends a Ministerial 

condition that requires the council to amend the overlay map, Bushfire Hazard, to reflect the 
bushfire prone area that is currently identified on the SPP IMS.  

• The council can make an amendment to proposed planning scheme in the future, to update 
the overlay, pending the QFES determination. 

 
Recommendation 
• DSDMIP recommends a Ministerial condition that requires the council to amend the Bushfire 

hazard overlay map to identify the bushfire prone areas as is shown on the SPP IMS (prior 
to adopting the planning scheme). 

 
d) Biodiversity 

 

• Since the state interest review, the council has made numerous changes to the area mapped 
as MSES on this overlay, removing MSES from various parcels of land. The council has not 
provided the methodology used for every change, nor did the council consult with DSDMIP 
or other responsible agencies such as the Department of Environment and Science or the 
Department of Natural Resources, Mines and Energy, about the methodology.  

• The proposed planning scheme as submitted post consultation does not appropriately reflect 
the state interest for Biodiversity. 

• The SPP requires that MSES are identified in the planning scheme.  
• The proposed planning scheme identifies MSES on the overlay map, Biodiversity, 

Waterways and Wetlands. 
• DSDMIP has also identified that the council has not updated the MSES mapping in the 

proposed planning scheme since originally giving the proposed planning scheme for state 
interest review (May 2018), and there have been updates to the MSES mapping since this 
time. 
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• Given the above, DSDMIP is not confident that the proposed planning scheme accurately 
identifies all MSES in the Noosa local government area.  

• To address this, DSDMIP recommends a Ministerial condition that requires council to amend 
the ‘MSES Environmental Values’ layer on the overlay map, Biodiversity, Waterways and 
Wetlands, to reflect the current MSES extent. 

 
Recommendation 
• DSDMIP recommends a Ministerial condition that requires the council to amend the 

Biodiversity, Waterways and Wetlands overlay map to identify the MSES as is shown on the 
SPP IMS (prior to adopting the planning scheme). 

 
e) Social housing 

 

• The Noosa Plan 2020 contains provisions to increase the supply of social housing dwellings 
in the shire. The provisions are in response to: 
o the Noosa Housing Needs Assessment (Briggs & Mortar Pty Ltd, 2017) found that: 

▪ there is a shortage of social housing in the shire; in 2015 there were 138 households 
on the wait list, which has wait times of up to 10 years 

▪ the shire is less affordable than all comparable local government areas (LGA), 
Brisbane City and QLD. Rent and house prices are high, but median household 
income is lower than average resulting in a high level of housing stress (paying more 
than 30% of income on rent or mortgage). 

o the SPP, which includes a new policy (3c) introduced a 2017, which states, “A diverse, 
affordable and comprehensive range of housing options in accessible and well-serviced 
locations, is facilitated through…. (c) considering incentives to promote affordable and 
social housing outcomes, particularly in areas in close proximity to services and 
amenities.  

• Noosa is the first council in Queensland to respond to this policy in a planning scheme.  
• Social housing is defined in the proposed planning scheme as “housing made up of public 

and community housing that is owned and run by the government or a non-profit agency”. 
• The Strategic framework, Major centre zone (high-density residential precinct) code 

(Performance outcome (PO) 80) and High density residential zone code (PO20) contain the 
social housing requirements.   

• PO20 and PO80 require the provision of social housing at a rate of 1 in 10 dwellings at no 
cost to the council or a social housing provider: 
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• The requirement for social housing applies to three sites; one located within Noosa Junction 
(the former Noosa Heads Bowls Club) within the High density residential zone, and two in 
the Noosa Business Centre in the Major centre zone (high density residential precinct) as 
can be seen on the following maps: 

 
Fig 1: Map of the Noosa Business Centre 
Major centre zone with the two high 
density residential precincts “5E” circled 
in red where social housing is required. 

 

 
Fig 2: Map of the Noosa Junction with the 
former Noosa Bowls Club site circled in 
red. 

• The council selected these sites based on good proximity to employment, services and 
transport. The sites are undeveloped, large enough to deliver a significant social housing 
component and have received an uplift in zoning to allow high density residential as well as 
retail and commercial uses.  

• In addition to the SPP, the QLD Housing Strategy 2017-2027 prepared by the Department 
of Housing and Public Works (DHPW) seeks to deliver more social housing. The Strategy 
identifies that partnerships between the government, private sector and non-government 
sector are integral to achieving the Housing Strategy objectives as the government alone 
cannot deliver all of the required social housing across the state. DHPW advised that it 
supports the council’s approach to delivering social housing through a PO. 

 
Public consultation and correspondence 
• The council and DSDMIP have received submissions objecting to the social housing 

requirement from the landowners of the three sites: Coles, which own the former Noosa 
Bowls Club site in Noosa Junction; and Stockwell, which own the two sites in the Noosa 
Business Centre.  

• There were also five submissions to the council during public consultation in support of the 
social housing requirement. 

• Coles and Stockwell raised concerns including that the requirement to provide the social 
housing at no cost could make the developments economically unviable; the POs lack 
flexibility to accommodate other social housing models; and the focus should instead be on 
incentives for affordable housing.  
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State assessment 
• While DSDMIP acknowledge the council’s intent that the POs will ensure the provision of 

social housing close to services, thereby contributing to identified housing needs, DSDMIP 
consider PO20 and PO80 are not consistent with the drafting requirements, the SPP guiding 
principles or the continuation of an efficient and effective planning system. 

 
Recommendation 
• DSDMIP recommends a Ministerial condition that requires the council to amend the PO and 

AO to encourage the provision of social housing, rather than mandate it.  This change to the 
planning scheme is required to be made prior to adoption. Conditioned wording as follows:  

 
Performance Outcome  Acceptable Outcome 
Housing Diversity 
 
PO Where there is development for 
multiple dwellings, dwellings are 
provided to meet the needs of different 
households.  

AO  
 
Development:  

(a) makes provision for affordable and 
social housing; 

(b) provides social housing that is 
distributed across the development 
site; 

(c) provides 2 in every 10 dwellings as 
affordable housing; 

(d) provides 1 in every 10 dwellings as 
social housing. 

  
Editor’s Note – 
Affordable housing is housing that is 
appropriate to the needs of households with 
low to moderate incomes, if the members of 
the households will spend no more than 
30% of gross income on housing costs. 
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Social housing is housing made up of public 
and community housing, that is owned and 
run by the government or a not for profit 
agency (as the provider) for people on low 
incomes or with special needs. 
   

 
 
f) Development that the planning scheme is prohibited from stating is assessable 

development – Dwelling houses in residential zones 
•  The proposed planning scheme identifies a dwelling house as being impact assessable and 

an inconsistent use in the Medium and High density residential zones and the Tourist 
accommodation zone. 

• These proposed provisions are in direct conflict with schedule 6 of the Planning Regulation 
which, as permitted under the Planning Act, lists certain types of development that a local 
planning instrument is prohibited from making assessable development. 

• Part 2, section 2(2) identifies that a material change of use of premises for a dwelling house 
cannot be made assessable by a local categorising instrument, if—  
(a) the use is for a residential purpose in a residential zone; and 
(b) either—  

(i) there is no dwelling on the premises; or  
(ii) the material change of use involves repairing, renovating, altering or adding to the 
dwelling house in a way that does not change the classification for the dwelling house 
under the Building Code; and  

(c) either—  
(i) no overlay, as identified in the local categorising instrument and relevant to 
assessment of the material change of use, applies to the premises; or  
(ii) only an overlay about bush fire hazards applies to the premises and the premises 
are less than 2,000m². 

• Consequently, a dwelling house (only one dwelling house on the premises) for a residential 
purpose in a residential zone cannot be made assessable development by the planning 
scheme, unless there is an applicable overlay. 

• If the planning scheme makes a dwelling house assessable development due to an overlay, 
the assessment is only applicable to the matters prescribed by the overlay.  

• However, schedule 9, part 3, division 2, table 8 of the Planning Regulation does apply 
making the council a concurrence agency for the building works application. 

• Table 8 states, Development application for building work that is assessable development 
under section 1, if—  

(a) the building work is for—  
(i) a class 1(a)(i) building; or  
(ii) a class 1(a)(ii) building made up of not more than 2 attached dwellings; and 

(b) a material change of use that relates to the building work—  
(i) is for a residential purpose in a residential zone; and  
(ii) would have required a development permit if schedule 6, part 2, section 2(2) 
did not apply for the material change of use. 

• The matters the council must assess against are ‘The relevant provisions of a local 
instrument that would apply for the application if schedule 6, part 2, section 2(2) did not apply 
for the material change of use’. 

• This provides the council with an assessment role for the dwelling house where it does not 
comply with the accepted development requirements.  
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• DSDMIP acknowledges that under schedule 4, table 2, item 2 of the repealed Sustainable 
Planning Regulation 2009 (SPR), the council has not had the ability make a dwelling house 
assessable development in a residential zone since SPR commenced in 2009. 

 
Proposed provisions 
• Schedule 24 of the Planning Regulation provides a definition of residential zone –  

o residential zone means premises (however described) designated in a local 
categorising instrument as residential. Examples of ways of describing premises— 
▪ general residential 
▪ low density, low-medium density, medium density or high density residential 
▪ character residential 
▪ tourist accommodation 

• The proposed planning scheme identifies the following zones as residential zones, 
consistent with the Planning Regulation— 
o Low density residential 
o Medium density residential 
o High density residential 
o Tourist accommodation 

• The proposed planning scheme currently identifies a dwelling house as being impact 
assessable and an inconsistent use in the Medium and High density residential zones and 
the Tourist accommodation zone. 

• As schedule 6 of the Planning Regulation prohibits the proposed planning scheme from 
making a dwelling house assessable development, the proposed planning scheme is not 
well drafted and clearly articulated as required by the Chief Executive notice for the tailored 
process under section 18(3) of the Planning Act. 

• Schedule 9, part 3, division 2, table 8 would make the council a referral agency for a building 
work application for a dwelling house in these zones. However, with no assessment 
benchmarks identified, as the proposed planning scheme identifies the use as impact 
assessable, the referral agency assessment would involve the entire planning scheme.  

• This is not an appropriate outcome for the usability of the proposed planning scheme.  
 
State assessment 
• The council is concerned that the unique nature of Noosa will result in land identified for 

higher density residential development and tourist accommodation will be lost to high-end 
market dwelling houses as the use cannot be made assessable development. 

• DSDMIP has acknowledged the council’s concerns however the Planning Regulation 
prevails, and the prohibition exists irrelevant of what a planning scheme attempts to regulate.  

• DSDMIP and the council have agreed to further discuss the matter after the proposed 
planning scheme is adopted with a potential amendment to the planning scheme to further 
address the local issue (with due regard to the Planning Regulation). 

• DSDMIP has reviewed the Sunshine Coast Planning Scheme, Moreton Bay Regional 
Council Planning Scheme and the Brisbane City Plan for comparison. DSDMIP concludes 
that these schemes are all consistent with Schedule 6 of the Planning Regulation, therefore 
reflecting a consistent approach across South East Queensland for dwelling house 
development in residential zones. 

 
Recommendation 
• DSDMIP recommends a Ministerial condition that requires amendments to the proposed 

planning scheme to nominate a dwelling house to be accepted development subject to 
requirements (prior to adopting the planning scheme).  
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• The condition includes amendments to the tables of assessment for the Medium and High 
density residential zones and Tourist accommodation zone and the corresponding zone 
codes to ensure appropriate accepted development requirements are included in the 
proposed planning scheme prior to adoption. The amendments have been determined 
through collective work between DSDMIP and the council officers. 

 
g) Noosa Business Centre – Levels of assessment 

 
• The tables of assessment within Part 5 of the proposed planning scheme identify many uses 

within the Noosa Business Centre as impact assessable, depending on the applicable 
precinct and other requirements (e.g. proposed gross floor area and whether the use is in 
an existing building or not).  

• The Noosa Business Centre is in the Major centre zone and contains five (5) precincts, as 
described in section 5.2 above, which are shown on the ‘Framework and Character Plan’ for 
the Noosa Business Centre within the proposed planning scheme.  

• The majority of land in the Noosa Business Centre is undeveloped, is on one large (31 ha) 
parcel and requires the delivery of the road, transit facilities and open space. The 
‘Framework and Character Plan’ shows the intended location and layout of new roads, transit 
facilities, open space and other features. 

 
Public consultation and correspondence  
 
• The council and DSDMIP have received submissions and correspondence from Stockwell 

(the owner of the Noosa Business Centre) objecting to new development being impact 
assessable within the Village Mixed Use and Business Park Precincts.  

• Stockwell stated that the impact assessment process provides unnecessary obstacles for 
establishing businesses at the Noosa Business Centre. 
 

State assessment 
• The proposed planning scheme has been publicly advertised with the Noosa Business 

Centre in a Major centre zone and showing the intended development outcomes for the 
centre on the Framework and Character Plan. However, DSDMIP consider that the levels of 
assessment do not reflect the intended outcomes for development in the centre that is 
consistent with the purpose of the zone and each precinct.  

• DSDMIP consider that it is not an efficient or certain outcome for development in the centre 
to make uses that are normally anticipated within a centre (e.g. shops, offices and food and 
beverage outlets) impact assessable. Planning schemes should not place unnecessary 
barriers to development consistent in-centre development. 

• A Productivity Commission inquiry in the 2000’s identified that allowing third party objections 
on in-centre development allowed commercial competitors to lodge submissions and 
frustrate the legitimate land use aspirations for in-centre development. The report from the 
inquiry recommended that third party appeal rights be removed for in-centre development. 
At the time of the inquiry, there were some major retail centre operators who vexatiously 
lodged submissions, appealed and otherwise frustrated proposals for appropriate in-centre 
development by their competitors. Since that time most jurisdictions have been moving to 
reduce complexity of assessment where uses are in appropriate locations. 

• DSDMIP consider that most centre compatible uses should be accepted development 
subject to requirements (i.e. if they are in an existing building) or code assessable (i.e. where 
not in an existing building) subject requirements (e.g. gross floor area or height). In other 
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local government areas, new centres and major additions to existing centres have been 
adequately assessed and regulated as code assessable. 

 
Recommendation 
• DSDMIP recommends a Ministerial condition that requires council to undertake a review of 

the levels of assessment and regulation with the Noosa Business Centre and if necessary, 
submit an amendment to the proposed planning scheme to reflect the outcomes of the 
review to the Minister within 12 months of adopting the proposed planning scheme. 

• DSDMIP has discussed this matter with the council and the council proposed the wording 
for the condition in Attachment 5 to the brief. The council advised that it had anticipated a 
future amendment to the planning scheme to reduce the levels of assessment once further 
investigation and review of in-centre uses has been completed.  

 
7.4 Minister’s consideration 
 
In accordance with step 16 of the notice, the Minister is required to consider the following during 
the Minister’s consideration about whether the council may adopt the proposed planning 
scheme: 
1. the information given with the notice under Step 15; and 
2. if any conditions on the outcome of the state interest review have been complied with; and 
3. if the adoption version of the proposed planning scheme is significantly different to the 

version released for public consultation; and 
4. if the proposed planning scheme: 

a) advances the purposes of the Planning Act; 
b) is consistent with section 16(1) of the Planning Act; 
c) is consistent with the regulated requirements prescribed in the Planning Regulation; 
d) is well drafted and clearly articulated; and 
e) accords with the result of any relevant study or report. 

 
DSDMIP has undertaken a review of the proposed planning scheme against these requirements 
and a summary is included below. 
 
Step 16 (1) consider the information given with the notice under step 15 
DSDMIP has determined that the council has provided the necessary material required by step 
15. 
 
Assessment 
Step 15 requires the council to provide the following information with their request: 
1. an electronic copy of the amended planning scheme, clearly identifying any change that has 

been made to the proposed planning scheme since the state interest review; and 
2. a written consultation report containing a summary of the matters raised in the properly made 

submissions and stating how the local government dealt with the matters; and 
3. the reasons why the local government doesn’t consider the proposed planning scheme to be 

significantly different from the version for which public consultation has been undertaken. 
 
With the letter, which requests approval to adopt the proposed planning scheme, the council also 
provided the following material to support their request: 
• a copy of the council resolutions from the council meeting on 12 December 2019, related to 

the request to adopt the proposed planning scheme (Attachment 1 to the brief) 
• a consultation report containing a summary of the issues raised during public consultation and 

how the council has dealt with these matters (Annexure 1). Satisfies 2. Above. 
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• a communications strategy report outlining the activities completed during public consultation 
(Attachment 1 to the brief)  

• a statement about how the state interests are integrated (Attachment 1 to the brief) 
• an electronic copy of the amended planning scheme and maps (Attachment 2 to the brief), 

as well as separate documents clearly identifying the changes made to the planning scheme 
text. Satisfies 1. above. 

• a table of changes that explain all changes made since the SIR and public consultation as 
provides reasons why the council doesn’t consider the planning scheme to be significantly 
different from the version for which public consultation has been undertaken (Annexure 3 and 
Annexure 4). Satisfies 3. Above. 

 
 

Step 16 (2) consider if any conditions set out in the notice of the outcome of the 
state interest review (step 7) have been complied with 

The chief executive did not include any conditions within the notice of the outcome of the state 
interest review. Therefore, DSDMIP has determined that this step is not applicable.  

 

Step 16 (3) 
consider whether the adoption version of the proposed planning 
scheme is significantly different to the version released for public 
consultation 

DSDMIP has determined that the adoption version of the proposed planning scheme is not 
signficantly different to the version released for public consultation. 
 
Schedule 2 of the Minister’s Guidelines and Rules (MGR) provides guidance about what a local 
government is to consider when determining if a proposed planning scheme is significantly 
different. It states that, consideration must be given to the change in terms of its intent, extent and 
effect on both the land use outcomes as well as assessment requirements on individuals, and if 
the change has affected or altered any of the following: 
a) a material planning issue, such as a policy position 
b) a significant proportion of the area or landowners covered by the proposed planning 

instrument 
c) a matter which is of public interest 
d) levels of assessment 
e) the proposed instrument or proposed amendment, so that it is quite different to the version 

which was released for public consultation 
f) any other matter the local government considers relevant. 
 
Assessment 
The council has determined that the adoption version of the proposed planning scheme is not 
significantly different to the version released for public consultation. The council’s determination 
is based on an assessment of each change being made to the proposed planning scheme post-
consultation, and an assessment of the proposed planning scheme overall. The council’s detailed 
assessment of each change is within Annexure 3 and Annexure 4 along with DSDMIP’s review 
of the change, and how the council has considered them. 
 
Most of the changes being made from the consultation version to the adoption version, are to 
correct errors, and to aid in clarity, consistency and readability across the planning scheme.  
 
The council has identified the following changes to be changes that alter a level of assessment or 
the way in which development is assessed, however for the reasons explained below, are not 
significantly different: 
• Changes to the Recreation and open space zone table of assessment to specifically identify 

the portion of Lot 3 SP246584 north of Walter Hay Drive, Noosaville within this zone for certain 
types of development: 
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o post consultation, the council determined it did not intend to make caretaker’s 
accommodation on Lot 3 SP246584 as impact assessment - consistent and elsewhere 
impact assessment - inconsistent 

o the change involves making caretaker’s accommodation on Lot 3 SP246584 code 
assessment and elsewhere impact assessment - consistent. 

o the change in level of assessment is specific to one site and reduces the level of 
assessment. In relation to all other sites in the zone, the level of assessment has not 
changed and is now considered a consistent use providing future developments more 
certainty. 

• Assessment of a dwelling house for the purpose of bushfire, flood and landslide hazards is to 
be made through the applicable zone code rather than the applicable overlay code: 
o submissions from the development industry were received during public consultation 

requesting that dwelling house developments not be made code assessment for bushfire, 
flood and landslide hazards stating it was over regulation 

o the council determined that it was appropriate to make dwelling house, community 
residence, home-based business, rooming accommodation and short-term 
accommodation within an existing dwelling house accepted development for the purpose 
of the natural hazards 

o the overlay tables of assessment are changed to identify this exclusion from the overlay 
codes and the specific overlay benchmarks have been included in the applicable zone 
codes 

o the change reduces the level of assessment for low density residential uses subject to 
natural hazards, however, maintains the council’s policy position to protect development 
against natural hazards by providing assessment benchmarks which building applications 
must be assessed against.  

• Increase in the area of land which can be filled around buildings from 1 metre to 3 metres for 
flood resilience in an AO of the flood hazard overlay code: 
o the change is a result of discussions with landowners regarding improving flood resilience 

on properties 
o the change only impacts code assessment development applications for operational work, 

therefore there is no change in level of assessment 
o the council has demonstrated that the increase in fill area has been considered against 

the Noosa River Flood Study 2016 and that potential impacts of  this increase from 1 metre 
to 3 metres is insignificant on flood plain storage capacity and flood risk 

o the change maintains the council’s policy intent for filling of land within the flood hazard 
area. 

 
Having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR, DSDMIP considers that the changes made to the 
proposed planning scheme do not make the proposed amendment significantly different to the 
version that was on public consultation.  

Step 16 (4)(a) consider whether the proposed planning scheme advances the 
purposes of the Planning Act (section 3 of the Planning Act) 

DSDMIP has determined that the proposed planning scheme advances the purposes of the 
Planning Act. 
 
The purpose of the Planning Act is to establish an efficient, effective, transparent, integrated, 
coordinated and accountable system of land use planning, development assessment and related 
matters that facilitates the achievement of ecological sustainability. 
 
Ecological sustainability is a balance that integrates: 
• the protection of ecological processes and natural systems at a local, regional, State and wider 

levels; and 
• economic development; and 
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Step 16 (4)(b) consider whether the proposed planning scheme is consistent with 
section 16(1) of the Planning Act 

DSDMIP has determined that the proposed planning scheme is consistent with section 16(1) of 
the Planning Act. 
 
Section 16(1) of the Planning Act, requires that the planning scheme must: 
• identify strategic outcomes for the local government area to which the planning scheme 

applies; and 
• include measures that facilitate the achievement of the strategic outcomes; and 
• coordinate and integrate the matters dealt with by the planning scheme, including State and 

regional aspects of the matters. 
 
Assessment 
The strategic framework of the proposed planning scheme contains the strategic outcomes for the 
planning scheme area. The planning scheme explains the planning scheme’s strategic intent 
under the themes: 

• Regional context 
• A well managed and sustainable Noosa Shire 
• A connected, safe and happy community 
• Housing to meet diverse needs of the community 
• Noosa’s natural environment 
• A diverse and resilient economy 
• An innovative and responsive transport system 
• Coordinated and efficient infrastructure 
• Preparing for natural hazards and increasing resilience 

 
The strategic outcomes for the planning scheme are set out under the following key matters: 

• Settlement 
• Community wellbeing 
• Housing choice 
• Biodiversity and employment 
• Transport and movement 

• the maintenance of the cultural, economic, physical and social wellbeing of people and 
communities. 

 
Assessment 
The proposed planning scheme has a strong focus on achieving ecological sustainability, with the 
planning scheme seeking the majority of growth through infill development, therefore protecting 
ecological processes and natural systems. The planning scheme recognises that the natural 
resources of Noosa are its assets, and protecting these natural resources promotes community 
wellbeing and contributes to Noosa’s economy by being an attractive place to visit. 
 
The proposed planning scheme is drafted to be consistent with the template planning scheme and 
principles within DSDMIP’s Guidance on drafting a local planning scheme, November 2017. The 
purpose of this guidance document is to help local governments draft effective planning schemes 
for their area. 
 
As such, the proposed planning scheme delivers an efficient, effective, transparent, integrated, 
coordinated and accountable local planning instrument which has a strong focus on achieving 
ecological sustainability for Noosa. The proposed planning scheme advances the purpose of the 
Planning Act. 
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• Infrastructure and services 
 
The themes set out in the strategic outcomes of the strategic framework are put into action through 
the allocated categories of development, levels of assessment and assessment benchmarks that 
are set up in the proposed planning scheme. 
 
Through the allocation of zones, category of development, levels of assessment, application of 
overlay maps and assessment benchmarks, the proposed planning scheme coordinates and 
integrates the state interests of the SPP and ShapingSEQ; the State and regional aspects of the 
matters dealt with by the planning scheme. The proposed planning scheme, where compliant with 
the recommended conditions, coordinates and integrates the state interest. 
 
The proposed planning scheme is consistent with section 16(1) of the Planning Act. 

 

Step 16 (4)(c) consider whether the proposed planning scheme is consistent with the 
regulated requirements prescribed in the Planning Regulation   

DSDMIP has determined that the proposed planning scheme is consistent with the regulated 
requirements. 
 
The regulated requirements for a local planning instrument are contained within the Planning 
Regulation, Part 2 Planning, Division 2 Local planning instruments, Subdivision 1 Regulated 
requirements. The regulated requirements prescribe: 
• zones that may be adopted (and the purpose statement for that zone) 
• use terms that may be adopted and their definitions 
• administrative terms that can be included and the definitions and rules about when a different 

administrative term is included. 
 
Assessment 
The proposed planning scheme: 
• was prepared to be consistent with the template planning scheme and principles within 

DSDMIP’s Guidance on drafting a local planning scheme, November 2017.  
• only includes zones stated in Schedule 2, column 1 of the Planning Regulation 
• includes the purpose statement stated opposite the zone in column 2 of Schedule 2 
• has adopted only the use terms stated in Schedule 3, column 1 
• has included the definition for the use term stated opposite the term in column 2 
• includes administrative terms stated in Schedule 4 and has used the definition of the term 

stated opposite the term in column 2. 
 
The proposed planning scheme is consistent with the regulated requirement prescribed in the 
Planning Regulation. 

 

Step 16 (4)(d) consider whether the proposed planning scheme is well drafted and 
clearly articulated    

DSDMIP has determined that the proposed planning scheme is well drafted and clearly 
articulated. 
 
Assessment 
The proposed planning scheme is consistent with the regulated requirements, as stated above.  
 
As previously stated, the proposed planning scheme has been drafted using the template planning 
scheme in DSDMIP’s Guidance on drafting a local planning scheme, November 2017 as 
guidance.  
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The proposed planning scheme clearly sets the strategic intents and outcomes in the strategic 
framework. The measures to achieve these are set out through the allocation of zones, choice of 
categories of development for uses within the zones, levels of assessment for assessable 
development, relevant benchmarks, and application of overlays.  
 
DSDMIP considers the proposed planning scheme is satisfactorily drafted and clearly articulated.  

 

Step 16 (4) (e) 
consider whether the proposed planning scheme accords with the 
result of any strategic study or report, or review required under section 
25(1) of the Planning Act 

s25 (1) A local government must— 
(a) review its planning scheme within 10 years after— 

(i)   the planning scheme was made; or 
(ii)  if the planning scheme has been reviewed—the planning scheme was last 

reviewed; and 
(b) decide, based on that review, whether to amend or replace the planning scheme. 

DSDMIP has determined that the proposed planning scheme accords with the review required 
under section 25(1) of the Planning Act. 
 
Section 25(1) of the Planning Act requires a local government to review its planning scheme within 
10 years after it was made or last reviewed and decide whether to amend or replace the planning 
scheme based on that review. 
 
Assessment 
The current planning scheme commenced in February 2006. The council began review of its 
planning scheme in 2016, with the release of the Noosa Plan Discussion Paper in October 2016. 
Based on this review, the council resolved to replace the planning scheme. Therefore the 
proposed planning scheme is the result of a review of the current planning scheme, initiated within 
10 years of it being made, in accordance with section 25(1) of the Planning Act.  

 
8. OTHER MATTERS 
 
New koala conservation protections for South East Queensland 
 
The Nature Conservation and Other Legislation (Koala Protection) Amendment Regulation 
commenced on 7 February 2020 and amends the Environmental Offsets Regulation 2014, 
Planning Regulation 2017, Nature Conservation (Koala) Conservation Plan 2017 and 
Vegetation Management Regulation 2012 to provide increased protection to koala habitat area 
in South East Queensland.  
 
This new framework applies in the Noosa region and implements strict new clearing restrictions, 
prohibiting clearing of koala habitat areas within Koala Priority Areas.  
 
Proposed development that doesn’t involve interfering with koala habitat but is within Koala 
Priority Areas, will be assessed by local governments against the assessment benchmarks in 
Schedule 11 of the Planning Regulation. The state government will have responsibility for 
assessing development proposing to interfere with koala habitat outside of Koala Priority Areas 
(against a new State code). 
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As the proposed planning scheme was drafted prior to the release of the new koala framework, 
it has included a koala habitat area map, based on the state’s previous koala habitat mapping 
with local refinements: 
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This is supported by planning scheme provisions for koala habitat protection and 
enhancement, in Part 8 Overlay codes, Table 8.2.2.3: 

 
 
DSDMIP has undertaken a comparison of the koala mapping in the proposed planning scheme 
with the new koala mapping and found that there isn’t a significant difference in the area of land 
mapped by Noosa, compared with the new mapping (core koala habitat and locally refined koala 
habitat).  
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The map below shows the Noosa mapping (sand colour) overlaid on the state mapping (green 
colour) – the areas shown as green are the additional state-mapped areas that the proposed 
planning scheme has not mapped: 
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The map below shows the state mapping (sand colour) overlaid on the Noosa mapping (red 
colour) – the areas shown as red are the additional areas that Noosa has mapped, but are not 
identified by state mapping: 

 
 
The mapping comparison identifies that the new state mapping includes marginally more land 
than the mapping in the proposed planning scheme. However, the significant difference, is that 
the proposed planning scheme does not map Koala Priority Areas, where clearing of koala 
habitat is now prohibited.  
 
The associated provisions proposed in Table 8.2.2.3 contain requirements that the council can 
no longer regulate and requirements that are now outdated. The council can no longer regulate 
clearing of koala habitat, both inside the Koala Priority Area (as this clearing is prohibited 
development) or outside the Koala Priority Area (as this is regulated by the state).  
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However, the council will regulate development inside the Koala Priority Area that does not 
interfere with koala habitat (using the benchmarks in Schedule 11 of the Planning Regulation 
plus any additional benchmarks that the council considers supports koala conservation and 
which do not replicate or conflict with the Schedule 11 benchmarks) and can regulate 
development that is not interfering with koala habitat in the Koala Habitat Area (outside the Koala 
Priority Area) to support koala conservation outcomes.  
 
The table below is assessment of the proposed planning scheme provisions in the context of  
the new koala framework: 
 
Proposed benchmarks DSDMIP assessment 
AO11.1 
Development avoids clearing nonjuvenile 
koala habitat trees. 
 

This AO is to be removed because the council 
can no longer regulate clearing of koala 
habitat. 

AO11.2 
Development design complies with the Koala 
Sensitive Design Guideline: A guide to koala 
sensitive design measures for planning and 
development activities (Queensland 
Government 2012). 
 

This AO can remain as additional to 
benchmarks in Schedule 11 and to apply to 
areas outside the Koala Priority Area where 
no interference with koala habitat is involved. 
Update reference to guideline to remove date, 
as there is a new revision (effective 1 
February 2020), to say, Koala-sensitive 
Design Guideline: A guide to koala-sensitive 
design measures for planning and 
development activities (this is referenced in 
the State Code).  

AO11.3 
Where clearing of nonjuvenile koala habitat 
trees is unavoidable such clearing is 
minimised and an environmental offset is 
provided in accordance with the Queensland 
Environmental Offset Policy and provides for 
a net gain in koala habitat in Noosa Shire. 
 

This AO is to be removed because the council 
can no longer regulate clearing of koala 
habitat. 

AO11.4 
Development incorporates revegetation and 
landscaping that provides food, shelter and 
movement opportunities for koalas. 
 

This AO is to only be applied to development 
outside the Koala Priority Area where there is 
no interference with koala habitat (i.e. where 
the State is not a referral agency) because it 
replicates a benchmark in Schedule 11 of the 
Planning Regulation. 

AO11.5 
Development is designed to maximise and 
enhance connectivity between koala habitat 
trees and ensure safe koala movement 

This AO is to only be applied to development 
outside the Koala Priority Area where there is 
no interference with koala habitat (i.e. where 
the State is not a referral agency) because it 
replicates a benchmark in Schedule 11 of the 
Planning Regulation. 

AO11.6 
During construction, measures are 
incorporated to not increase the risk of death 
or injury to koalas, including koala 
requirements set out in Schedule 11 of the 
Planning Regulation 2017. 

This AO is to only be applied to development 
outside the Koala Priority Area where there is 
no interference with koala habitat (i.e. where 
the State is not a referral agency) because it 
replicates a benchmark in Schedule 11 of the 
Planning Regulation.  
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Proposed benchmarks DSDMIP assessment 
AO11.6 (continued) 
 

This AO references the replaced Schedule 
11, therefore this AO should be amended to 
read: …by including safe koala movement 
measures, as defined in the Planning 
Regulation 2017. 

PO11 
Development is designed, constructed and 
operated to— 

(a) protect and enhance koalas and 
koala habitat and avoid adverse 
impacts; 

(b) provide measures to assist the 
survival of koala populations in the 
area to mitigate any potential threats 
or risk to koalas; 

(c) provide for safe and appropriate 
koala movement across the 
landscape; and 

(d) provide for a net gain in mature and 
actively regenerating koala habitat. 

 
Editor's note—Koala Habitat Areas are 
mapped in Schedule 2. Koala habitat trees 
are not confined to these mapped areas, but 
also occur throughout other parts of Noosa 
Shire. 
The State Government Koala Assessable 
Development Areas identify koala habitat 
within assessable development areas under 
the Planning Act 2016. 
 

(a), (b), and (c) are ok to remain for 
development outside the Koala Priority Area 
where no interference with koala habitat is 
involved as these outcomes are not about 
clearing/interferences or offsets. 
(d) is ok to remain for development outside 
the Koala Priority Area where no interference 
with koala habitat is involved as this outcome 
can be achieved through safe koala 
movement measures such as through 
retaining koala habitat trees and other native 
vegetation through landscaping and 
rehabilitating area that have been cleared of 
native vegetation.  
 
Reword editor’s note to refer to new map and 
new framework.  

 
 
DSDMIP considers that the benchmarks in the proposed planning scheme either replicate the 
Schedule 11 benchmarks (except for AO11.2) or regulate clearing, therefore can’t be applied to 
development in the Koala Priority Area where clearing koala habitat isn’t involved. However, as 
per the table above, some of the benchmarks can be applied to development outside the Koala 
Priority Areas where interfering with koala habitat isn’t involved.  
 
Considering the above, to ensure consistency with the new koala framework and provide clarity 
to users of the planning scheme, DSDMIP recommends a Ministerial condition to incorporate 
the new koala framework into the proposed planning scheme prior to adoption. DSDMIP 
recommends the following condition: 

• Reflect the new koala conservation planning controls in the Planning Regulation 2017, 
which commenced on 7 February 2020 by: 
A) amending the map, Koala Habitat Areas, in Schedule 2, to reflect the new koala 

habitat mapping for South East Queensland (koala priority area and koala habitat 
area – core koala habitat area and locally refined koala habitat area); 

B) removing all provisions that relate to interfering with koala habitat (e.g. AO11.1 and 
AO11.3); 

C) including a note/s that clarifies how the remaining provisions will be applied, in view 
of the new koala conservation planning controls in the Planning Regulation 2017; 
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D) updating terminology and references to reflect the new koala conservation 
framework (e.g. updated Koala-sensitive design guideline: a guide to koala-
sensitive design measures for planning and development activities). 

 
9. LEGAL ADVICE 
 

 
10. CONCLUSION 
 
It is DSDMIP’s view that the council has prepared a planning scheme that meets the legislative 
requirements contained in the notice dated 19 March 2018, subject to conditions, and it is 
recommended that the council be advised it can proceed to adopt the proposed planning 
scheme, subject to the conditions (Attachment 5 to the brief).  
 
11. ANNEXURES 

Annexure 1 Consultation Report 

Annexure 2 DSDMIP’s summary of the council’s public consultation report 

Annexure 3 Summary of post consultation mapping changes and DSDMIP’s 
assessment 

Annexure 4 Summary of post consultation text changes and DSDMIP’s assessment  

Annexure 5 Council comparisons in short-term accommodation regulation  
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Annexure 4: Summary of Post Consultation Text Changes to New Noosa Plan 
Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

Part 3– Strategic Framework  

1.  Section 3.2.2  

 

 

 

 

 

Submission Final - No Further Changes   Minor Change to 
clarify character and 
amenity values 

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has revised the wording of the strategic 
framework to clearly recognise the Noosa North 
Shore area’s character and amenity values. This 
change is in relation to submissions. 

The council determined that this change was not 
significantly different, and therefore did not form part 
of the second round of consultation.  

DSDMIP does not consider that these changes 
would make the proposed scheme significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is for clarity of the character and amenity 
values for the Noosa Shire. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

2.  Section 3.2.4  Amended the following in respose to removing the Short Stay maps and changes to short-term accommodation  

 

Submission No further changes – Final Version.  Minor administrative 
correction to reflect 
the revised approach 
to Short-term 
accommodation. 

State Interest in Liveable 
communities is 
enhanced by protecting 
residential amenity, 
enhancing wellbeing and 
quality of life for 
permanent residents.  

To ensure consistency, the council acknowledges 
administrative changes are required throughout the 
proposed planning scheme to reflect the decision to 
remove the short stay maps and changes to short-
term accommodation provisions. 

The council determined that this particular change 
was not significantly different, as the policy change 
made to the short stay maps and short-term 
accommodation was detailed in the second round of 
public consultation.   

DSDMIP does not consider that these changes 
would make the proposed scheme significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is to reflect the significantly different 
changes public consulted on. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. Further detail on this matter is provided in 
section 7.3 of the assessment report. 

3.  Section 3.2.6  Further clarity in the roles and functions of the Major Centres including recognising the predominant role the NBC has 
in providing for long term economic growth and employment options as well as its designation as a Major Activity 
Centre in the SEQ Regional Plan. 

Submission No further changes – Final Version.  Minor change to 
provide further clarity 
with no impact on 
policy.  

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has revised the wording of the strategic 
framework to clearly recognise the roles and 
functions of the Major Centres, in particular the 
Noosa Business Centre. The revised wording also 
recognises the Noosa Business Centre’s designation 
in the South East Queensland Regional Plan 2017 
(ShapingSEQ). This change is in relation to 
submissions. 
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Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

 

The council determined that this change was not 
significantly different, and therefore did not form part 
of the second round of consultation.  

DSDMIP does not consider that these changes 
would make the proposed scheme significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is for clarity of Major Centres roles and 
functions. 

The change is consistent with ShapingSEQ. The 
change does not adversely impact a state interest. 

4.  Section 3.2.6 Add wording to recognise the new Gateway West Makers Precinct.  

 

Submission
s 

No further changes – Final Version.  Minor Change in 
response for 
consistency with 
significant changes 
made as part of 2nd 
consultation.  

No change in policy 
intent.  

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has revised the wording of the strategic 
framework to clearly recognise the new Gateway 
West Makers Precinct. This precinct was created as 
a result of submissions during the first round of 
public consultation. The inclusion of this precinct was 
released in the significant changes as part of the 
second round of public consultation. The revised 
wording is to ensure consistency throughout the 
scheme to recognise the inclusion of this precinct. 

The council determined that this particular change 
was not significantly different, as the precinct was 
detailed in the second round of public consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that these changes 
would make the proposed scheme significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is to reflect the significantly different 
changes public consulted on. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

5.  Section 3.2.6  Rewording to Tourism Section to further clarify the nature of the Tourism Noosa Strategy and include Noosa North 
Shore. 

 

Submission No further changes – Final Version.  Minor change for 
clarification and 
character.  

No change in policy. 

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has revised the wording of the strategic 
framework to clarify the nature of the Tourism 
Strategy Noosa and include Noosa North Shore. The 
council has stated this change is in relation to 
submissions however, DSDMIP notes that could not 
be determined when cross-referenced with the 
consultation report. 

The council determined that this change was not 
significantly different, and therefore did not form part 
of the second round of consultation.  

DSDMIP does not consider that these changes 
would make the proposed scheme significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is to correctly reference the Tourism 
Strategy Noosa and recognition of Noosa North 
Shore in tourism. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

6.  Section 3.2.6  Remove and relocate to Extractive Industries section  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version.  Minor drafting change.  No State Interest 
implication 

During the state interest review DSDMIP concluded 
that Noosa’s approach to extractive industries is not 
inconsistent with the Regional Planning Interest Act 
2014 (RPI Act). The council was allowed to proceed 
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Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

 

 

with the proposed wording in the strategic 
framework. 

The council has determined that this statement 
should be relocated from the Industrial areas and 
uses section to the Extractive industries section of 
the strategic framework. 

Furthermore, the council has amended the wording 
to demonstrate the new DNRME mapping system 
GeoResGlobe, as recommended by a DSDMIP 
planning officer in an email dated 22/11/2019.  

The council has determined this to be a minor 
drafting change and it has not been publicly 
consulted. 

DSDMIP does not consider that these changes 
would make the proposed scheme significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is a minor drafting change. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

7.  Section 3.2.7 Insert wording in the section called “An innovative and responsive transport system”  to further support transport 
services in the Shire  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version.  Minor change with no 
impact on policy. 
Providing consistency 
with strategic intent for 
the Noosa Business 
Centre and transport 
generally across the 
Shire. 

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has revised the wording of the strategic 
framework to provide clarity of the strategy intent for 
the Noosa Business Centre and its transport system.  

The council has determined this to be a minor 
drafting change and it has not been publicly 
consulted. 

DSDMIP does not consider that these changes 
would make the proposed scheme significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change allows the strategic framework to support 
the strategy intent for the council’s transport system 
and in particular the Noosa Business Centre. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

8.  Section 3.2.9 Preparing for natural hazards and building resilience. Minor wording changes and updating of information.  

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version.  Minor Change to 
drafting to ensure 
correct reference 
provided for 
GeoResGlobe. 

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has recognised minor drafting changes 
required and the correct referencing to the new 
DNRME mapping system GeoResGlobe, as 
recommended by a DSDMIP planning officer in an 
email dated 22/11/2019.  

The council has determined this to be a minor 
drafting change and it has not been publicly 
consulted. 

DSDMIP does not consider that these changes 
would make the proposed scheme significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is a minor drafting change. 
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Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

9.  Section 3.3.1  Added the following to strengthen coastal communities in the Strategic framework. 

 

Submission No further changes – Final Version. 

Council Response 13/1/2020 

The wording has been reviewed to correct minor drafting 
errors to read: 

“Development in the coastal communities where located 
within the Coastal Protection and Scenic Amenity overlay 
area is designed and sited to not compromise coastal 
environmental features and key landscape elements.”  

 

 Minor Change to 
clarify character and 
amenity values.  

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has included a new strategic outcome 
for settlement in the strategic framework relating to 
coastal communities and the Coastal protection and 
scenic amenity overlay area. The council has stated 
this change is in relation to submissions however 
that could not be determined when cross-referenced 
with the consultation report. 

The council determined that this change was not 
significantly different, and therefore did not form part 
of the second round of consultation.  

DSDMIP’s review of this new strategic outcome 
raises concern around the drafting of the sentence 
and its readability. DSDMIP provides advice to the 
council that this sentence should be reviewed for 
drafting purposes. However, the strategic outcome is 
consistent with the council’s policy position on 
coastal hazards. Furthermore, DSDMIP 
acknowledges that the council has decided to not 
integrate the State Planning Policy (SPP) for natural 
hazards, risk and resilience – coastal hazards policy 
1, 4, 5 and 6. The council reflects this in section 
2.1.1 of the proposed planning scheme. Further 
assessment of the council’s policy position is 
provided in section 7.4 of the assessment report  

DSDMIP does not consider that inclusion of this new 
strategic outcome would make the proposed scheme 
significantly different, having regard to Schedule 2 of 
the MGR – the change provides clarity on the 
council’s policy position for coastal hazards, which 
formed part of the second round of public 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

10.  Section 3.3.3 Amended the following in respose to removing the Short Stay maps and changes to short-term accommodation  

 

Submission No further changes – Final Version.  Minor Change in 
response to 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

State Interest in Liveable 
communities is 
enhanced by protecting 
residential amenity, 
enhancing wellbeing and 
quality of life for 
permanent residents. 

To ensure consistency, the council acknowledges 
administrative changes are required throughout the 
proposed planning scheme to reflect the decision to 
remove the short stay maps and changes to short-
term accommodation provisions. 

The council determined that this particular change 
was not significantly different, as the policy change 
made to the short stay maps and short-term 
accommodation was detailed in the second round of 
public consultation.   

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change is to reflect the significantly different changes 
to short-term accommodation public consulted on. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. Further detail on this matter is provided in 
section 7.3 of the assessment report. 

11.  Section 3.3.5 Further clarity in the roles and functions of the Major Centres including recognising the predominant role NBC has in 
providing for long term economic growth and employment options as well as its designation as a Major Activity Centre 
in the SEQ Regional Plan and further clarifying the roles of the two major centres being Noosa Business Centre and 
Noosa Junction. 

Submission No further changes – Final Version.  Minor change to 
further clarify the roles 
of the major centres 
with no impact on 
policy intent.  

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has revised the wording of the strategic 
outcomes for economy and employment to clearly 
recognise the predominant role of the Noosa 
Business Centre and the role of Noosa Junction. The 
revised wording also recognises the Noosa Business 
Centre’s designation in the South East Queensland 
Regional Plan 2017 (ShapingSEQ). This change is 
in relation to submissions. 
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Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

 

The council determined that this change was not 
significantly different, and therefore did not form part 
of the second round of consultation.  

DSDMIP does not consider that these changes 
would make the proposed scheme significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is for clarity of Major Centres roles and 
functions. 

The change is consistent with ShapingSEQ. The 
change does not adversely impact a state interest. 

 Part 5 – Tables of Assessment        

12.  Table 5.5.1 
Low Density 
Residential 
Zone   

Amended acceptable outcomes for Home-based business  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version.  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

During the first round of consultation, the council 
received 376 submissions regarding short-term 
accommodation, including the proposed short stay 
maps. Post submission review, the council decided 
to make significant changes to the proposed 
planning scheme relating to short-term 
accommodation provisions and the removal of the 
short stay maps. This significant change was 
included in the second round of consultation. 

At the conclusion of the second round of 
consultation, the council determined that no further 
changes were required. 

This particular change relates to the operation of a 
home-based business for short-term guest 
accommodation in the low density residential zone. 
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Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

DSDMIP considers that the council has appropriately 
repeated public consultation on the significant 
changes relating the policy position regarding short-
term accommodation. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the change and confirms that 
it does not adversely impact a state interest. Further 
detail on this matter is provided in section 7.3 of the 
assessment report. 

DSDMIP acknowledges that the tracked changes 
version of the proposed planning scheme has a 
drafting error for AO15 in the table of assessment. 
However, the ‘clean’ version for adoption correctly 
identifies AO15. The council must provide a 
consistent version of the planning scheme in both a 
tracked changes document and a ‘clean’ version 
document. 

Council response 13/01/2020 

There is an ePlan glitch that created a tiny red mark 
that looks like a strikeout but in fact is not an edit at 
all.  This has been corrected in ePlan and a new 
version will be uploaded. 

13.  Table 5.5.1 
Low Density 
Residential 
Zone   

As part of significant changes we amended levels of Assessment for Short-term accommodation and reviewed 
acceptable outcomes in response to removal of Short Stay Area Maps. Short-term accommodation changes from 
Consistent impact to inconsistent impact. Added an Editor’s note about Local Law  

 

 

Submission
s 

Final version  

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
with no changes  

Note the local law is 
still proposed but 
subject to further work 
so may not be out by 
the time the new 
scheme is adopted. 

No State Interest 
implication  

During the first round of consultation, the council 
received 376 submissions regarding short-term 
accommodation, including the proposed short stay 
maps. Post submission review, the council decided 
to make significant changes to the proposed 
planning scheme relating to short-term 
accommodation provisions and the removal of the 
short stay maps. This significant change was 
included in the second round of consultation. The 
change allows land owners some flexibility in letting 
out their principal place of residence, making it 
accepted development subject to requirements. If it 
is not accepted, it becomes impact assessable 
(inconsistent).  

At the conclusion of the second round of 
consultation, the council determined that no further 
changes were required. 

This particular change relates to the operation of a 
short-term accommodation in the low density 
residential zone. 

DSDMIP acknowledge that the tracked changes 
version of the proposed planning scheme (in both 
this table and the version provided to the Minister) is 
different to the clean version. The council must 
provide a consistent version of the planning scheme 
in both a tracked changes document and a ‘clean’ 
version document. 

Council response 13/01/2020 

There is an ePlan glitch which has shown the 
deletion in read but without the strikethrough.  The 
“clean version” was correct.  This has been 
corrected in ePlan and a new version will be 
uploaded. 

DSDMIP considers that the council has appropriately 
repeated public consultation on the significant 
changes relating the policy position regarding short-
term accommodation. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the change and confirms that 
it does not adversely impact a state interest. 
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Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

14.  Tables 5.5.2 
Medium 
Density 
Residential 
Zone   

Amended AOs for Community residence 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version.  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has made changes to the PO/AOs in the 
Medium density residential zone code which has 
impacted the numbering. This proposed change is a 
drafting change. The council included the change in 
the second round of consultation.  

DSDMIP acknowledges that this change was 
consulted on and no further changes have been 
made post consultation.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

15.  Table 5.5.2  Original Version  

 

 

Submission Table 5.5.2 for Medium Density Residential Zone is amended 
to allow for expansion of existing relocatable home parks to 
be code assessment and not impact.  

Final Version  

 

 Minor change to allow 
for the expansion of 
an existing relocatable 
home park to be code 
assessment. It is 
unlikely this will have 
far reaching impacts 
as the existing 
relocatable home 
parks are generally at 
capacity or are not 
located in the Medium 
Density Residential 
Zone   

No State Interest 
implication 

The council received two submission regarding 
existing relocatable home parks and the 
consequence of making all development, including 
expansions, of existing relocatable home parks 
impact assessable.  

The council has reviewed the submissions and 
determined the assessment level can be reduced for 
existing relocatable home parks. This change has 
been made post public consultation. 

 DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change is to reduce the level of assessment for a 
particular type of existing development whilst 
maintaining the council’s policy position on new 
relocatable home parks to require impact 
assessment in the medium density residential zone. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

16.  Tables 5.5.2 
Medium 
Density 
Residential 
Zone   

Amended AOs for Home-based business  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version.  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has made changes to the PO/AOs in the 
Medium density residential zone code which has 
impacted the numbering. This proposed change is a 
drafting change. The council included the change in 
the second round of consultation.  

DSDMIP acknowledges that this change was 
consulted on and no further changes have been 
made post consultation.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

17.  Tables 5.5.2 
Medium 
Density 
Residential 
Zone   

Amended Levels of assessment for Short-term accommodation in response to removal of Short Stay Maps.  

 

Submission Minor redrafting  with refernace to revised codes. 

 

Submi
ssions  

Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes. 
Minor change with no 
change in intent of 
policy. 

No State Interest 
implication 

During the first round of consultation, the council 
received 376 submissions regarding short-term 
accommodation, including the proposed short stay 
maps. Post submission review, the council decided 
to make significant changes to the proposed 
planning scheme relating to short-term 
accommodation provisions and the removal of the 
short stay maps. This significant change was 
included in the second round of consultation. The 
change allows land owners some flexibility in letting 
out their principal place of residence, making it 
accepted development subject to requirements. If it 
is not accepted, it becomes impact assessable 
(consistent).    

At the conclusion of the second round of 
consultation, the council determined that minor 
drafting changes were required to reference the 
revised PO/AOs and codes.  
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Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

This particular change relates to the development of 
a short-term accommodation in the medium density 
residential zone. 

DSDMIP considers that the council has appropriately 
repeated public consultation on the significant 
changes relating the policy position regarding short-
term accommodation. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the change and confirms that 
it does not adversely impact a state interest. Further 
detail on this matter is provided in section 7.3 of the 
assessment report. 

18.  Tables 5.5.3 
High Density 
Residential 
Zone   

Amended AOs for Home-based business  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version.  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

The council has made changes to the PO/AOs in the 
High density residential zone code which has 
impacted the numbering. This proposed change is a 
drafting change. The council included the change in 
the second round of consultation.  

DSDMIP’s review of the change has confirmed that 
there is no AO2 in the High density residential zone 
code and there is a drafting error as the AOs relating 
to home-based business being used as short-term 
accommodation are listed under AO3.1 to AO3.5. 
The consequence of this drafting error is that 
accepted development cannot achieve the AO 
requirements potentially impacting the level of 
assessment. Due to the consequence of this drafting 
error, the council must review and amend table 
5.5.3. 

This change was included in the second round of 
consultation, and the drafting error was evident in 
this version for consultation. 

Council response 13/01/2020 

This is a numbering error resulting from the inclusion 
of an additional PO ion the High Density Residential 
Zone Code.  The AO numbering has been changed 
in ePlan to correct this. 

The proposed planning scheme meets section 
16(1)(b) of the Planning Act 2019 – include 
measures that facilitate the achievement of the 
strategic outcomes. Furthermore, the proposed 
planning scheme will be well drafted and clearly 
articulated.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. Further detail on this matter is provided in 
section 7.3 of the assessment report. 

19.  Tables 5.5.3 
High Density 
Residential 
Zone   

Original Version   Final Version 

 

Draftin
g/ 
Planni
ng 
Circum
stance 

Amended after 
significant changes 
consultation in 
response to removal 
of the subject site 
from High Density 
Residential and 
inclusion in 
Recreation Open 
Space Zone.  

The rezoning was 
included in the 
Significant changes 
consultation. Minor 
drafting to remove 
property reference as 

No State Interest 
implication  

During the first round of consultation, the council 
received one submission regarding the portion of Lot 
3 on SP246584 to be included in the High density 
residential zone. Concerns were raised regarding 
bushfire risk to future residential development. The 
council was no satisfied that the risk can be 
mitigated and therefore have changed the proposed 
zoning to Recreation and open space zone. Refer to 
item 16 in Annexure 3A Summary of Post 
Consultation Mapping Changes table. 

The zoning change was included in the significant 
changes second round of consultation and this 
particular proposed change is to recognised that Lot 
3 on SP246584 is no longer within the High density 
residential zone. The proposed change has not been 
public consulted. 
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Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

 

no longer zoned High 
Density Residential.  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change is to reflect the proposed zoning for this 
particular lot and remove its reference from the High 
density residential zone code to avoid conflicts in the 
proposed planning scheme. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

20.  Tables 5.5.3 
High Density 
Residential 
Zone   

Amended Levels of assessment for Short-term accommodation in response to removal of Short Stay Area Maps.  

 

Submission Minor drafting amendments to AOs for further clarity in 
response to revised codes.   

Final Version. 

 

Draftin
g/ 
Planni
ng 
Circum
stance 

Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
with minor drafting 
changes to AOs as a 
result of revisions of 
Codes. No change in 
policy intent. 

No State Interest 
implication  

During the first round of consultation, the council 
received 376 submissions regarding short-term 
accommodation, including the proposed short stay 
maps. Post submission review, the council decided 
to make significant changes to the proposed 
planning scheme relating to short-term 
accommodation provisions and the removal of the 
short stay maps. This significant change was 
included in the second round of consultation. The 
change allows land owners some flexibility in letting 
out their principal place of residence, making it 
accepted development subject to requirements. If it 
is not accepted, it becomes impact assessable 
(consistent – unless located adjacent to or over the 
road from the Major centre zone).    

At the conclusion of the second round of 
consultation, the council determined that minor 
drafting changes were required to reference the 
revised PO/AOs and codes.  

This particular change relates to the development of 
a short-term accommodation in the high density 
residential zone. 

DSDMIP considers that the council has appropriately 
repeated public consultation on the significant 
changes relating the policy position regarding short-
term accommodation. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the change and confirms that 
it does not adversely impact a state interest. Further 
detail on this matter is provided in section 7.3 of the 
assessment report. 

21.  Table 5.5.4 
Tourist 
Accommodati
on  

Updated and Amended property details for sites where Multiple Dwellings are not supported. 

Significant Changes version  

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Removed Lot 803 SP203117 at 142 Noosa drive to allow 
multiple dwellings to provide more flexibility for the site in 
response to submissions.   

Final version 

 Original addresses 
and RPDs were 
inaccurate since 
recent subdivisions.  
Changes were 
included in 
consultation for 
significant changes, 
however further 
amended because it 
un-intentionally picked 
up the land adjoining 
the RACV resort 
instead of just the 
resort.    

No State Interest 
implication 

Post first round consultation, the council identified 
redundant property details for the properties within 
the Tourist accommodation zone where multiple 
dwellings are not supported. As part of the second 
round of consultation, the council amended the true 
property descriptions and released the tracked 
changes version of table 5.5.4 for public 
consultation.  

Post consultation, the council has removed Lot 803 
SP203417 from the assessment table, to which it 
has been stated the lot was incorrectly captured. 
DSDMIP’s review of the proposed scheme suggests 
that the change results in a multiple dwelling 
development on this site to be impact assessable 
(consistent) rather than inconsistent as consulted on. 
The council must confirm this in their reasoning as to 
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Council response 
13/01/2020 

Lot 803 SP203417 
does not exist.  It is an 
incorrect, outdated 
reference.   

94 Noosa Drive (Lot 
203 SP267424) 
consists of the RACV 
resort.  It is a site 
where multiple 
dwellings will be 
inconsistent. 

“The Enclave” is a 
separately titled 
community title 
accessed through the 
RACV site and 
currently functioning 
as part of the RACV 
resort for booking 
purposes but on 
different RPDs.  
Unfortunately, the 
street address of the 
Enclave is also 94 
Noosa Drive.  Multiple 
dwellings will be 
consistent at the 
Enclave. 

142 Noosa Drive (Lot 
3 SP126203) is a 
roughly half a hectare 
of undeveloped land 
immediately south of 
the RACV resort, also 
owned by RACV 
which is partly in the 
Tourist 
Accommodation Zone 
and partly 
Environmental 
Management and 
Conservation.  It has 
some significant 
environmental 
constraints but the 
use of multiple 
dwellings is 
considered consistent 
if at the right intensity 
for the characteristics 
of the site.    

One submission was 
received, during the 
first consultation, from 
RACV, seeking to 
protect flexibility for 
permanent or short 
term occupation. 

The edits done for 2nd 
consultation were 
incorrect.  Lot 3 
SP126203 should not 

why the change is not significantly different to the 
version of the scheme which was consulted.  

The additional council information provided in blue 
confirms the site which is now removed from the 
table is in fact Lot 3 SP126203. The removal of this 
property from the table will make multiple dwellings a 
consistent use on this lot. The council confirms that 
there were no submissions made on this particular 
lot for multiple dwelling use. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change is to correct an error in the table of 
assessment and does not change the level of 
assessment for a single site. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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have been included in 
this listing.  The 
property owner was 
not notified of an 
intended change and 
no further submission 
was received.   

142 Noosa Drive has 
no immediate 
neighbours that could 
be affected by this 
change. 

There are no impacts 
on allowable scale / 
bulk / intensity of built 
form. The site is within 
the Biodiversity 
Overlay including 
MSES mapping, 
meaning any 
development will be 
assessed.  

Council is satisfied 
this change is not 
significant having 
regard to Schedule 2 
of the MGR.       

22.  Table 5.5.4 
Tourist 
Accommodati
on 

Drafting error with Nature based Tourism and Resort Complex not in alphabetical order. 

 

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final   Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change is to correct a drafting error in the table of 
assessment. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

23.  Table 5.5.4 
Tourist 
Accommodati
on 

Amended Table of Assessment for Tourist Accommodation Zone in relation to short term accommodation, allowing it 
in a dwelling and included an editor’s note regarding the Local Law. Revised property details for short term 
accommodation requiring impact assessment for short term accommodation and multiple dwelling 

Significant Changes version  

Submission
s and 
drafting  

Minor Drafting to the editor’s note. 

Final Version  

 Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
with minor drafting 
changes post 
consultation to provide 
further clarity. Local 
Law not likely to be in 
place when scheme 
commences. 

State Interest in Tourism 
is advanced by the fact 
existing and potential 
opportunities, localities 
or areas appropriate for 
tourism development are 
identified and protected. 

During the first round of consultation, the council 
received 376 submissions regarding short-term 
accommodation. Post submission review, the council 
decided to make significant changes to the proposed 
planning scheme relating to short-term 
accommodation provisions. This significant change 
was included in the second round of consultation. 
The change allows land owners some flexibility in 
letting out their principal place of residence, making 
it accepted development. If it is not accepted it 
becomes code assessable or impact assessable on 
particular properties.  

At the conclusion of the second round of 
consultation, the council determined that minor 
drafting changes were required to the editor’s note.  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change since 
consultation would make the proposed scheme 
significantly different, having regard to Schedule 2 of 
the MGR – it is a minor drafting change. 
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The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. Further detail on this matter is provided in 
section 7.3 of the assessment report. 

 

 

24.  Table 5.5.4 
Tourist 
Accommodati
on 

Reworded criteria for a shop in Hastings Street to provide clarification.  Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change is to improve clarity of the proposed planning 
scheme. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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25.  Table 5.5.4 
Tourist 
Accommodati
on 

Amended criteria for bar to exclude where adjoin the Tourist accommodation zone as this is a residential zone.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change is to improve clarity of the proposed planning 
scheme. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

26.  Table 5.5.5 
Major Centre  

Amended the maximum GFA for small dwellings and Caretakers Accommodation from 90m2 to 100m2 and provided 
further clarification regarding Lot 3 Pr884396. Repeated for Dual Occupancy, Dwelling Unit, and Multiple Dwelling  

 

Submission 
and 
drafting. 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change allows for a slight increase in GFA for these 
types of development. The change impacting the 
particular lot was publicly consulted.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

27.  Table 5.5.5 
Major Centre  

Included provision for accepted development subject to requirements as drafting error and excluding properties on 
Bottlebrush Ave in response to submissions for Adult Store. Other amendments to this Table for land uses excluding 
properties on Bottlebrush Ave, Noosa Junction include Food and Drink, Market, Service Industry, Shop, shopping 
Centre, bar, function facility, Hotel, Nightclub entertainment facility and Theatre 

 

Submission 
and 
drafting. 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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28.  Table 5.5.5 
Major Centre  

Amended Acceptable Outcomes for the following uses due to drafting changes and re -numbering of AOs in codes.– 
Food and drink outlet; Office; Service industry; and Shop.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – drafting 
changes to the AO numbering. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

29.  Table 5.5.5 
Major Centre  

Including All other Activities section of table as omitted due to drafting error. This is the case for all Tables in the Major 
Centre Zone.  

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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30.  Table 5.5.5.2  

Table 5.5.5.3 

Table 5.5.5.4 

Table 5.5.5.5 

Table 5.5.5.6 

Table 5.5.5.7 

Table 5.5.6  

Table 5.5.7 

Table 5.5.8  

Amended the maximum GFA for small dwellings and Caretakers Accommodation from 90m2 to 100m2. Repeated for 
Dual Occupancy, Dwelling Unit, and Multiple Dwelling. 

 

Submission No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change to caretaker’s accommodation was 
provided in the second round of consultation. 
However, the change for the other two uses seem to 
have been not included. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change allows for a slight increase in GFA for these 
types of development and does not further impact a 
policy position. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

31.  Table 5.5.5.2 
Noosa 
Junction 
Hospitality 
Precinct.  

Amended Acceptable outcomes for accepted subject to requirements for some uses due to minor drafting changes 
such as renumbering. Adult store, Food and Drink outlet, office, service Industry, and Shop.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – minor 
drafting changes and changes to the AO numbering. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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32.  Table 5.5.5.3 Deleted table 5.5.5.3 Noosa Business Centre – Small Scale Business Precinct as a result of removing this zone 
precinct. 

Submission No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

N A The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

33.  Table 5.5.5.3 

Showroom 
Precinct. 

Revised land uses, levels of assessment and GFA criteria for Showroom Precinct as a result of submissions and 
expansion of the precinct. 

 

Submission
s  

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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34.  Table 5.5.5.4 
– Business 
park Precinct  

Revised land uses for this precinct and levels of assessment based on submissions and some drafting as a result of 
renumbering of AOs in codes. 

 

 

Submission 
and 
drafting. 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

N A The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on. 
Furthermore, the change includes some minor 
drafting edits and AO numbering.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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35.  Table 5.5.5.5 

Retail 
Precinct  

Drafting to some acceptable outcomes for accepted development as a result of renumbering of AOs in codes. 
Example below. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – minor 
drafting changes and changes to the AO numbering. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

36.  Table 5.5.5.6 
Village Mixed 
Use Precinct 

Removal of showroom in tables of assessment in precinct as not required as use is inconsistent impact. This is for 
Adult store, Food and drink outlet, service industry, shop and shopping centre. 

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

37.  Table 5.5.5.6 
Village Mixed 
Use Precinct. 

Inclusion of community care centre to provide more flexibility in the precinct.  

 

 

Submission
/ drafting  

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

38.  Table 5.5.5.7 

High Density 
Residential  
Precinct 

Removal of short-term accommodation from the table of development in response to approach for short-term 
accommodation 

 

Submission
/ drafting  

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. Further detail on this matter is provided in 
section 7.3 of the assessment report. 
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39.  Table 5.5.6 
District 
Centre  

Amendments to Food and Drink and service Indusrty levels of assessment for sites fronting Pearl and Kauri St in 
Cooroy.  

 

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final 

Council response 15/1/2020 

Within Table of Assessment 5.5.6 for District Centre Zone the 
rows for food and drink outlet and service industry are edited 
to remove the concerning reference to the Cooroy streets. 

 

 Minor change to 
provide a consistent 
policy approach 
across centres where 
they transition to 
residential areas. See 
below for further 
information.  

Council response 
15/01/2020 

Increasing the levels 
of assessment 
specifically for these 
two land uses still 
allows for these uses 
to occur as consistent 
uses but 
acknowledges the 
option for adjoining 
residents to make 
submissions on these 
two uses in relation to 
any potential amenity 
impacts such as 
operation hours, traffic 
etc.  

HOWEVER 

In light of DSDMIP’s 
concerns that this is a 
significant change we 
will revert the change. 

No State Interest 
implication  

This change has been made after public 
consultation. 

The change involves an increase in level of 
assessment to particular land uses’ on 9 properties 
in Cooroy. Of the existing properties, none of these 
uses constitute a food and drink outlet or a service 
industry. 

The council has stated that the change is not 
significantly different as it is consistent with the 
policy position across centres which are adjoining to 
residential areas.  

The council has not stated why the increase in level 
of assessment doesn’t resu lt in a significantly 
different proposed planning scheme. DSDMIP’s 
below assessment may provide advice on the type of 
explanation required as to why it is not significantly 
different, and the council should expand on this. 

DSDMIP has considered the council’s explanation. 
However, DSDMIP does not agree that this post 
consultation change is not significantly different. The 
change: 

• Impacts 9 privately owned lots which is a 

significant area of Cooroy’s District 

Centre zone. 

• Food and drink outlet and Service 

industry uses would now be impact 

assessable when under the consultation 
version they were code assessable.  

• This increase in level of assessment 
impacts a number of private land owners 

who have not been informed of the 

change and its impact and have not been 
afforded the opportunity to make a 

submission on the change. 

• Consistent and inconsistent is not a 
category (level) of assessment as defined 

by the Planning Act 2016. 

• This is a change to policy position for 
Cooroy – there are other properties zoned 

District Centre in the Cooroy township 

which are not subject to this policy 
position. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
the 21/01/2020 version of the proposed planning 
scheme and confirms that the council has removed 
the Cooroy sites from the table of assessment. 
Allowing the two land use types to be code 
assessable in this area. As a result there is no longer 
a post consultation change being proposed. 
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  Added Pearl or Kauri St in Cooroy to the table excluding certain uses which have potential interface issues with adjoining residential development. This is to be consistent with the same requirement for Adu lt Store, shops and shopping centres.   Food and Drink 
outlets change from acceptable development subject to requirements and code to consistent impact assessment. Service Industry goes form from accepted subject to requirements and code to inconsistent impact.  This is site specific and will not impact on other 
parts of the District Centre zone code. It also provides further clarity to PO11 in the Cooroy Local Plan Code which states that development west of the rail line has a domestic scale and does not result in reduced amenity for adjoining residential uses and PO9 and 
AO9.2 of the District Centre Zone Code (provided below), however acknowledging that the highlighted wording has been added for consistency. The overall policy positon has not changed in th at the planning scheme wishes to discourage noisy uses form areas 
adjoining residential area to reduce amenity impacts and provide appropriate transitional uses. This approach has also been applied in Noosavaille with the Health and Wellbeing precinct and at Noosa junction for sites on the norther sited of Bottlebrush Ave which 
adjoin residential development. The change will impact 9 properties. Of the 9 one is a motel on the corner of Pearl and Kauri St (west end), one a council car park, two are warehousing for a produce store with the rear of the building facing Peal St, one an office 
facing Elm St  and the remaining are residential including some units.  

  

 

 

 

 

40.  Table 5.5.6 
District 
Centre 

Drafting to some acceptable outcomes for accepted development as a result of renumbering of AOs in codes. 
Example below. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Minor drafting 
changes as a result of 
renumbering of AOs in 
codes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

This change has been made post consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – minor 
drafting changes and changes to the AO numbering. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

41.  Table 5.5.7 
Local Centre  

Drafting to some acceptable outcomes for accepted development as a result of renumbering of AOs in codes. 
Example below. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Minor drafting 
changes as a result of 
renumbering of AOs in 
codes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

This change has been made post consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – minor 
drafting changes and changes to the AO numbering. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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42.  Table 5.5.8 
Neighbourho
od Centre  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Minor drafting 
changes as a result of 
renumbering of AOs in 
codes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

This change has been made post consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – minor 
drafting changes and changes to the AO numbering. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

43.  Tables 5.5.9, 
5.5.9.1, 
5.5.9.2, and 
5.5.9.5 Low 
Impact 
Industry and 
5.5.10 
Medium 
Impact 
Industry.  

Table of Assessment for Low and Medium Impact Industry Zones be amended to make caretaker’s accommodation 
subject to code assessment rather than impact assessment based on submissions.  

 

Original  

 

 

Revised for 2nd consultation  

 

Submission Final version  

 

 

Draftin
g/ 
Planni
ng 
Circum
stance 

First changes were 
included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes. 
This has been further 
amended to reduce 
the criteria for the 
level of assessment in 
response to 
comments from the 
Department as well as 
providing more 
functionality in 
application. The 
criteria have been 
relocated as POS to 
the Zone codes and 
relevant use codes.  
Minor Amendment 
with no change in 
policy intent.  

No State Interest 
implication 

The council requested the department review the 
proposed change prior to the council voting to 
request approval to adopt. Initial advice to the 
council was as follows: 

The table of assessment sets out a scenario for sites 

under 2,000m² where ‘if my neighbour has a 

caretaker’s residence less than 100m from my site I 

need impact assessment, whereas that existing 

caretaker’s residence had a ‘first in best dress’ 

scenario and required code assessment. It may be 

difficult for the industry to abide by.  

It is recommended the council consider how 
applicants will know where the existing caretaker’s 
accommodation uses are around their site, so they 
understand the level of assessment required.   

The council’s final changes have considered the 
department’s advice and the council has determined 
this to be a minor change. DSDMIP confirms the 
changes have been moved from the table of 
assessment to a PO in the Low Impact Industry 
Zone Code. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – minor 
drafting changes which still consistent with the 
council’s policy intent. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

44.  Table 5.5.9 
Low Impact 
Industry. 

Delete reference to Gateway Drive for food and Drink and hardware and trade supplies as introduced new precinct.  

 

Submission
s  

No Further Changes – Final 

Council response 13/01/2020 this was an oversight.  Have 
now corrected the Hardware and trade supplies row to 
remove reference to Gateway Drive  

 

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

The council has not included a snapshot of the 
hardware and trade supplies use change in their 
assessment. DSMDIP requests the council provide 
clarification on which level of assessment for 
hardware and trade supplies uses are to remove the 
reference to Gateway Drive. The version of the 
scheme provided for approval to adopt only removes 
the reference from code assessment and remains for 
accepted development subject to requirements. 

 

Further consideration by DSDMIP on the introduction 
of this new precinct is provided below. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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45.  Table 5.5.9 
Low Impact 
Industry 

Delete reference to office as a result of adding new Gateway West Makers Precinct.  

 

Submission
s  

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

Council response 
13/01/2020 

This has the impact of 
making office 
inconsistent on Taylor 
Crt Cooroy, 
Carpenters Rd 
Cooroy, western side 
of Rene St, around 
Officeworks, Selkirk 
Drive etc Noosaville. 

This was reviewed as 
part of the significant 
changes as it was not 
the original intent to 
allow trade related 
offices in the general 
low impact industry 
zone as they are 
allowed in the majority 
of the precincts. This 
should have also been 
stated as a reason for 
the change post first 
consultation.   In 
addition with the 
introduction of the 
new Gateway Drive 
Precinct which also 
allows for trade 
related office use   it 
was considered 
appropriate to retain 
the integrity of low 
impact industrial lands 
outside of precincts 
and remove trade-
related offices. This 
was included as a part 
of the significant 
changes that were re-
advertised. 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

The council has stated that the removal of accepted 
development and code assessment for office is due 
to the creation of a new precinct. DSDMIP is 
uncertain if the removal of this from the general low 
impact industry zone table of assessment impacts 
this zone outside of precincts in other areas. Whilst it 
was publicly consulted the council should confirm 
that this change did not impact other areas outside 
of the Gateway West Makers Precinct. In particular, 
the change was suggested to only impact the 
properties in the new precinct, whereas the originally 
drafted levels of assessment were not specific to the 
Gateway Drive area.  

DSDMIP have reviewed the council’s response and 
acknowledges that whilst the change increases the 
level of assessment for office in a number of areas 
zoned Low impact industry, the change formed part 
of the second round of consultation and no further 
changes have been made post consultation.  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately consulted on. 

Further consideration by DSDMIP on the introduction 
of this new precinct is provided below. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

46.  Table 5.5.9.2 
Hofmann 
Drive  

Inserted Industry Activities heading in table.   

 

Drafting  No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on and is 
simply including a heading within the table. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

47.  Table 5.5.9.5 
Gateway 
West makers 
Precinct.  

Insert new table of development for Gateway West Makers Precinct.  

 

See Appendix 1.1  

Submission  No Further Changes – Final 

Council response 13/01/2020 The wording “and is not 
separately titled” has been deleted. 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

The inclusion of a new precinct in the low impact 
industry zone was provided in the second round of 
consultation as a result of submissions. 

The council has provided minimal information as to 
how this new precinct has no state interest 
implications.  
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Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

 

At state interest review, this area was zoned low 
impact industry. There has been no change to the 
proposed zoning.  

Complementary use: Code assessment ‘if no greater 
than 10% of the gross floor area and is not 
separately titled’. DSDMIP has informed the council 
on multiple occasions that a table of assessment, or 
assessment benchmark for MCUs cannot regulate 
reconfiguration/subdivision. This was raised prior to 
the request for adoption, in reference to the inclusion 
of complementary uses in the Medium Impact 
Industry Zone tables of assessment. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
21/01/2020 version of the proposed planning 
scheme and confirms that the edit has been made. 
The council was recommended to review the 
proposed planning scheme to remove any conflict 
between the tables of assessment and/or AOs/POs 
in relation to MCUs regulating RALs.  

48.  Table 5.5.10 

Medium 
Impact 
Industry  

The default position for development not listed or not meeting the descriptions listed in the categories of development 
be inconsistent impact rather than code for the Medium Impact Industry Table  

 

Submission  No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

49.  Table 
5.5.10.1  

Venture Drive 
Precinct 

Revise table of Development in accordance with new provisions for complementary development in the Venture Drive 
Enterprise Precinct. Amended criteria of levels of assessment for office.  

 

Significant Changes Version 

 

Submission Minor Amendment to AOs due to drafting changes 

 

Final Version  

 

Draftin
g/ 
Planni
ng 
Circum
stance 

Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
and has had a minor 
drafting change to the 
AOs. Not a significant 
change. 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on. 
Furthermore, the change made since consultation is 
a minor change to reflect changes in the AO 
numbering. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

50.  Table 
5.5.10.1  

 Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Final Version  Draftin
g/ 
Planni
ng 

Complementary Uses 
were introduced as 
part of the 2nd round 
consultation. The 

No State Interest 
implication  

This change for the Medium Impact Industry Zone, 
Venture Drive Precinct was not consulted on. 
Complementary use was introduced in the Low 
Impact Industry Zone, Gateway West Makers 
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Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

Venture Drive 
Precinct 

 

Council response 13/01/2020 The wording “and is not 
separately titled” has been deleted. 

 

 

 

Circum
stance  

table of Assessment 
for this consultation by 
default had every land 
use not listed as 
inconsistent impact as 
there was no definition 
for a complementary 
use. An administrative 
definition has now 
been included and 
allows for certain uses 
to be code 
assessment in the 
table of development 
rather than 
inconsistent impact. 
This reduces the level 
of assessment for 
those complementary 
uses to code.  The 
definition provides 
further clarity and 
does not change a 
policy position in the 
Scheme. It reduces 
complementary uses 
from inconsistent 
impact to code.  

Council response 
13/01/2020 

This aspect has been 
corrected for both of two 
instances in the scheme 

Precinct during the second round of public 
consultation.  

DSDMIP acknowledges that this change reduces the 
level of assessment for some particular uses in this 
precinct. However, as the change has not been 
publicly consulted the council needs to confirm to the 
Minister that the change is not significantly different 
and reasons why. The change is not necessarily 
providing clarity as it is making a policy change for 
certain uses in the precinct.  

Complementary use: Code assessment ‘if no greater 
than 10% of the gross floor area and is not 
separately titled’. DSDMIP has informed the council 
on multiple occasions that a table of assessment, or 
assessment benchmark for MCUs cannot regulated 
reconfiguration/subdivision. This was raised prior to 
the request for adoption, in reference to the inclusion 
of complementary uses in the Medium Impact 
Industry Zone tables of assessment. 

It is recommended the council review the proposed 
planning scheme to remove any conflict between the 
tables of assessment and/or AOs/POs in relation to 
MCUs regulating RALs. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
21/01/2020 version of the proposed planning 
scheme and confirms that the edit has been made. 

51.  Table 5.5.11 
Community 
Facilities 

Amended to specifically list Community Residences, Multiple Dwellings, and Rooming Accommodation as consistent 
and subject to code assessment on a site specifically annotated for that use. 

 

 

 

Submission No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on.  

DSDMIP acknowledges that the uses now to be 
included as code assessable on sites annotated for 
the particular use do not impact a state interest. The 
change reduces the level of assessment and does 
not impact other uses which are more likely to be 
owned or utilised by the state for uses such as 
educational establishments.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

52.  Table 5.5.11 
Community 
Facilities  

Amended levels of assessment and criteria Residential Care facility and Retirement facility to provide further clarity 
and consistency.  

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on.  
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The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

53.  Table 5.5.11 
community 
Facilities  

Amended criteria and renumbering of AOs for Food and Drink outlet,  market, shop and cemetery for further clarity  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

 

 

54.  Table 5.5.12 

Innovation  

Amended Caretakers Accommodation to be consistent with the Industry zones.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  The reduction in GFA 
still allows for a 
reasonable caretakers 
accommodation and is 
to provide consistency 
with the industry 
zones. Not a 
significant change in 
policy.  

No State Interest 
implication 

The change has been made post consultation.  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change aligns with the maximum gross floor area for 
caretaker’s accommodation across the industry zone 
and precincts.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

55.  Table 5.5.12 

Innovation  

Drafting to some acceptable outcomes for accepted development as a result of renumbering of AOs in codes. 
Example below. 

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Minor drafting change 
to the AOs as a result 
of drafting changes to 
Codes. Not a 
significant change. 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change has been made post consultation.  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change is required due to drafting changes with the 
AOs within the business activities code. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

56.  Table 5.5.12 

Innovation 

Added Health Care Service as a use to ensure tha the zone uses were cosisitent with overall outocomes for the zone 
and correcting a drafting error by not having relelvant codes for assessment for Emergencey serices.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Minor changes to 
clarify and achieve 
overall outcomes of 
the zone and to 
correct a drafting 
error. 

Council response 
13/1/2020 

Emergency Services - 
Eplan glitch showing 
tracked changes for 
inclusion of 4 
application codes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change has been made post consultation. 

The council has stated the changes are minor and a 
drafting error. DSDMIP requires further explanation 
from the council as to what the change in 
assessment is for health care services as a result of 
the change and why it is not a significant change as 
per the MGR, Schedule 2. DSDMIP acknowledges 
that the tracked change provided suggests that two 
new codes for assessment are now included for 
emergency services. However, a review of the state 
interest review version of the scheme suggests 
these codes were originally included. The council 
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These codes were 
included in the 1st 
round of consultation 
and is not a change. 

This is corrected in 
the tracked change 
version. 

Health care services – 
The purpose and 
overall outcomes for 
the Innovation zone is 
to facilitate 
development and 
industries in the 
Noosa Local 
Economic Plan which 
includes health and 
well-being. Health 
care services was 
unintentionally omitted 
from the 1st round 
consultation version, 
making it impact and 
inconsistent.  

The change to include 
health care services 
as code assessment 
was not considered a 
significant change as 
it meets the purpose 
and overall outcomes 
for the Innovation 
zone which clearly 
intended health care 
services as a use on 
the zone and its 
omission was 
unintentional. 

must provide confirmation on the exact changes post 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change is reducing the level of assessment for a 
type of land use expected in this zone. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

57.  Table 5.5.13 
Rural  

Amended criteria and levels of assessment for short-term accommodation based on revised approach.  Submission  Minor change to editor’s note. 

Final version  

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
with minor 
amendment.  

No State Interest 
implication  

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on. The 
minor drafting change made to the editor’s note does 
not change a policy position or a level of 
assessment.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. Further detail on this matter is provided in 
section 7.3 of the assessment report. 
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58.  Table 5.5 14 
Rural 
Residential 

Added Short-term Accommodation in response to the revised approach. 

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Minor change to editor’s note. 

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes. 
Minor changes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on. The 
minor drafting change made to the editor’s note does 
not change a policy position or a level of 
assessment.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. Further detail on this matter is provided in 
section 7.3 of the assessment report. 

59.  Table 5.5.15 
Environmenta
l 
Management 
and 
Conservation  

Drafting change to provided consistencey across all tables of development. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Drafting error and 
minor change to be 
consistent with all 
other tables of 
Assessment which 
have for any other 
defined use not listed 
in the Table or for an 
undefined use as 
inconsistent impact.  

No State Interest 
implication  

The change has been made post consultation. 

The council has stated the changes are minor and a 
drafting error. DSDMIP acknowledges that the level 
of assessment has not changed, and this is 
consistent with the policy position that all defined 
uses not listed in the table of assessment are 
consistent inconsistent uses for that zone. DSDMIP 
does not consider that the change would make the 
proposed scheme significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

60.  Table 5.5.16 
Recreation 
and Open 
Space  

The table of assessment amended to include uses for the portion of Lot 3 SP246584 north of Walter Hay Drive that 
has been rezoned to Open Space and Recreation. Uses amended are Caretaker’s accommodation; Food and Drink 
outlet; market; Club; community use; Educational establishment; Emergency services; place of worship; function 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final 

Post 2nd round consultation changes: 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Change. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP has reviewed the version released for the 
second round of public consultation, the tracked 
changes version and the “clean” version submitted to 
the Minister. DSDMIP confirms that version 
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facility; telecommunications facility; Utility installation; Indoor Sport and recreation; Major sport, recreation and 
entertainment facility; Outdoor sport and recreation. Examples below:  

 

 

 

Council response 
13/01/2020  

Following 2nd round 
consultation it was 
determined there had 
been an unintentional 
drafting error, and the 
intent was to allow 
caretaker’s 
accommodation on 
Lot 3 SP246584 as 
code assessment, and 
caretaker’s 
accommodation 
elsewhere in the zone 
impact consistent.  

The change is not 
considered a 
significant change or 
departure from that 
publicly notified in 2nd 
round consultation.  

The table of 
assessment is 
amended to include 
Educational 
establishment, if an 
outdoor education 
establishment and 
associated with 
outdoor sport and 
recreation on the 
same site as an 
impact consistent use. 
This use supports the 
purpose and overall 
outcomes of the 
Recreation and Open 
Space zone and is not 
considered a 
significant change, but 
rather an unintentional 
omission. 

submitted for approval to adopt has changed post 
consultation and the council has not clearly 
demonstrated this in the table and provided 
reasoning for the change and whether it is 
significantly different. 

Furthermore, the change to educational 
establishment, whilst publicly consulted on in round 
2, is not related to the change in policy position for 
Lot 3 SP246584. The council should provide further 
detail on this change, in particular the impact to any 
state interests. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response. 
DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change to caretaker’s accommodation is specific to a 
single site and reduces the level of assessment for 
that site to code assessable. DSDMIP also notes 
that caretaker’s residence on all other sites within 
this zone would be impact assessable (consistent). 
The change to Educational establishment identifies it 
as a consistent use but still remains impact 
assessable.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

61.  Table 5.5.16 
Recreation 
and Open 
Space 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Drafting error and 
minor change to be 
consistent with all 
other tables of 
Assessment which 
have for any other 
defined use not listed 
in the Table or for an 
undefined use as 
inconsistent impact. 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change has been made post consultation. 

The council has stated the changes are minor and a 
drafting error. DSDMIP acknowledges that the level 
of assessment has not changed, and this is 
consistent with the policy position that all defined 
uses not listed in the table of assessment are 
consistent inconsistent uses for that zone. DSDMIP 
does not consider that the change would make the 
proposed scheme significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

62.  Table 5.9.5  
Extractive 
Resources 
Overlay  

Extractive Resources Overlay. Amend benchmarks and criteria to require the same level of assessment for material 
change of use and reconfiguring a lot for land within Extractive Resources processing area, Extractive Resource 
Separation Area, Transport Route and Transport Route Separation area. Include “caretaker’s accommodation” in the 
exclusion of material change of use consistent with the SPP Guidelines. 

Submission No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

Yes – amended to be 
consistent with SPP. 
State interest response 
for Extractive Resources 
provided separately at 
Appendix 2  

The change was provided in the second round of 
consultation. 

The council has stated the change to the table of 
assessment is consistent with the state interest for 
mining and extractive resources in the SPP.  
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DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
change was appropriately re-consulted on.  

DSDMIP considers that the change appropriately 
integrates the SPP and does not adversely impact a 
state interest. 

63.  Table 5.9.3 
Bushfire 
Hazard 
Overlay 

Table 5.9.6 
Flood Hazard 
Overlay 

Table 5.9.8 
Landslide 
Hazard 
Overlay  

Make dwelling houses accepted development in the bushfire, landslide hazard, and flooding overlay areas. This was 
request from the development industry (development consultants and certifiers).  

 

Submission No Further Changes – Final 

Council response 13/01/2020 

Uses including Community Residence, Dwelling House and 
Rooming accommodation (that are accepted development in 
the zone tables of assessment (Section 5.5.1 and 5.5.2, 
5.5.13, 5.5.14) have relevant benchmarks stated for flood, 
landslide and bushfire risk that are incorporated into the Low 
Density Housing Code.  

Section 5.9 (ToD for overlays) notes that ‘development that is 
not identified as being subject to an overlay in this table does 
not require assessment against an overlay’. It is the zone 
codes that include the accepted development criteria for 
bushfire, landslide and flooding. 

The wording in this note is edited to read: “Development that 
is not identified as being subject to an overlay in these tables 
does not require assessment against an overlay”.   

The relevant criteria for bushfire hazard, flood hazard and 
landside hazard in Low Density Housing Code  supports the 
state interests for natural hazards, risk and resilience within 
the SPP by ensuring that development avoids or mitigates 
the risk to people and property. For bushfire, the outcomes 
require adequate water supply. For flooding, the outcomes 
require minimum floor heights to be met. For landslide, 
development is to avoid landslide hazard areas or slopes 
greater than 15%. 

For AO22.1 and AO22.1 for landslide in the Low Density 
Housing Code, the outcomes have now been changed to 
state that they are two alternative outcomes with the inclusion 
of an “OR” linking these two outcomes.   

Further changes made to the list of AOs for landslide risks for 
Community Residence and Dwelling House in the Zone TOD 
(5.5.1 and 5.5.2) to call up AO22 in the Low Density Housing 
Code as this was missing. 

Also see Item 211 below. 

 Minor changes to 
reduce regulation for 
dwelling houses on 
properties affected by 
these overlays. The 
provisions relating to 
dwelling houses in 
these overlay areas 
require either 
specialist technical 
reports to be prepared 
or minimum flood 
heights to be met. 
These requirements 
are prescriptive and 
do not require a code 
assessment process 
for assessments. 
Building certifiers can 
ensure this. This also 
reflects the current 
situation in the 2006 
Noosa Plan.  

Yes – Will reduce red 
tape and streamline 
processes. Reflects the 
current situation in the 
2006 Noosa Plan.  

The change has been made post consultation. 

The council has stated the changes are minor to 
remove the code assessment requirements for low 
density residential uses in these overlay areas. 
DSDMIP acknowledges that the change reduces the 
level of assessment to accepted development (with 
no requirements under the overlay codes).  

DSDMIP requests that the council confirm that these 
residential uses, where accepted development 
subject to requirements, still have assessment 
benchmarks for addressing bushfire, landslide, and 
flooding within the relevant zone or development 
codes. The council must demonstrate how the 
change does not adversely impact on the state 
interest for natural hazards, risk and resilience within 
the SPP (i.e. development mitigates the risk to 
people and property). The council must demonstrate 
how the scheme appropriately integrates the SPP.  

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
concludes that the proposed planning scheme will 
appropriately integrate the SPP for Natural hazards, 
risk and resilience for bushfire, flood and landslide.  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
changes do not change a policy position or 
assessment requirements for these particular uses.  

DSDMIP considers that the changes appropriately 
integrate the SPP and does not adversely impact a 
state interest. 
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Part 6 – Zones 
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64.  6.3.1 Low 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Amend Overall Outcomes to reflect changes in Short stay area maps and Short-term accommodation  

 

Submission No further changes – Final Version.  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

During the first round of consultation, the council 
received 376 submissions regarding short-term 
accommodation, including the proposed short stay 
maps. Post submission review, the council decided 
to make significant changes to the proposed 
planning scheme relating to short-term 
accommodation provisions and the removal of the 
short stay maps. This significant change was 
included in the second round of consultation. The 
change allows land owners some flexibility in letting 
out their principal place of residence, making it 
accepted development subject to requirements. If it 
is not accepted, it becomes impact assessable 
(inconsistent).  

At the conclusion of the second round of 
consultation, the council determined that no further 
changes were required. 

This particular change relates to the operation of a 
short-term accommodation in the low density 
residential zone. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
council has appropriately repeated public 
consultation on the significant changes relating the 
policy position regarding short-term accommodation. 

The regulation of land uses within land use zones is 
a local government matter. In particular, the 
regulation of short-term accommodation within the 
low density residential zone does not impact on a 
state interest. Further detail on this matter is 
provided in section 7.3 of the assessment report. 

65.  6.3.1 Low 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Amend AO2.1 to reflect changes and consistency in approach to Short-term Accommodation.  

 

Submission  No further changes – Final Version.  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

As above. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
council has appropriately repeated public 
consultation on the significant changes relating the 
policy position regarding short-term accommodation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. Further detail on this matter is provided in 
section 7.3 of the assessment report. 

66.  6.3.1 Low 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Amended PO3 and AO3 to remove references to Short Stay Area Maps.  Submission Amendments to AO3.2 as a result of submissions received 
from 2nd consultation regarding AO3.2 (d) and small drafting 
change in PO3(g)  

Final Version  

Submis
sions  

Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
however amendments 
made to further clarify 
AO3.2 in response to 
submissions received 
and some minor 
drafting changes to 
PO requiring no more 
than 5 bedrooms 
which was the original 
position. 

No State Interest 
implication 

As above. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
council has appropriately repeated public 
consultation on the significant changes relating the 
policy position regarding short-term accommodation.  

The changes made post consultation include: 

• Reducing the number of bedrooms available to 
guests as a result of submissions as per the 
original version of the proposed scheme; and 

• Drafting changes to the PO to improved 
readability of the PO and AOs.  

DSDMIP acknowledges these additional changes 
made post consultation does not result in the 
proposed scheme being significantly different. 
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Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

 

 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. Further detail on this matter is provided in 
section 7.3 of the assessment report. 

67.  6.3.1 Low 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Amend the wording for building height to provide further clarity where excavation of a site occurs. AO7 is amended to 
read “Any portion of the exposed external facade of the building is backfilled so that no portion of the building is 
greater than 8 metres when measured vertically from ground level.” Similar wording will apply to all zone codes . 

Original version 

 

Submission  No further changes – Final version  

 

 Original version 
Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes, 
however amended in 
response to 
submissions received 
in first consultation. 
Not considered 
significant as it is just 
rewording to achieve 
the same outcome   

 

Yes – To ensure 
consistency with the 
QDC and has been 
preliminary reviewed by 
Regional office.  This will 
be replicated for every 
zone.  

The council requested the department review the 
proposed wording change prior to the council voting 
to request approval to adopt. 

The council’s final changes have considered the 
department’s advice and the council has determined 
this to be a minor change.  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – minor 
drafting changes which still consistent with the 
council’s policy intent. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

68.  6.3.1 Low 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Minor drafting change to PO9 Setback to provide further clarity.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final version  

 

 Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes, 
however in response 
to submissions 
received in first 
consultation as not 
considered significant 
as it is just rewording 
to achieve the same 
outcome   

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has made this change for added clarity. 
DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is to one word only and provides greater 
clarity to the PO. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

69.   6.3.1 Low 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Amend AO9.4 to exclude pools below 1m and garages and sheds from setbacks as this is currently the case with the 
current planning scheme. This will further reduce red tape and allow Building certifier’s to sign off on these.  

Include a reference to the map for the Noosa River as excluded as a drafting error.  

Original Version - 

Submission
s  

No further changes – Final version  

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes, 
however amended in 
response to 
submissions received 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP note this was not included in the 2nd round 
consultation, however DSDMIP does not consider 
that this change would make the proposed 
amendment significantly different, having regard to 
Schedule 2 of the MGR – the change is in response 
to submissions, to more closely reflect the current 
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Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

 

 

in first consultation as 
not considered 
significant as it is just 
rewording to reduce 
red tape and have 
consistency between 
what is currently 
occurring and to 
amend a drafting 
error.  

planning scheme, reduce red-tape, fixes a drafting 
error and is not a policy change. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

70.   6.3.1 Low 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Minor word change to PO11 to read correctly. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Minor drafting Change post significant consolation for clarity. 

Final Version  

 

 Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
and is a minor drafting 
change for readability. 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is a minor drafting change for readability. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

71.  6.3.1 Low 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

That AO15 be reworded to include the word driveway as drafting error. 

 

Submission  No further changes – Final Version.  Minor Changes to 
further clarify 
provisions 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is a minor drafting change for clarity. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

72.  6.3.1 Low 
Density 
residential 
Zone  

AO16.2 be amended to further clarify.  

Original Version   

Submission No further changes – Final Version.   Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
as a result of 
submissions received 

Yes - This was to ensure 
consistency with the 
QDC. The provisions 
have been preliminary 

The council has made changes post consultation to 
this AO as a result of submissions.  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
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Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

 

 

in the first 
consultation. Minor 
drafting to further 
clarify the AO for 
Building certifiers. 

reviewed by Regional 
Office 

different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is a minor drafting change for clarity. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

73.  6.3.1 Low 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

That throughout the New Noosa Plan references to “steep land” and the associated definition be removed and 
replaced with either “sloping sites” or “steep slopes” as appropriate and AO20 be reworded to further clarify.  

Original Version  

 

 

 

Submission
s  

No further changes – Final Version. 

 

 Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes. 
Minor Changes to 
further clarify 
provisions relating to 
amenity for sloping 
sites. 

 

Yes - This was to ensure 
consistency with the 
QDC. The provisions 
have been preliminary 
reviewed by Regional 
Office 

DSDMIP suggested council amend the wording of 
AO20.1 as the sentence was difficult to read and 
requires reworking.  

The council amended the wording and DSDMIP has 
reviewed the change in the 21/01/2020 version of 
the proposed planning scheme and confirms the 
wording has been improved. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
changes are minor changes and do not impact a 
policy intent for development on sloping sites.  

DSDMIP considers that the changes appropriately 
integrate the SPP and does not adversely impact a 
state interest. 
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Changes to address Submissions  

# Section 
Reference  

Changes tracked onto First Consultation Version  Origin  Changes tracked onto Second Consultation Version Origin  Significant change  State Interest DSDMIP Assessment 

Council response 15/1/2020 

AO20.1 is reworded to read as follows 

 

74.  6.3.2 Medium 
Density Zone 
Code 

Amend AO4.2 in response to change in approach to Short term accommodation. 

 

 

Submission
s 

No further changes – Final Version.  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change formed part of the 2nd round of 
consultation and no further changes have been 
made.  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change has been appropriately consulted on. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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75.  6.3.2 Medium 
Density Zone 
Code 

Insert PO5 and AO5s in response to approach with Short-term Accommodation. 

Original Significant Changes Version  

 

Submission
s  

AO5.2 Further amended in response to submissions.AO5.2 
amended to provide a further clarification. PO5 (h) minor 
drafting amendment.   

Final Version  

 

Council response 15/1/2020 

 AO5.2 is edited 

 

 

Submis
sions 

Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
and further amended 
in response to 
submissions. The 
amendments are to 
AO5.5 with no 
changes to POs. 
Minor Changes. 

Council response 
15/1/2020 

The criteria in the Low 
Density Residential 
Zone code (AO3.2 of 
Table 6.3.1.3), the 
Medium Density 
Residential Zone (and 
AO5.2 of Table 
6.3.2.3) and the High 
Density Residential 
Zone (AO3.5 of Table 
6.3.3.3) are effectively 
the same. 

For self assessment 
AO4.2, AO5.2, AO5.3 
and AO5.4 of the zone 
code are called up. It 
is considered this can 
be reduced to just 
AO5.2 as it is just the 
occasional use of an 
existing building. 

Therefore changes to 
the Tables of 
Assessment are 
proposed which 
generally decrease 
the requirements. 

 

In terms of whether 
this is a significant 
change, the only new 
provision now is that 
short-term 
accommodation does 
not create noise that 
would unreasonably 
impact on the 
residential amenity 
enjoyed by the 
adjoining or 
surrounding 
properties. 

Council accepts that 
this can be difficult to 
measure and that a 
resident family in a 
permanent dwelling 
can offend some 
people, however 
without the clause 
there is little to protect 
residential amenity if 
conflicts do arise.    

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has made amendments to AO5.2 post 
consultation which provide additional assessment 
parameters for short-term accommodation in this 
zone. The council has stated that it is a minor 
drafting amendment. However, DSDMIP requested 
additional explanation as to how these additional 
parameters and restrictions on short-term 
accommodation are not considered significantly 
different from the version which was released on the 
second round of consultation. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response of 
15/1/2020 and agrees the proposed change to 
AO5.2 and consequential change to the Medium 
density residential zone table of assessment are not 
significant. DSDMIP notes the additional criteria in 
AO5.2 related to noise will be difficult to assess 
before the use is actually operational; but accepts 
that council would like to have something in the 
scheme to rely upon during compliance action 
measures. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
changes are minor changes and do not impact a 
policy intent for short-term accommodation in this 
zone.  

DSDMIP considers that the changes do not 
adversely impact a state interest. Further detail on 
this matter is provided in section 7.3 of the 
assessment report. 
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76.  6.3.2 Medium 
Density Zone 
Code 

Amended Heading for POs 8 through to 10. Replicated in High Density Res Zone and Tourist Accommodation Zone  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version.  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change was included in 2nd consultation for 
Significant Changes. The changes are to introduce 
new headings to the Pos and provide clarity about 
each PO. Therefore DSDMIP doesn’t consider the 
change to be significantly different. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

77.  6.3.3 Medium 
Density 
Residential 
Zone  

Relocate AO13.4  to AO11 to include exemptions for pools for further clarity  

Original Significant Changes Version  

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version. 

 

 Amended after 2nd 
Significant Changes 
consultation for 
consistency with the 
Low Density Res Zone 
to reduce red tape 
and have consistency 
between what is 
currently occurring. 
Minor Change 

Yes – New AO refers to 
the QDC to ensure 
consistency and reduce 
the need for 
applications. 

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is to more closely reflect the current 
planning scheme, reduce red tape, and is not a 
policy change. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

78.  6.3.3 Medium 
Density 
Residential 
Zone  

Amended PO/AO 18 for further clarity and to provide consistency with Low Density Res Zone.  

Original Significant Changes Version  

 

Submission  Amended to provide consistency with the Low and High 
Density res zones and to further clarity for parapets – Final 
Version.  

 

 

 Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes. 
Minor Changes to 
further clarify 
provisions. The 
additional PO further 
clarifies the 
performance outcome 
for being in character 
with the locality and 
has been included in 
both the Low and High 
Density Residential 
provisions.  The AO 
provides how this is 
achieved.  

No State Interest 
implication  

The council has made changes post consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change does not change a policy intent for roof 
forms within the council area. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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79.  6.3.3 Medium 
Density 
Residential 
Zone  

Insert provisions for Noosa Waters setbacks and Figure reference for setbacks to Noosa river  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version.  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change was included in 2nd consultation for 
Significant Changes therefore DSDMIP doesn’t 
consider the change to be significantly different. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

80.  6.3.3 Medium 
Density 
Residential 
Zone 

 

 Amend AO22 to provide further clarity regarding sloping sites. 

Final Version  

 

 Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes. 
Minor Changes to 
further clarify 
provisions This was to 
further clarify the AO 
for Building certifiers. 

Yes - This was to ensure 
consistency with the 
QDC. The provisions 
have been preliminary 
reviewed by Regional 
Office 

The council has made changes post consultation.  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is a minor drafting change for clarity. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

81.  6.3.4 High 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Inserted PO2 to provide clarity that residential development adjoin a major centre zone is for permanent residents 
only. 

 

Submission  No further changes – Final Version.  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change was included in 2nd consultation for 
Significant Changes therefore DSDMIP doesn’t 
consider the change to be significantly different. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

82.  6.3.4 High 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Insert PO3 and AO3.5 and 3.6 relating to amenity provisions for short term accommodation.  

 

Submission  Amended AOs to reflect some minor changes to outcomes 
for short term accommodation in response to submissions 
including number of bedrooms. Also minor drafting of PO3(g) 
and (h)  

Final Version  

 

Council response 15/1/2020 

AO3.5 has been further modified 

 

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
however ever 
amended in response 
to submissions 
received. Changes 
are minor and do not 
result in a significant 
policy change. 

Council response 
15/1/2020 

The criteria in the Low 
Density Residential 
Zone code (AO3.2 of 
Table 6.3.1.3), the 
Medium Density 
Residential Zone (and 
AO5.2 of Table 
6.3.2.3) and the High 
Density Residential 
Zone (AO3.5 of Table 
6.3.3.3) are effectively 
the same. 

For self assessment in 
the HDR zone it is 
considered the only 
AO that needs to be 
called up is AO3.5 as 
it is just the occasional 
use of an existing 
building. 

Tables of Assessment 
for the HDR zone 
changes as below: 

 

In terms of whether 
this is a significant 

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has made amendments to AO3.5 post 
consultation which provide additional assessment 
parameters for short-term accommodation in this 
zone. The council has stated that it is a minor 
drafting amendment. However, DSDMIP requested 
additional explanation as to how these additional 
parameters and restrictions on short-term 
accommodation are not considered significantly 
different from the version which was released on the 
second round of consultation. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response of 
15/1/2020 and agrees the proposed change to 
AO5.2 and consequential change to the Medium 
density residential zone table of assessment are not 
significant. DSDMIP notes the additional criteria in 
AO5.2 related to noise will be difficult to assess 
before the use is actually operational; but accepts 
that council would like to have something in the 
scheme to rely upon during compliance action 
measures. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
changes are minor changes and do not impact a 
policy intent for short-term accommodation in this 
zone.  

DSDMIP considers that the changes do not 
adversely impact a state interest. Further detail on 
this matter is provided in section 7.3 of the 
assessment report. 
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change, the only new 
provision now is that 
short-term 
accommodation does 
not create noise that 
would unreasonably 
impact on the 
residential amenity 
enjoyed by the 
adjoining or 
surrounding 
properties.    

We have been 
advised of a number 
of conflicts arising in 
attached housing 
environments over 
noise both internally 
and in common 
property areas. 

83.  6.3.4 High 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Insert figure reference to Noosa River setbacks 

 

Submission No further changes – Final Version.  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change was included in 2nd consultation for 
Significant Changes therefore DSDMIP doesn’t 
consider the change to be significantly different. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

84.  6.3.4 High 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Relocated an outcome from AO9 to AO8.2 to provide clarity on setbacks. 

Original  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No overall change just relocation of a PO for further clarity 
and functionality.  

Final Version 

 

 

 No overall change just 
relocation of a PO for 
further clarity and 
functionality 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is to more closely reflect the current 
planning scheme, and is not a policy change. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

85.  6.3.4 High 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Original version  

 

 Included additional Ao14.3 to further clarify on outcome for 
parapets in the PO.   

Final Version.  

 

 Included additional 
Ao14.3 to further 
clarify on outcome for 
parapets in the PO.   

 

No State Interest 
implication  

The council has made changes post consultation to 
this AO as a result of submissions.  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is a minor drafting change for clarity. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

RTI1920-059 - Page Number 299

RTI R
ELEASE



41 
 

86.  6.3.4 High 
Density 
residential 
Zone  

Amended PO18 to include additional AO2 and AO3 relating to stormwater runoff and heritage for consistency 

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version   Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly different 
given the change was included in the 2nd round 
consultation and having regard to Schedule 2 of the 
MGR – the change is to more closely reflect the 
current planning scheme and is not a policy change. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

87.  6.3.4 High 
Density 
residential 
Zone 

Remove reference to lots fronting Walter Hay Drive from PO20 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Amended to provide further clarity. Also amended PO80 in 
6.4.1 Major Centre Zone code  

Final Version  

 

Submis
sion  

Minor change to 
further clarify the 
provision in response 
to a submission. 

Yes  

The State Interest in 
housing supply and 
diversity is 
acknowledged.  This 
measure seeks to 
advance accessible and 
well-serviced affordable 
housing outcomes. 

Substantial uplift in the 
site’s capacity for 
housing has been 
incorporated into the 
new scheme and this 
provision is intended to 
guarantee some portion 
of that is accessible to 
people on low income.   

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is to provide greater clarity regarding the 
intent of the PO, is in response to submissions and 
is not a policy change from the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The removal of sites with a frontage to Walter Hay 
Drive, Noosaville’ from the High Density residential 
zone is noted however the sites are now located 
within a high density residential precinct in the Major 
Centre Zone instead, therefore the council’s 
preferred outcome for these sites has not changes. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

88.  6.3.5 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone 

Original  

 

Submission
s 

Amended to provide further clarification  

Final version  

 

 Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes in 
response to 
submission received 
in the first round 
clarifying that not all 
uses along Gympie 
terrace have to be 
mixed use. Minor 
change to further 
clarify and does not 
change overall policy 
intent. 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is to provide greater clarity that not all of 
Gympie Terrace is subject to this requirement or the 
tourist accommodation zone, is in response to 
submissions and is not a policy change from the 2nd 
round of consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

89.  6.3.5 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone 

Original version  Submission
s  

Amended in response to submissions received from first 
consultation concerned about the viability of redevelopment 
under the proposed provisions.  

Final version  

 Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes in 
response to 
submission received 
in the first round. 
These changes are 
site specific in a 
limited location only. 
These are considered 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is to ensure the overall outcomes for the 
zone code are achieved in this locality, is in 
response to a submission, more closely reflects the 
current land uses in this area and is not a policy 
change from the 2nd round of consultation. 
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to be minor as site 
specific and resolve a 
conflict between the 
overall outcomes for 
the zone and 
conflicting provisions. 
Further explanation 
below  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

90.   Amended in response to submissions received from first consultation concerned about the viability of redevelopment under the proposed provisions. Th e original provisions provide for a more residential scale and built form of development which generally across 
the zone is appropriate as it is a residential zone. However in key localities it is suitable to provide for mixed use development with activated streetscapes incorporating uses and services to cater for tourists such as restaurants, cafes and shops. Along Thomas 
street and parts of Gympie terrace these uses currently exist and are encourages to be retained, however have a slightly more commercial built form due to the past commercial zoning of the area.  The final version allows for sites in this particular locality sho wn as 
having primary active street frontage on the Noosaville Framework and Character Plan (below) being excluded from the requirement for the ratio to enable redevelopment of sites in this locality to have active streetscapes. As currently drafted any red evelopment 
would reduce the existing street activation and have an impact on the streetscape and not achieve the overall outcomes for th e zone in this locality.  

  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the change is to ensure the overall outcomes for the 
zone code are achieved in this locality, is in 
response to a submission, more closely reflects the 
current land uses in this area and is not a policy 
change from the 2nd round of consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

91.  6.3.5 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone  

Reworded  AO6.1 to provide greater clarity with wording  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Minor drafting  - changed back from shop to non-residential 
for further clarity and consistency  

Final Version 

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
however has had a 
minor drafting change 
for consistency in 
wording with 
provisions.  

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change from 
‘shop’ to ‘non-residential’ would make the proposed 
amendment significantly different, having regard to 
Schedule 2 of the MGR – the change is to ensure 
consistent wording throughout the scheme. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

92.  6.3.5 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone 

Revised PO7 to further clarify and provide revised property details  Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce  

Final Version  

Amended PO7(e) to remove 142 Noosa Drive Noosa Heads 
in response to a submission regarding providing flexibility of 
the site and a drafting error. 

Submis
sion  

Original addresses 
and RPDs were 
inaccurate since 
recent subdivisions.  
Changes were 
included in 
consultation for 
significant changes, 
however further 
amended because it 
un-intentionally picked 
up the land adjoining 
the RACV resort 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP requested council provide further details 
and justification regarding removal of Lot 803 on 
SP203417. Refer to discussions in row #21  

Council response on 13/1/2020 confirms the site 
which is now removed from the table is in fact Lot 3 
SP126203. The removal of this property from the 
table will make multiple dwellings a consistent use 
on this lot. The council confirms that there were no 
submissions made on this particular lot regarding 
multiple dwelling uses. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
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instead of just the 
resort.    

13/1/2020 

Lot 803 SP203417 
does not exist.  It is an 
incorrect, outdated 
reference.   

94 Noosa Drive (Lot 
203 SP267424) 
consists of the RACV 
resort.  It is a site 
where multiple 
dwellings will be 
inconsistent. 

“The Enclave” is a 
separately titled 
community title 
accessed through the 
RACV site and 
currently functioning 
as part of the RACV 
resort for booking 
purposes but on 
different RPDs.  
Unfortunately the 
street address of the 
Enclave is also 94 
Noosa Drive.  Multiple 
dwellings will be 
consistent at the 
Enclave.  

142 Noosa Drive (Lot 
3 SP126203) is a 
roughly half a hectare 
of undeveloped land 
immediately south of 
the RACV resort, also 
owned by RACV 
which is partly in the 
Tourist 
Accommodation Zone 
and partly 
Environmental 
Management and 
Conservation.  It has 
some significant 
environmental 
constraints but the 
use of multiple 
dwellings is 
considered consistent 
if at the right intensity 
for the characteristics 
of the site.    

One submission was 
received, during the 
first consultation, from 
RACV, seeking to 
protect flexibility for 
permanent or short 
term occupation. 

The edits done for 2nd 
consultation were 
incorrect.  Lot 3 
SP126203 should not 
have been included in 
this listing.  The 

change is to correct an error in the table of 
assessment and does not change the level of 
assessment for a single site. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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property owner was 
not notified of an 
intended change and 
no further submission 
was received.   

142 Noosa Drive has 
no immediate 
neighbours that could 
be affected by this 
change.   

There are no impacts 
on allowable scale / 
bulk / intensity of built 
form. The site is within 
the Biodiversity 
Overlay including 
MSES mapping, 
meaning any 
development will be 
assessed.  

Council is satisfied 
this change is not 
significant having 
regard to Schedule 2 
of the MGR.       

93.  6.3.5 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone 

Original version  

 

 Final Version  

 

Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 
Circum
stance 

These changes were 
made after the 
Significant changes 
consultation and are 
minor drafting to 
update property 
details only.   

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change of lot 
numbers would make the scheme significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
the address ‘215 David Low Way’ has remained 
consistent from the version that was consulted on to 
the final version. The lot number 77 SP231615 no 
longer exists and was therefore incorrect and now 
the correct lot number has been reflected in the final 
version. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

94.  6.3.5 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone 

Revise PO9 and AO9.1 to further clarify and provide revised property details for two storey (8m) height and include 
new locality as a result of rezoning.  

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce  

Amended POs and AOs in response to changes in building 
height provisions to improve clarity and functionality in 
application. 

Final version  

 Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
however amended 
after with revised POs 
and AO9.2 in 
response to 
submission received 
regarding the 
workability of the AO. 
This is a minor 
change and provides 
consistency across all 
zones.  

No State Interest 
implication 

The council; has added ‘any lot on SP203415’ post 
consultation. However, SP203415 and SP203417 
apply to the same land, which is currently occupied 
by a strata title apartment development (RACV 
resort).  

The other changes to PO9 improve the workability of 
the PO. DSDMIP does not consider that the changes 
would make the scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the 
changes are not a policy change and do not apply to 
a significant number of landholders in the region. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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95.  6.3.5 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone 

Original  

 

Submission
s 

Amended PO9 Site Cover provisions in response to 
submissions received regarding overall viability of developing 
mixed use buildings particularly in specific locations along 
Gympie terrace and Thomas St, Noosaville and Duke St, 
sunshine Beach  

 

 Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes in 
response to 
submission received 
in the first round. 
These changes are 
site specific in a 
limited locations only. 
These are considered 
to be minor as site 
specific and resolve a 
conflict between the 
overall outcomes for 
the zone and 
conflicting provisions 
and will reflect existing 
built form. Further 
explanation in 
Appendix 1.2  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the changes 
provide for slightly more site cover (5%) on a limited 
number of sites. This is not a policy change and 
does not apply to a significant number of landholders 
in the region. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

96.  6.3.5 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone 

PO12 reviewed and included plot ratios for locations as a result of rezoning and were part of the significant changes 
consultation.  

Significant Changes Version  

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce  

Final Version    Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes in 
response to 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the changes 
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submission received 
in the first round. 
These changes are 
site specific in a 
limited locations only. 
These are considered 
to be minor as site 
specific and resolve a 
conflict between the 
overall outcomes for 
the zone and 
conflicting provisions 
and will reflect existing 
built form. Further 
explanation  in 
Appendix 1.2 

provide for an increased plot ratio on a limited 
number of sites and reflect submissions received. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

97.  6.3.5 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone 

Original Version  

 

 Final Version  

 

Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 
Circum
stance 

Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes in 
response to 
submission received 
in the first round. 
These changes are 
site specific in a 
limited locations only. 
These are considered 
to be minor as site 
specific and resolve a 
conflict between the 
overall outcomes for 
the zone and 
conflicting provisions 
and will reflect existing 
built form. Further 
explanation in 
Appendix 1.2  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the changes 
provide for reduced setbacks on a limited number of 
sites and reflect submissions received. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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98.  6.3.5 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone 

Included PO17 and AO17 for basements as omitted.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version   Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

99.  6.3.5 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone 

Include provision PO20 and AO 20.2 relating to rooftop terraces Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce  

Final Version Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 

Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
however further 
amended to provide 

No State Interest 
implication 

The council has made changes post consultation. 

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – 
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Circum
stance 

greater clarity with an 
AO for parapets and 
to provide consistency 
across the scheme by 
excluding Noosa 
Heads and Coastal 
Communities from the 
5 degree roof pitch as 
per the Local Plan 
Codes. 

the change is a minor drafting change consistent 
with other codes within the scheme. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

100.  6.3.4 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone  

Original version 

 

 

Original Version  

 

 Final Version  

 

 

Final version  

 

Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 
Circum
stance 

Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
however further 
amended to provide 
further clarity 
regarding specific 
residential zones as 
the generalized 
wording would 
incorporate the Tourist 
Accommodation zone 
as well.  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the changes 
provide greater clarity for the zones impacted by the 
AO. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

101.  6.3.4 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone  

Original Version  

 

 Final Version  

Insert new tracked change version 

 

Council final response 15/1/2020 version 

 

 

Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 
Circum
stance 

Council response 
13/1/2020 

It is agreed the 
proposed changes to 
AO 24.1 should be a 
PO with the criteria of 
fill remaining as the 
AO. 

 

Changes have been 
made to reflect this 
below. 

Council 
response13/1/2020 

Proposed changes to 
AO 24.1 is reverted. 

DSDMIP recommended the council revert back to 
the original wording as the additional AO wording 
was better suited to the PO. The council’s decision 
to revert back to the original wording for AO24.1 
results in no change to the AO. DSDMIP accepts 
that the council has decided to not proceed with the 
change. 

The AO does not adversely impact a state interest. 

102.  6.3.4 Tourist 
Accommodati
on Zone  

Original Version  Final  Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 

Minor Change as per 
residential zones 
regarding rewording of 

 DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the additional 
wording in AO25.1 is for clarity but does not change 

RTI1920-059 - Page Number 308

RTI R
ELEASE



50 
 

 

 

Circum
stance 

sloping sites to 
provide greater clarity.  

the outcome. However, DSDMIP note this type of 
rationale or reasoning would normally sit within the 
PO. 

The change to AO25.2 is consistent with the other 
changes made to the scheme related to sloping 
sites. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

103.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Revised overall outcome 2 (e) for clarification and minor edits to 2 (j) (ii) and 2 (p)  

 

Revised wording for clarity and minor edits to Overall outcomes (3) Noosa Business Centre and removal of the Small 
Business Precinct. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce and 
submission
s  

No Further Changes – Final Version   Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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Revised wording for clarity and minor edits to Overall outcomes (5) Noosa Junction. 
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104.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Insert wording into PO3 to reflect mixed use nature of the centre.  

  

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

105.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Amend PO and AO6 to relocated GFA to PO.  

 

Submission No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

106.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Amend PO13 in response to changes for properties along Bottlebrush Ave  

 

Submission No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

107.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

AO16.1 amended to provide further clarity about gateway sites. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes.  

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

108.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Significant Change Version  

  

Submission  As a result of submissions received about building height 
provisions and potential implications as drafted AO16.2 has 
been revised.  

Final Version  

 

 Minor change for 
workability and does 
not impact the overall 
outcome of the AO  

Yes – this has been 
discussed with the 
regional team to ensue 
is meets QDC 
requirements.  

The council requested the department review 
proposed wording change similar to this proposed 
new wording prior to the council voting to request 
approval to adopt. 

The council’s proposed changes have considered 
the department’s original advice and the council has 
determined this to be a minor change.  

DSDMIP does not consider that the change would 
make the proposed scheme significantly different, 
having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – minor 
drafting changes which still consistent with the 
council’s policy intent. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

109.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Deletion of the reference to the Small scale business precinct from PO18 Plot ratio as a result of significant changes. Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version  Minor change as 
drafting error and 
provides consistency 
of approach with 
significant changes 
that were advertised. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the removal of 
the small scale business precinct in PO18 is 
consistent with changes made to the other parts of 
the scheme to remove this precinct in its entirety (i.e. 
removal of the precinct from the mapping and code). 
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These other changes were included in the 2nd round 
of consultation.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

110.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

AO19.1 redrafted to provide greater clarity regarding setbacks and reducing 3 rd storey setbacks in the High Density 
Residential precinct.  

Significant Changes Version     

      

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Revised AO19.1 for Noosa Junction. Added part (iv) to allow 
for covered activated frontages within the setback. Amended 
front setbacks in the Major Centre Zone to allow for open 
awnings within the setback. Current definition is to the 
outermost projection of the building so this will include an 
awning or verandah. Prefer setbacks in areas where street 
activation encouraged to exclude open awnings which can be 
1 metre from the property boundary to allow for landscaping. 

Final Version  

Submis
sion 

Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes 
however it has been 
further revised to allow 
for sheltered activated 
frontages in Noosa 
junction. It allows for 
open covered areas 
within the setback to 
make more useable 
spaces in accordance 
with the overall 
outcomes for Noosa 
Junction. This is a 
minor change that 
benefits areas of 
Noosa junction in the 
Major Centres Zone to 
have activated 
setback areas. 

Council response 
13/01/2020 

This is an EPlan glitch 
where the tracked 
change strike through 
in the tracked change 
version isn’t showing 
as a deletion correctly.  

 

Certain text in 
AO19.1(b)(ii)(A) and 
AO19.1(b)(ii)(B) has 
been deleted and is 
correctly shown in the 
clean version. The 
tracked change 
version has been 
corrected and 
punctuation has been 
fixed to clarify this as 
well. 

 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the addition of 
AO19.1(a)(iv) allows open awnings and outdoor 
dining areas within the setback. This change reflects 
the existing situation in Noosa Junction and is not a 
major policy change. 

DSDMIP comments on 30/01/2020 

The change to AO19.1(b)(ii)(A) is missing the word 
‘thereafter’ (see track change version vs clean 
version) and is therefore confusing. 

Also, in the clean version AO19.1(b)(ii)(B) is missing 
‘1.5metre setback’ up to 4.5 metres height. Text 
seems to have been deleted. 

Council states this is an ePlan glitch however upon 
review of the tracked changes version and clean 
version provided on the 21 January 2020, the lots of 
the work ‘thereafter’ in AO19.1(b)(ii)(A) and ‘1.5m 
setback’ in AO19.1(b)(ii)(B) still do not seem to 
provide good readability. The council to review and 
provide correct versions. 

The council has provided an updated version of Part 
6 with AO19.1 corrected to reflect the changes as 
stated by the council. DSDMIP is satisfied the AO is 
now clear to understand and implement.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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111.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

AO23.6 included to ensure good design outcomes for buildings where visible from public spaces. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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112.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Final Version

 

 Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
but is just drafting to 
further clarify the AO.  

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the change is for 
clarity and is not a policy change. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

113.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

AO32  Revised landscaping for Noosa Junction 

 

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

114.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

PO36 and PO40  redrafted for greater clarity Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 
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The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

115.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

PO46 deleted as not considered necessary. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

116.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Amended AO49s for further clarity. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

117.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Amended PO53 Basements to cater for non-residential development. 

 

Submission No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

 

RTI1920-059 - Page Number 316

RTI R
ELEASE



58 
 

118.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Delete PO56 as not considered necessary. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

119.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Amended PO 57  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version  Minor drafting change 
to provide further 
clarity. No change in 
policy. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

120.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

PO59 and PO60 redrafted to provide for greater clarity  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

121.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

PO68 and PO69 deleted as refers to Small Business Precinct which has been removed. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

122.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

PO66 redrafted to cater for additional showroom GFA 

 

Submission Amended to correct a typo in the amount of showroom floor 
space. Removed a zero form the amount. 

Final Version  

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes 
and  amended to 
correct a typo. The 
7,700 is a minor 
change to correct a 
typo which is clarified 
in the Table of 
development and the 
previous crossed out 
wording.  

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the change is for 
clarity and is not a policy change. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

123.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Include additional amenity POs and AOs in High Density Residential Precinct  Submission No Further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

Council response 
14/1/2020: Reworded 
to “sits” instead of 
sites 

 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP suggested PO75 (e) did not make sense 
and council should consider revising. DSDMIP has 
reviewed the changes and does not consider that the 
changes would make the scheme significantly 
different as the changes were included in the 2nd 
round of consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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124.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

PO82  included to provide further design and amenity outcomes. Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final Version   Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 
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The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

125.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Original Version  

 

 

 Amended PO80 Social Housing in response to submission 
from Significant Changes consultation.  

Final Version  

 

 

Council’s replaced snippet 14/01/2020  

 

Submis
sions  

Minor change to 
further clarify the 
provision in response 
to a submission.  
 
Council response 
14/01/2020  
Wording in PO 20 was 
consistent PO80 in 
the High density 
residential zone 
Snippet included in 
table was incorrect.  
FYI the reason the 
two sites were 
earmarked for social 
housing was because 
these are the only 
undeveloped sites 
large enough and so 
well located close to 
employment centres, 
services and transport 
capable to deliver a 
significant of social 
housing dwellings 
while still mixing them 
amongst conventional 
attached housing.  
The reason it is not 
just limited to 
affordable housing is 
that the ownership & 
management of the 
housing long term is 
important and units 
released to the open 
market will not remain 
“affordable” beyond 
the first sale. 

The State Interest in 
housing supply and 
diversity is 
acknowledged.  This 
measure seeks to 
advance accessible and 
well-serviced affordable 
housing outcomes. 

Substantial uplift in the 
site’s capacity for 
housing has been 
incorporated into the 
new scheme and this 
provision is intended to 
guarantee some portion 
of that is accessible to 
people on low income.   

DSDMIP initial comments: 

• DSDMIP does not consider that the changes 
would make the scheme significantly different 
considering the MGR – the change adds further 
clarity but does not change the policy outcome. 

• However, DSDMIP notes the same changes 
have not been carried through to PO20 in the 
High density residential zone such that the 
wording is different whilst trying to achieve the 
same outcome. Suggest making the two 
consistent. 

Council has included the incorrect snippet in this 
table. This has been correct.  

 

DSDMIP’s considerations: 
• The social housing provisions includes  

performance outcomes that apply to three sites 
in the High density residential zone and the 
Major centre zone’s High density residential 
precinct. 

• The provisions include a performance outcome 
requiring 1 in 10 dwellings to be provided for 
social housing at no cost to a social housing 
provider. 

• The three sites are owned by two different 
landowners—Coles and Stockwell—which have 
both made submissions objecting to the new 
provisions on the basis of onerous costs.  

• Council’s position is informed by an analysis of 
appropriate sites based on sound planning 
criteria. 

• While all three sites are being up-zoned in the 
New Noosa Plan, the affected landowners do 
not consider this to be enough incentive to 
offset the cost of providing the housing. 

• However, DSDMIP consider that the 
performance outcome should not include 
prescriptive criteria (1 in 10 dwellings) as this 
does not support the SPP guiding principles 
(outcome focused and positive) and these 
criteria should instead be moved over to a new 
acceptable outcome to allow alternative, flexible 
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and innovated approaches to delivering a social 
housing outcome. 

• Therefore DSDMIP have recommended a 
Ministerial condition to amend the PO and 
create a new AO containing the 1in to dwelling 
requirement. 

An expanded assessment of the social housing 
provision is provided in section 7.3 of the assessment 
report, heading ‘SPP state interest, Housing supply 
and diversity. 

126.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

PO 83 included to provide further design and amenity outcomes. 

Significant changes Version  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Final Version – adds parts (a) and (b)  

 

 

 

Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 
Circum
stance 

Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
however was subject 
to further drafting 
changes to further 
clarify the PO. It 
doesn’t change a 
policy position just 
provides further 
clarity.  

 

PO83 has been 
amended refer to 
Table 2 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – the change adds further clarity but does 
not change the policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

 

127.  6.4.1 Major 
Centre Zone 

Relocated Figures 6.6.1.4 and 6.6.1.5 to Recreation and Open Space Zone code. Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Final Version – No Changes  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – the change adds further clarity but does 
not change the policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

128.  6.4.2 District 
Centre Zone  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Final Version – No Changes 

Council response 15/1/2020 

Edited AO9.2 to remove wording which suggested any 
specific use is consistent or not and addressed the 
amenity/function consideration 

 

Refer also to line item 32.   

 Minor change to 
further clarify the AO 
and remove laneways 
as not applicable. 

No State Interest 
implication 

Council response 
15/01/2020 

Removed additional 
wording “or other uses 
that rely on active 
frontages” and the 
changes in item 32 
related to food and drink 
and service industry 
uses not shops and 
shopping centers.   

DSDMIP also questioned why the AO is trying to 
regulate uses as there should not be a need to use 
an AO to prevent uses, such as shops, if the table of 
development is adequate.  

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s 15/1/2020 
response and the 21/01/2020 version of the 
proposed planning scheme and confirms that the 
council has removed the wording aiming to restrict 
uses.  

Also see response for item 39 above. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – the change adds further clarity but does 
not change the policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

129.  6.4.2 District 
Centre Zone 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 

No further changes – Final Version.  Minor drafting change 
to further clarify the 
PO and AO. Not a 
significant change in 
policy intent or 
position.  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – the change adds further clarity to the PO 
about the desired outcome but does not change the 
policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

130.  6.4.2 District 
Centre Zone 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 

No further changes – Final Version.   Minor drafting change 
to further clarify the 
AO. Not a significant 
change in policy intent 
or position.  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – the change adds further clarity to the AO 
about the desired outcome but does not change the 
policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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131.  6.4.2 District 
Centre Zone 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 

No further changes – Final Version. 

Council response 15/1/2020 

The intention was not to require every development in the 
center to incorporate a residential use as part of a mixed-use 
building, but rather where a residential use was incorporated 
it was to be part of a mixed use building, i.e not a standalone 
residential development. The tables of development support 
this by not mandating that other uses need to incorporate a 
residential use. 

This is not a significant change as it still enables a 
development to incorporate a residential use as part of a 
mixed use building, whilst not mandating that every 
development must be a mixed use building with residential 
uses.  

AO39.1 can be reworded as follows:  

 

This change also applied to the Neighbourhood Centre and 
Local Centres Zones 

 Minor drafting change 
to further clarify the 
PO and AO. Not a 
significant change in 
policy intent or 
position. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP requested council review the PO and AO 
and provide further information/justification about 
why the change is not considered a significant 
change. The original PO seemed to require mixed 
use development to provide residential uses. While 
the change to the PO clarifies that while residential 
development is not required, where it is proposed, it 
should be in a mixed- use building. However, the AO 
also needed to be amended further because it still 
appears to be requiring development to include 
residential activities.  

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
amendment to the AO and confirms the change has 
made the outcome clearer. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – the change adds further clarity to the AO 
about the desired outcome but does not change the 
policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

132.  6.4.2 District 
Centre Zone 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version.  Minor drafting change 
to further clarify the 
PO and AO. Not a 
significant change in 
policy intent or 
position as this is in 
the Local Plan Codes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – while the change adds roof top terraces 
to the AO, it is consistent with the local plan code 
and the change adds a further way to achieve the 
PO. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

133.  6.4.3 Local 
Centre Zone  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 

No further changes – Final Version.   Minor drafting change 
to further clarify the 
AO. Not a significant 
change in policy intent 
or position.  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – the change adds further clarity to the AO 
about the desired outcome but does not change the 
policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

134.  6.4.3 Local 
Centre Zone 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 

No further changes – Final Version.  Minor drafting change 
to further clarify the 
PO and AO. Not a 
significant change in 
policy intent or 
position.  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – the change adds further clarity to the PO 
about the desired outcome but does not change the 
policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

135.  6.4.3 Local 
Centre Zone 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 

No further changes – Final Version. 

Council response 15/1/2020 

The intention was not to require every development in the 
centre to incorporate a residential use as part of a mixed use 
building, but rather where a residential use was incorporated 
it was to be part of a mixed use building. That is not a 
standalone residential development. The tables of 
development support this by not mandating that other uses 
need to incorporate a residential use. 

This is not a significant change as it still enables a 
development to incorporate a residential use as part of a 
mixed use building, whilst not mandating that every 
development must be a mixed use building with residential 
uses.  

AO30.1 is reworded as follows:  

 Minor drafting change 
to further clarify the 
PO and AO. Not a 
significant change in 
policy intent or 
position. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP requested council review the PO and AO 
and provide further information/justification about 
why the change is not considered a significant 
change. The original PO seemed to require mixed 
use development to provide residential uses. While 
the change to the PO clarifies that while residential 
development is not required, where it is proposed, it 
should be in a mixed- use building. However, the AO 
also needed to be amended further because it still 
appears to be requiring development to include 
residential activities.  

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
amendment to the AO and confirms the change has 
made the outcome clearer. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – the change adds further clarity to the AO 
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about the desired outcome but does not change the 
policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

136.  6.4.3 Local 
Centre Zone 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version.  Minor drafting change 
to further clarify the 
PO and AO. Not a 
significant change in 
policy intent or 
position as this is in 
the Local Plan Codes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – while the change adds roof top terraces 
to the AO, it is consistent with the local plan code 
and the change adds a further way to achieve the 
PO. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

137.  6.4.4 

Neighbourho
od Centre 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 

No further changes – Final Version.   Minor drafting change 
to further clarify the 
AO. Not a significant 
change in policy intent 
or position.  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – the change adds further clarity to the AO 
about the desired outcome but does not change the 
policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

138.  6.4.4 

Neighbourho
od Centre 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 

No further changes – Final Version.  Minor drafting change 
to further clarify the 
PO. Not a significant 
change in policy intent 
or position.  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – the change adds further clarity to the PO 
about the desired outcome but does not change the 
policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

139.  6.4.4 

Neighbourho
od Centre 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 

No further changes – Final Version. 

Council response 15/1/2020 

The intention was not to require every development in the 
centre to incorporate a residential use as part of a mixed use 
building, but rather where a residential use was incorporated 
it was to be part of a mixed use building. That is not a 
standalone residential development. The tables of 
development support this by not mandating that other uses 
need to incorporate a residential use. 

This is not a significant change as it still enables a 
development to incorporate a residential use as part of a 
mixed use building, whilst not mandating that every 
development must be a mixed use building with residential 
uses.  

AO29.1 is reworded as follows  

 

 Minor drafting change 
to further clarify the 
PO and AO. Not a 
significant change in 
policy intent or 
position. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP requested council review the PO and AO 
and provide further information/justification about 
why the change is not considered a significant 
change. The original PO seemed to require mixed 
use development to provide residential uses. While 
the change to the PO clarifies that while residential 
development is not required, where it is proposed, it 
should be in a mixed- use building. However, the AO 
also needed to be amended further because it still 
appears to be requiring development to include 
residential activities.  

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
amendment to the AO and confirms the change has 
made the outcome clearer. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – the change adds further clarity to the AO 
about the desired outcome but does not change the 
policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

140.  6.4.4 

Neighbourho
od Centre 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 

No further changes – Final Version.  Minor drafting change 
to further clarify the 
PO and AO. Not a 
significant change in 
policy intent or 
position as this is in 
the Local Plan Codes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
the MGR – while the change adds roof top terraces 
to the AO, it is consistent with the local plan code 
and the change adds a further way to achieve the 
PO. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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141.  6.5.1 Low 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

 

6.5.12 
Medium 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

Revised overall outcomes in response to Caretakers Accommodation for Low Impact and Medium Industry Zones 

Significant Changes Version  

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Final Version  

 

Council response 15/1/2020 

Agree to delete the additional wording in (l) (iii) after the word 
premises as agree with potential compliance issues.  

 

The additional overall outcomes provide high level 
statements that support the provisions in the Zone code in 
relation to Caretakers accommodation PO7, as well as those 
relative provisions in the Caretaker’s Accommodation, 
Dwelling Unit and Rural Workers Accommodation code at 
PO2 and AO2.2 , PO4 and AO 4.1. 

Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 
Circum
stance 

Revised after 
Significant change 
consultation to further 
clarify the purpose of 
Caretakers 
accommodation in line 
with the POs in the 
Zone Codes. Minor 
change 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP requested council provide more information 
about why this is not a significant change, 
particularly the part about restricting families and 
children which could be seen as discriminatory.   

There are other Acts and standards that apply to 
industry uses such as Work Place Health and 
Safety, that aim to prevent safety issues. There are 
also other measures that could be included in the 
planning scheme to ensure occupant safety such as 
locating the caretaker’s accommodation close to the 
street frontage so there is direct access to the street 
to the accommodation (meaning family members 
don’t need to walk through the site). 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s 15/1/2020 
response and changes and confirms the changes 
are acceptable. DSDMIP does not consider that the 
changes would make the scheme significantly 
different considering the MGR – the change adds 
further clarity to the AO about the desired outcome 
but does not change the policy outcome. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

 

142.  6.5.1 Low 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

Add provisions for the Gateway West Makers precinct in the Low Impact Industry Zone code: 

 

Submission No further changes – Final Version. Submis
sion  

Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

143.  6.5.1 Low 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

Add provisions for the Gateway West Makers precinct in the Low Impact Industry Zone code: 

• Amend PO1 and AO1  

• Add POs and AOs 44 and 45 

Significant Changes Version – Further Amended after consultation  

 

Submission Further Amended PO/AO1 and PO44/AO44 and PO45/AO45 
to remove AOs for AO1 and PO45 and remove the reference 
to “separately titled. Final Version Below shown with track 
changes.  

Final Version  

 

 

Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 
Circum
stance 

Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes 
however subject to 
further changes in 
response to 
preliminary advice 
from the Regional 
office about 
functionality and 
questioning the 
workability of PO45 in 
relation to “not to be 
separately titled.” 
Which has now been 
deleted. This is a 
minor change.  

Council response 
15/01/2020 

Amend AO44.1 to 
become a new PO 
and renumber this 
section. Would prefer 
to keep PO45 as it 
controls the GFA of 
any new allotments to 
be small to cater of 
the small scale 
tenancies. An 
alternative option 
would be to add 
wording to PO46(c) 
any complementary 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP suggested council consider amended 
AO44.1. DSDMIP considers this is written as a PO 
and is not measurable (i.e. “…should be consistent 
with and not negatively impact…”). As per previous 
comments, council also appear to be trying to 
prevent certain uses in the AO whereas this should 
be done in the tables of development. DSDMIP also 
questions the relocation of AO44.2 to make new 
PO45, as it was a measurable AO. 

DSDMIP has reviewed council’s response of 
15/01/2020 and confirms the changes as acceptable. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
schedule 2 of the MGR – the AO1 was essentially 
the same as the PO1 and did not add extra ways of 
achieving the PO. Not a policy change. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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Council response 15/1/2020 

Amend AO44.1 to become a new PO and renumber this 
section. Would prefer to keep PO45 as it controls the GFA of 
any new allotments to be small to cater of the small scale 
tenancies. An alternative option would be to add wording to 
PO46(c) any complementary use is no greater than 10% of 
the gross floor area “or 30m2 whichever is the lesser.” and 
make PO45 - AO44.  

 

 

 

use is no greater than 
10% of the gross floor 
area “or 30m2 

whichever is the 
lesser.” and make 
PO45 - AO44.  

 

 

144.  6.5.1 Low 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

 

6.5.2 Medium 
Impact 
Industry Zone  

Include new caretakers accommodation  provisions in PO7 of the Low Impact Industry Zone and PO5 of the Medium 
Impact Industry Zone  

Significant Changes Version  

Low Impact Industry Zone 

 

 

 

 

Medium Impact Industry Zone  

Submission PO7 was amended to remove the reference to being located 
within 100m of any other caretakers accommodation to reflect 
the amendments to tables of Development for both Low and 
Medium Impact Industry Zones and further clarifying the 
nature of the use of caretakers accommodation.  

Final Version – Low Impact Industry Zone  

 

 

 

Final Version – Medium Impact Industry Zone Code  

Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 
Circum
stance 

Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes 
however further 
amendments were 
made to reflect 
changes to the Tables 
of development by 
removing the 
reference to the 100m 
distance and further 
clarification of 
caretakers 
accommodation. This 
is a minor change.   

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
schedule 2 of the MGR – removal of the 100m 
distance requirement improves the practicality of the 
AO.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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145.  6.5.1 Low 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Final Version – No Further Changes  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes 

 DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

146.  6.5.1 Low 
Impact 
Industry Zone  

Revise PO15 and AO 15 to incorporate more details with regard to colours, materials and finishes.  

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Final Version – No Further Changes   Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

147.  6.5.1 Low 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

AO23.2 provide additional details re setbacks for landscaping.  Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Final Version – No further Changes   Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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148.  6.5.1 Low 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

AO38.1 delete and insert for consistency across zones. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Final Version – No further Changes   Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

149.  6.5.2 Medium 
Impact 
Industry Zone  

Medium Impact Industry Zone code be amended as follows: 

• to include complementary use in the Venture Drive Enterprise precinct  to permit an additional 10% 
complementary use as part of the overall 40% that can be ancillary to the industrial business by amending 
PO and AO1, PO and AO4,  

• Add PO and AO 36 for Venture Drive Enterprise Precinct- for complementary uses 

Submission Included new AO36 to ensure  

Final Version 

 

 

Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 
Circum
stance 

. Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes 
however subject to 
further changes in 
response to 
preliminary advice 
from the Regional 
office about 
functionality and 
questioning the 
workability of PO36 
(now PO37) in relation 
to “not to be 
separately titled.” 
Which has now been 
deleted and new 
PO36 included to 
ensure 
complementary uses 
don’t have a negative 
impact on existing 
industrial land 

This is a minor 
change.   

 

 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP suggested council review the new and 
amended AO36, as this is written as a PO and is not 
measurable (i.e. “…should be consistent with and 
not negatively impact…”). As per previous 
comments, council also appear to be trying to 
prevent certain uses in the AO whereas this should 
be done in the tables of development.  

DSDMIP reviewed council’s response of 15/1/2020 
and confirm the changes are acceptable. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
schedule 2 of the MGR – the AO1 was essentially 
the same as the PO1 and did not add extra ways of 
achieving the PO. Not a policy change. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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Council response 15/1/2020 

AO36 has been made a new PO and remaining POs in this 
section renumbered. 

 

 

150.  6.5.2 Medium 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

Amended PO4 for consistency with addition of complementary use.  

 

Submission  Replaced business with use  

Final Version  

 

Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 
Circum
stance 

Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

Subject to further 
changes with a 
drafting change for 
consistency in 
wording. Minor 
Change.  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
schedule 2 of the MGR – change is for consistency 
across the scheme and is not a policy change. 

 

151.  6.5.2 Medium 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

Original Version  Submission  Amended to icorporate additona criteria to help clarify the 
intent of the PO.  

Final Version  

Draftin
g/ 
Plannin
g 
Circum
stance 

Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

Subject to further 
changes as included 
an additional PO to 
help clarify the intent 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
schedule 2 of the MGR – removal of the 100m 
distance requirement improves the practicality of the 
AO.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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of caretakers 
accommodation.  

152.  6.5.2 Medium 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

Revise PO7 for office uses 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version   Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

153.  6.5.2 Medium 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

Revise PO11 and AO 11 to incorporate more details with regard to colours, materials and finishes.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

154.  6.5.2 Medium 
Impact 
Industry Zone 

AO15.2 provide additional details re setbacks for landscaping.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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155.  6.5.2 Medium 
Impact 
Industry Zone  

AO30.1 delete and insert for consistency across zones. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

156.  6.6.1 
Recreation 
and Open 
Space Zone 

Include additional sentence to overall outcome at (v)  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. It is noted that according to the 2019 Land 
Supply and Monitoring report prepared by DSDMIP, 
Noosa is on track to meet its dwelling supply and 
housing diversity targets so including this parcel in 
the Recreation and open space zone (from High 
density residential precinct – Major center zone) will 
not affect Noosa’s targets.  

157.  6.6.1 
Recreation 
and Open 
Space Zone 

Insert Figures 6.6.1.4 and 6.6.1.5  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest.  

158.  6.6.1 
Recreation 
and Open 
Space Zone 

Amend AO8 to allow for existing or new Food and Drink outlets to be 150m2 

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Minor drafting change 
to further clarify 
provisions as there 
should be no reason 
why a new sporting 
club should not be 
treated the same as 
an existing one.  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
schedule 2 of the MGR – the change means the 
GFA limit will apply to all (new and existing) food and 
drink outlets. This is not a policy change or a change 
to levels of assessment.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

159.  6.6.1 
Recreation 
and Open 
Space Zone 

Amend AO9, AO16.1, AO17.1 to provide further clarity with zone change of lot 3 SP246584. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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160.  6.6.1 
Recreation 
and Open 
Space Zone 

Include AO18.3 regarding setbacks to Noosa River  

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

161.  6.6.1 
Recreation 
and Open 
Space Zone  

AO38.1 amended for consistency across zones.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

162.  6.6.1 
Recreation 
and Open 
Space Zone 

Included Figures 6.6.1.4 Noosa Junction Key Plan and Figure 6.6.1.5 Noosa Junction Sketch Section  Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

163.  7.7.1  

Environmenta
l 
Management 
and 
Conservation 
Zone  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Minor change for 
consistent drafting 
throughout the zone 
codes in the scheme. 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
Schedule 2 of the MGR - the minor change is for 
consistency throughout the scheme. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

164.  6.8.1 
Community 
Facilities 
Zone 

Amended PO6 in relation to the Noosa Business Centre to further clarity the intentions of the sub-regional transit 
facility.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Minor changes to 
further clarify 
provisions to ensure 
the transit hub id 
provided in 
accordance with the 
overall strategic 
outcomes for the 
Noosa Business 
Centre, 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
Schedule 2 of the MGR - the change is for clarity to 
ensure the transit facility is provided for on a 
separate lot. Not a policy change as a transit hub at 
this location was contemplated in the first round of 
consultation.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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165.  6.8.1 
Community 
Facilities 
Zone  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

  Minor change to 
further clarify the AO 
by referring to a 
Figure. 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
Schedule 2 of the MGR - the change is for clarity to 
ensure the transit facility is provided for on a 
separate lot. Not a policy change as a transit hub at 
this location was contemplated in the first round of 
consultation.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

166.  6.8.1 
Community 
Facilities 
Zone  

 Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Added new PO43 in response to zone change which was part 
of the Significant Changes Consultation in relation to access 
for the new sites.  

 

Submis
sion  

Minor change in 
response to a 
submission concerned 
about access to the 
newly zoned sites 
which were included in 
the Significant 
Changes 
Consultation.  

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
Schedule 2 of the MGR - the change is clarifying 
where the council prefers access to a higher order 
road, not through local residential streets, and is in 
response to submissions.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest as Cooroy-Noosa Road is no longer a state-
controlled road at this location. 

167.  6.8.1 
Community 
Facilities 
Zone 

Amended AO49.1 to reflect consistency between all zone codes.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Changes – Final Version  Minor drafting 
changes for 
consistency across 
zone codes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
Schedule 2 of the MGR - the minor change is for 
consistency throughout the scheme. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

168.  6.8.2 
Innovation 
Zone  

Amended the Innovation Zone Overall Outcomes to provide further clarity in terms of types of land use and design 
outcomes. and delete some repetition  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Council response 15/1/2020 

The proposed amendments are to provide further clarity in 
regard to development outcomes for this zone and provide 
more detailed direction for development in relation to the 
purpose of the zone. They do not significantly change the 
types of uses that are considered consistent development in 
this zone and therefore are not considered significantly 
different to the previous version. For example any proposed 
development would need to satisfy the purpose and 
outcomes of the zone. The amended provisions provide 
greater clarity as to what would be considered consistent with 
the purpose of the zone being: 

a) identify land suitable for new and emerging uses 

and activities to provide opportunities for 

innovation and creativity; and 

b) facilitate new and emerging uses and activities 

that cannot readily be provided for in other parts of 

the local government area; and 

provide for uses and activities that promote knowledge 
creation and entrepreneurship in industry, research and 
development, science and technology. 

 Minor Changes to 
further clarify the 
overall outcomes for 
the zone. It has not 
changed the overall 
policy intent that was 
originally proposed.  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP notes the Innovation Zone code was not 
included in second round consultation, however 
there are a number of changes to the code including 
the addition of new AOs, deletion of AOs and 
rewriting of POs/AOs.  

DSDMIP requested explanation about why the code 
as a whole is not considered to be significantly 
different, and whether any landowners would be 
affected to the extend they would want to comment 
on the changed requirements.  

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s 15/1/2020 
response and also had further discussions with the 
council officers to clarify the changes. Council 
advised the Tables of assessments haven’t changed 
and the zone only applies to 9 lots (one in the NBC 
and the others in Peregian.  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
Schedule 2 of the MGR - the changes are for clarity 
and do not change the consistent uses.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest 
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169.  6.8.2 
Innovation 
Zone 

Amended PO/AO1 in response to the above to provide greater clarity regarding the outcomes for the zone. Rewording 
of PO2 for clarification.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Refer above  Minor Changes to 
further clarify the 
overall outcomes for 
the zone. It has not 
changed the overall 
policy intent that was 
originally proposed. 

No State Interest 
implication  

Further to the discussion in row 169 above, DSDMIP 
does not consider that the changes would make the 
scheme significantly different considering Schedule 
2 of the MGR - the changes are for clarity and do not 
change the consistent uses.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest.  

170.  6.8.2 
Innovation 
Zone 

Amended AO12 in response to the above to provide greater clarity regarding the performance outcomes for the zone.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Refer above  Minor Changes to 
further clarify the 
overall outcomes for 
the zone. It has not 
changed the overall 
policy intent that was 
originally proposed 
but provided further 
clarity around building 
design.  

No State Interest 
implication  

Further to the discussion in row 169 above, DSDMIP 
does not consider that the changes would make the 
scheme significantly different considering Schedule 
2 of the MGR - the changes are for clarity and do not 
change the consistent uses.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

171.  6.8.2 
Innovation 
Zone 

Amended PO14 to allow for more commercial outcome for basement design to be consistent with changes that were 
made in the Major Centre Zone code.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

  Minor Changes to 
further clarify the 
requirements for 
basements 
considering it is a 
more commercial 
zone and not a 
residential zone. It has 
not changed the 
overall policy intent 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP note the explanation council has provided 
about commercial versus residential does not clearly 
explain why the change is not significant.    

DSDMIP reviewed council’s response of 15/1/2020 
and confirm the changes only confirm compliance 
with the Australian Standards and clarify the built 
form requirements, so this is not a significant change  
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that was originally 
proposed. 

Council response 
15/1/2020 

This is not a 
significant change as 
any commercial 
development would be 
required to comply 
with the relevant 
Australian standard 
for access. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
Schedule 2 of the MGR - the changes are for clarity. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

172.  6.8.2 
Innovation 
Zone 

Amended PO17 to further clarify the requirement for development near residential zones.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

  Minor Changes to 
further clarify 
provisions. This zone 
is only in two locations 
in the Shire and the 
site at Peregian 
Beach adjoins and is 
adjacent to 
Residential Zones.  

 DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
Schedule 2 of the MGR - the minor change is for 
clarity. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

173.  6.8.2 
Innovation 
Zone 

Amend PO/A26 for consistency in drafting across zones.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

  Minor Changes to 
further clarify 
provisions or remove 
those that aren’t 
necessary eg the 
references to heritage 
sites. 

 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
Schedule 2 of the MGR - the changes are for clarity 
and reflect the fact there are no heritage sites 
adjoining this zone. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

174.  6.8.3.1 Rural 
Zone Code  

Include additional overall outcome (j) for short term accommodation amendments.  

 

Submission   Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

175.  6.8.3.1 Rural 
Zone Code 

Amend PO4 to incorporate outcomes for visitor accommodation. 

 

Submission   Included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different as the 
changes were included in the 2nd round of 
consultation. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

176.  6.8.4 Rural 
Residential 
Zone  

Original Version  

 

Submission
s  

 That throughout the New Noosa Plan references to “steep 
land” and the associated definition be removed and replaced 
with either “sloping sites” or “steep slopes” as appropriate 
and be reworded to further clarify. 

 Amended after 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 
Minor Changes to 

Yes - This was to ensure 
consistency with the 
QDC. The provisions 
have been preliminary 

DSDMIP noted that the new AO11.1 was difficult to 
read and required reworking. DSDMIP reviewed 
council’s 14/1/2020 response and is satisfied the AO 
is now more clearly worded. 
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Final Version. 

Council response 14/1/2020 

AO11.1 reworded to read as below 

 

 

 

further clarify 
provisions 

reviewed by Regional 
Office 

The remainder of the AOs are considered minor 
changes and do not impact a policy intent for 
development on sloping sites. 

DSDMIP does not consider that the changes would 
make the scheme significantly different considering 
Schedule 2 of the MGR - the changes are for clarity. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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Part 7 – Local Plan Codes  

177.  All local plan 
codes 
Section 7.2 

 

 

That further wording to provide clarity to key development sites be included in all Local Plan Codes.  

Added an additional AO to Character Provisions. 

 

 Example Below: 

“

 

Submission Council response 13/1/2020 

Within Part 7 Local Plans the same change has now been 
made to assessment criteria where key development sites 
are referenced. 

 In table 7.2.1.3 Hinterland Villages 

 

In table 7.2.2.3 Cooroy 

 

In table 7.2.3.3 Tewantin 

 

In table 7.2.4.3 Noosaville 

 

In table 7.2.5.3 Noosa Heads 

 Minor Changes to 
further clarify 
provisions 

No State Interest 
implication 

This change is adding clarity to the local plan codes 
for character, and is not a significant change. There 
is no impact on a state interest. 

DSDMIP notes though, that the wording could be 
improved – the sentence is very long with multiple 
parts, and not necessarily measurable. DSDMIP 
questions whether this new provision is contributing 
to a clear and articulate document. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s proposed 
wording change and accepts this in providing a clear 
and articulate document. 
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In table 7.2.6.3 Coastal Communities 

 

178.  Section 7.2.1 
Hinterland 
Villages  

Amend figure 7.2.1.4 Pomona Framework and Character Plan so that the pedestrian/cycle link  runs south along 
Factory St and link to main entrance of Cooroora Creek Park. 

    

 

 

Amend Overall Outcomes for Boreen Point to acknowledge the importance of the recreational values of the lake. 

 

Submission   Minor Change to 
further define and 
respond to local 
character. 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change adds pedestrian link into Cooroora 
Creek Park. This change is in response to a 
submission and responds to the local character.  

This change does not change levels of assessment 
or category of development, but is a policy change 
for the shown pedestrian link to be considered during 
development assessment. However, DSDMIP does 
not consider the change to be a significant change, 
as the change was in response to a submission and 
does not affect a significant proportion of the 
planning scheme area. 

179.  Section 7.2.2  

Cooroy 

Figure 7.2.2.4 Cooroy Framework and Character Plan to remove reference to laneways corresponding with an 
amendment to PO16 and PO17 and corresponding AOs to further clarify and make consistent councils position on 
treatment of laneways in Cooroy. Laneways regardless of their location are subject to the same requirements. 
Requirements were still required in the original version however the provisions were not clear.  

Original consultation Version  

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Council response 13/1/2020 

Within Table 7.2.2.3, PO17 now reads as follows: 

 

 Minor change to 
provide consistency in 
approach to laneways 
as per the current 
planning scheme. No 
change in initial policy 
intent just further 
clarity and refinement 
of wording.  

No State Interest 
implication 

Council response 
13/1/2020 

The editor’s note has 
been deleted 

All editor’s notes have 
been reviewed and 
where they were placed 
in the AO column but no 

Change is to improve clarity and to align with 
existing planning scheme. Not a significant change 
as provides further clarity and doesn’t affect a large 
proportion of land within the Noosa Shire. 

No adverse impacts on state interests.  

DSDMIP notes that the ‘Editor’s Note’ is placed in 
the acceptable outcome column for PO17 but there 
is no acceptable outcome provided, DSDMIP 
suggests the Editor’s Note should actually be in the 
Performance Outcome Column. Furthermore, where 
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Final Version  

 

 

Original Version 

Acceptable Outcome 
provided they have been 
relocated to the 
corresponding PO 
column. 

is this policy? It’s not a PSP, so how is it drafted and 
endorsed and where can it be accessed? 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
accepts that the editor’s note has been removed in 
this instance as the policy referred to does not exist.  
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Figure 2.2.2.5 Deleted. 

 

 

Final Version  
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Final Tack Change Version  

 

180.  Section 7.2.2 
Cooroy  

Amended AO14 in accordance with the change in small dwelling size  

 

Submission    Minor change as a 
result of  amendment 
included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

This change is in response to a submission and 
changes the maximum dwelling size from 90m2 to 
100m2 in District centre zones. This change is to 
follow through with changes made for this issue, that 
was re-consulted during the second round of 
consultation therefore this change is not different to 
that which was publicly notified.  

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

181.  Section 7.2.3 
Tewantin  

Pelican Street to be included in overall outcomes for Tewantin (f) 

 

 

Amend Figure 7.2.3.4 Tewantin Framework and Character Plan so that 115 Poinciana Ave is included as part of the 
Key development site at 117 Poinciana Ave.  

  

 

Submission   Minor Changes to 
further define and 
respond to local 
character. The 
addition of 115 
Poinciana Ave was at 
the request of the 
property owner who 
also owns 117 
Poinciana Ave and 
does not change the 
overall development 
potential of the site. 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change is in response to a submission from the 
landowner to include the adjoining lot as a ‘key 
development site’ for Tewantin’s Framework and 
Character Plan. This change does not change levels 
of assessment or category of development, but is a 
policy change for that new lot to be included as a 
‘key development site’ and therefore this would be 
considered during development assessment. 
However, DSDMIP does not consider the change to 
be a significant change, as the change was in 
response to a submission and only affects that land. 

This change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

182.  Section 7.2.3 
Tewantin 

Amended AO15 in accordance with the change in small dwelling size  

 

Submission    Minor change as a 
result of  amendment 
included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

This change is in response to a submission and 
changes the maximum dwelling size from 90m2 to 
100m2 in District centre and Neighbourhood centre 
zones. This change is to follow through with changes 
made for this issue, that was re-consulted during the 
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second round of consultation therefore this change is 
not different to that which was publicly notified...  

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

183.  Section 7.2.3  
Tewantin 

Included PO20 to clarify uses in commercial lease areas for jetties.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

  Minor change to 
reflect a provision in 
the existing Noosa 
Plan to provide clarity 
regarding activities in 
lease areas.  

No State Interest 
implication 

This change adds a Performance Outcome for 
development in commercial lease areas for jetties to 
ensure the loading/unloading of passengers is 
confined to the commercial lease area. This is 
required in the current planning scheme. The change 
does not alter a level of assessment but does add an 
assessment requirement to relevant development. 
This only impacts development in the commercial 
lease areas for jetties and therefore not a large 
proportion of landowners in the region. As such, 
DSDMIP considers the change is not significantly 
different.  

The proposed change does not adversely impact a 
state interest.  

184.  Section 7.2.4 
Noosaville  

Amended Figure 7.2.4.5 Noosa Business Centre Framework and Character Plan to reflect the following;  

• That portion of 20 Hofmann Drive and 36-40 Hofmann Drive be rezoned to Major Centre Zone, removing 
the Small Scale Business Precinct off the site and extending the Showroom precinct further west along the 
northern boundary of the site. The remainder of the sites to be included in the Business Park precinct. 

• That the Village Mixed Use precinct be reconfigured to extend further a long the eastern side of the 
proposed new main street and extend the primary active street frontage accordingly. Reconfigure the 
adjoining High Density Residential precinct accordingly. 

• That the western end of High Density Residential precinct  along the norther side of Hofmann Drive be 
amended to Business Park precinct (corner of Rene St and Hofmann Drive). 

• The land to the north east of Walter Hay Drive to be shown as Recreation Open Space. 

 

Original Framework and Character Plan  

 

 

Final Framework and Character Plan  

Submission
s 

  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes 

No State Interest 
implication  

This change was re-consulted during the second 
round of consultation therefore this change is not 
different to that which was publicly notified. 

The change decreases the amount of residential 
zoned land as it rezones ‘High density residential’ to 
‘Recreation open space’ however this was done 
because of the bushfire risk to this land. DSDMIP 
considers the council has balanced the state 
interests in this regard and is satisfied the change 
integrates the state interests of the SPP. 
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185.  Section 7.2.4 
Noosaville 

Deleted overall outcome (t) as a result of removal of Short Stay Maps  

 

Submission    Minor Change as a 
result of a change 
included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

 

No State Interest 
implication  

This change is to tidy up provisions removed during 
the second consultation which removed the short-
stay maps. This change is to ensure the major policy 
change has been carried through the rest of the 
planning scheme. DSDMIP does not consider this to 
be a significant change as it is to correct the error of 
this provision being left in.  

This change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

186.  Section 7.2.4 
Noosaville 

Amended AO17 in accordance with the change in small dwelling size  

 

Submission    Minor Change as a 
result of a change 
included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

 

No State Interest 
implication  

This change is in response to a submission and 
changes the maximum dwelling size from 90m2 to 
100m2 in District centre and Major centre zones. This 
change is to follow through with changes made for 
this issue, that was re-consulted during the second 
round of consultation therefore this change is not 
different to that which was publicly notified. 

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

187.  Section 7.2.4  
Noosaville  

Included PO24 to clarify uses in commercial lease areas for jetties.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

  Minor change to 
reflect a provision in 
the existing Noosa 
Plan to provide clarity 
regarding activities in 
lease areas.  

No State Interest 
implication 

This change adds a Performance Outcome for 
development in commercial lease areas for jetties to 
ensure the loading/unloading of passengers is 
confined to the commercial lease area. This is 
required in the current planning scheme. The change 
does not alter a level of assessment but does add an 
assessment requirement to relevant development. 
This only impacts development in the commercial 
lease areas for jetties and therefore not a large 
proportion of landowners in the region. As such, 
DSDMIP considers the change is not significantly 
different.  

The proposed change does not adversely impact a 
state interest. 

188.  Section 7.2.5  
Noosa Heads  

Amend figure 7.2.5.4 Noosa Junction Framework and Character Plan as follows; 

• That the key pedestrian link be removed from 37 Sunshine Beach Rd and located through the existing link 
in the cinema. 

• That the key pedestrian/cycle link running at the back of properties between sunshine beach road and 
Lanyana Way be deleted. 

Original Framework Plan  

Submission   Minor Change to 
further define and 
respond to local 
character. 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change moves the key pedestrian link along 
Sunshine Beach Rd and deletes the pedestrian/cycle 
link at the back of properties between Sunshine 
Beach Rd and Lanyana Way, in response to a 
submission. 

This change does not change levels of assessment 
or category of development, but is a policy change 
for the shown pedestrian link to be considered during 
development assessment. However, DSDMIP does 
not consider the change to be a significant change, 
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Final Framework Plan  

 

as the change was in response to a submission and 
does not affect a significant proportion of the 
planning scheme area. 

189.  Section 7.2.5  
Noosa Heads  

Delete wording from Overall Outcome (j) to clarify that this area is not required by the LIGIP.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

  This is a minor 
wording change and 
does not result in a 
policy change from 
the original draft 
planning scheme.  

No State Interest 
implication 

This change is to remove words which could infer 
the public open space at the former Bowls site is 
trunk infrastructure – it isn’t, and therefore the 
council is removing this text to make this clear.  

This is considered to be a change to clarify the 
purpose of this land. DSDMIP does not consider this 
a significant change. 

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

190.  Section 7.2.5  
Noosa Heads 

Deleted overall outcome (p) as a result of the removal of the Short Stay maps.  

 

Submission
s  

  Minor Change as a 
result of a change 
included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

 

No State Interest 
implication  

This change is to tidy up provisions removed during 
the second consultation which removed the short-
stay maps. This change is to ensure the major policy 
change has been carried through the rest of the 
planning scheme. DSDMIP does not consider this to 
be a significant change as it is to correct the error of 
this provision being left in.  

This change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

191.  Section 7.2.5  
Noosa Heads 

Removal of wording as drafting error. This area is outside the urban boundary and no longer zoned for this purpose as 
was a result of previous state interest.  

Drafting/ 
Planning 

  Minor change in 
response to previous 

Drafting error 
responding to previous 
State Interest Review.  

This change is to follow through with a requirement 
of the state interest review, to remove proposed 
residential aged care development from land outside 
the urban footprint. This change is to correct an error 
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Circumstan
ce 

request from State 
Interest review.  

and DSDMIP does not consider it to be a significant 
change.  

The change does not affect a state interest. 

192.  Section 7.2.5  
Noosa Heads 

Inserted additional AO9.2 to further clarify requirements for this locality in the Open Space and Recreation Zone Code 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

  Minor Change to 
further define and 
respond to local 
character. 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change adds an acceptable outcome requiring 
land to be dedicated to Recreation and open space 
zone – in accordance with the Framework and 
Character Plan for Noosa Junction. DSMDIP does 
not consider this change to be significant because 
it’s an acceptable outcome, and an applicant can still 
decide to provide an alternative solution to meet the 
corresponding performance outcome. However, the 
addition of the acceptable outcome provides a 
measurable outcome that can be easily complied 
with should a developer wish to.  

No change to levels of assessment. 

This change does not adversely affect a state 
interest.  

193.  Section 7.2.5  
Noosa Heads 

Amended AO16 in accordance with the change in small dwelling size  

 

Submission    Minor change as a 
result of  amendment 
included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

This change is in response to a submission and 
changes the maximum dwelling size from 90m2 to 
100m2 in Major centre zones. This change is to 
follow through with changes made for this issue, that 
was re-consulted during the second round of 
consultation therefore this change is not different to 
that which was publicly notified. 

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

194.  Section 7.2.5  
Noosa Heads  

Included PO22 to clarify uses in commercial lease areas for jetties.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

  Minor change to 
reflect a provision in 
the existing Noosa 
Plan to provide clarity 
regarding activities in 
lease areas.  

No State Interest 
implication 

This change adds a Performance Outcome for 
development in commercial lease areas for jetties to 
ensure the loading/unloading of passengers is 
confined to the commercial lease area. This is 
required in the current planning scheme. The change 
does not alter a level of assessment but does add an 
assessment requirement to relevant development. 
This only impacts development in the commercial 
lease areas for jetties and therefore not a large 
proportion of landowners in the region. As such, 
DSDMIP considers the change is not significantly 
different.  

The proposed change does not adversely impact a 
state interest. 

195.  Section 7.2.6 
Coastal 
Communities  

Amended overall Outcome (m) in response to removal of Short Stay Maps  

 

Submission   Minor change as a 
result of  amendment 
included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

 This change is to tidy up provisions removed during 
the second consultation which removed the short-
stay maps. This change is to ensure the major policy 
change has been carried through the rest of the 
planning scheme. DSDMIP does not consider this to 
be a significant change as it is to correct the error of 
this provision being left in.  

This change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

196.  Section 7.2.6  
Coastal 
Communities  

Amended AO13 in accordance with the change in small dwelling size  

 

Submission    Minor change as a 
result of  amendment 
included in 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant Changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

This change is in response to a submission and 
changes the maximum dwelling size from 90m2 to 
100m2 in Local centre and Neighbourhood centre 
zones. This change is to follow through with changes 
made for this issue, that was re-consulted during the 
second round of consultation therefore this change is 
not different to that which was publicly notified. 

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

Part 8- Overlays 
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197.  8.2.2 
Biodiversity 
and, 
waterway and 
wetland 
Overlay  

 

 

   Minor change as a 
result of drafting. 

Council response 
13/01/2020  

Drainage lines are 
dealt with in the Water 
Quality and Drainage 
Code where water 
sensitive urban design 
and natural drainage 
channel criteria are 
detailed. The change 
removes duplication 
from the scheme for 
this matter. 

No further change 

 The proposed change removes ‘drainage lines’ from 
the PO, meaning they won’t be protected for 
biodiversity and ecosystem values under the 
Biodiversity, waterways and wetlands overlay code. 
The council had not provided any detail about the 
reason for the change or the implications of the 
change.  

DSDMIP notes that the planning scheme contains 
other provisions to avoid significant adverse 
environmental impacts on drainage lines. DSDMIP 
notes that this particular PO is specifically about 
biodiversity and ecosystem values. DSDMIP 
assumes the council has chosen to exclude drainage 
lines as they may already be highly disturbed and 
modified, or artificial in nature and therefore may not 
have significant biodiversity and ecosystem values 
that require protecting. 

DSDMIP has considered the council’s explanation 
provided confirms the change is not significant and 
doesn’t adversely affect a state interest. 

198.  8.2.3 Bushfire 
hazard 
overlay Code  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

  Included AO6.5 to 
ensure that any 
emergency access 
requirements meet 
council standards. 
This is not a change in 
policy intent and is a 
minor change. 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change has been initiated by council to ensure 
development meets council standards for emergency 
access. The change adds an acceptable outcome, 
and the development could still provide an 
alternative solution to comply with the performance 
outcome. The change does not alter levels of 
assessment and is unlikely to affect a large 
proportion of the planning scheme area. 

DSDMIP does not consider the change to be 
significantly different. The change supports the state 
interest for natural hazards, risk and resilience for 
bushfire hazard, by including provisions to aid in 
emergency access for properties at risk of bushfire 
hazard.  

199.  8.2 4 Coastal 
Protection 
Overlay 

Amend Coastal Protection Overlay code to reflect current scheme.  

Refer to Appendix 2.2 for copy of code and State Interests Information.  

Submission   Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

 

Yes – State interest 
response provided 
separately- see Coastal 
Erosion Risk 
Assessment  

The change was included in the second round of 
public consultation and no further changes have 
been made since.  

The change has resulted in the New Noosa Plan not 
integrating the SPP for erosion prone areas. A 
detailed consideration of this change is provided in 
section 7.4 of the assessment report and its 
implications on the state interest.  

200.  8.2.5 
Extractive 
Resources 
Overlay  

Amend Extractive Resources overlay Code PO2 and PO3 Submission   Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

Yes Refer to Appendix 
2.1  

 

 

The change removes the word ‘materially’ – 
DSDMIP notes the removal of this word does not 
affect the meaning or change the requirement of the 
performance outcomes – in fact, the word is 
unnecessary.  

This change is minor and is not significantly different, 
furthermore, the change was in the second round of 
consultation and no further changes made so it 
doesn’t make the version different to the one which 
was publicly notified. 

This change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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201.  8.2.6 Flood 
Overlay  

Increase distance for filling distance (3m) around dwelling houses in rural and rural residential areas that are flood 
prone to improve access 

 

 

 

 Council response 13/1/2020 

Amendment were to provide clarity what filling can occur 
within the flood plain. 

It is acknowledged that this wording is somewhat confusing. 
The AO for PO3 has been further changed to: 

“AO3 Development areas are not filled to reduce flood risk.”  

These provisions relate to reconfiguring a lot and operational 
works to prevent earthworks and filling in flood prone areas. 
This is to maintain natural landforms and drainage lines and 
ensure that the development does not exacerbate flood risks 
within the catchment to protect people and property. This 
supports the state interest for flood hazards within the SPP. 

 Minor Change to 
further clarify PO and 
AO 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP’s initial comments - Flood hazard is a state 
interest – how does this impacts the state interest? 
Further, the AO (called a PO) does not make any 
sense. Council to review the AO(PO) - Council 
needs to expand on how this does not impact the 
state interest.  

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
acknowledges the council is trying to prevent 
subdivision developments from filling in the 
floodplain. DSDMIP does not consider that this 
change would make the proposed amendment 
significantly different, having regard to Schedule 2 of 
the MGR – the AO provides support to the policy 
intent of the PO to maintain natural landforms and 
protect hydrological systems.  

The change supports the SPP and does not 
adversely impact a state interest.  

202.  8.2.6 Flood 
Overlay 

Amendment to provide clarity what filling can occur within the flood plain.  Drafting  Council response 15/1/2020  Minor drafting 
amendment to provide 
further clarity for filling 
in the flood plain and 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP’s initial comments – This does impact a 
state interest – flood hazard. What change does 
going from 1 to 3m have on flood risk? Evidence 
required. How does this impact the risk assessment? 
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Increase filling distance (3m) around dwelling houses in rural 
and rural residential areas that are flood prone to improve 
access around building footprints. 

Currently, landowners tend to fill to the boundary in urban 
areas to achieve flood immunity (though the scheme 
provisions only allow for 1m). 

In the rural and rural residential areas this filling is also 
restricted to 1m around buildings (as per the current scheme 
and the first round consultation version of the New Noosa 
Plan). The change to 3m has arisen from discussions with 
landholders outside urban areas about how their properties 
function in times of flood and their desire to improve flood 
resilience.  

There are a range of criteria in the Flood Hazard Overlay 
Code that would need to be met to maintain flood storage 
capacity on properties and to avoid flood impacts to 
neighbors and the wider floodplain in terms of flood depths, 
duration, and velocity. These provisions would ensure an 
appropriate assessment of flood plain impacts as part of a 
reconfiguring a lot application.  

For existing lots, there is an expectation to build a house and 
a degree of filling is sometimes needed to provide for this. A 
code assessable application would be required for filling 
beyond a certain limit – 10m2 for urban areas and 100m2 for 
rural and rural residential.  

To ensure that a proper assessment is made of the impacts 
of filling on the flood plain, further wording has been added to 
AO10: 

AO10 Filling, other than for accessways: 

(a) does not extend more than the equivalent of 3 metres 
around the main building, measured from the outer walls of 
the building;  

(c) is limited to a maximum of 500m2; and  

(b) does not impact on the local drainage of adjoining 
properties.  

These additional requirements support the state interests for 
flood hazards within the SPP by ensuring that flood risks to 
people and property are properly assessed, avoided and 
mitigated. 

The requirements are in the Flood Hazard Overlay Code and 
would not be applicable to dwelling houses that are accepted 
development (assessed against the Low Density Housing 
Code). They would only apply where filling exceeds the fill 
limits (10m3 or 100m3) in the tables of development, thereby 
triggering an operational works approval for filling. 

As part of the Noosa River Flood Study 2016, Council 
included a future climate model scenario that raised the 
surfaced levels of all the urban development to a level above 
possible flooding to 'test' the sensitivity of the model results to 
simulating the obstructions of buildings within the floodplain 
and in doing so this scenario also provided an indication of 
potential cumulative effects of broad-scale filling in urban 
areas.  

This modelling of raised urban areas indicated that the 
potential impacts were not significant. This scenario is 
documented in the flood study. From this, Council is satisfied 
that the 3m provision to all urban areas has been considered 
and the potential impacts would be insignificant on flood plain 
storage capacity and flood risk.  

For the rural and rural residential areas, limiting the filling to a 
maximum of 500m2 and ensuring that local drainage is not 
impacted would satisfactorily mitigate flood risks at the local 
level. There would only be a small number of remaining rural 

to assist with 
improving flood 
resilience. 

Council needs to provide more information on what 
this increase means for the shire’s flood immunity, 
flood capacity impact etc. More detail on the state 
interest is required. Council hydrologist will be asked 
for more info. If it is covered in another area of the 
scheme the council should provide comment on this. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
proposed additional changes to the AO. DSDMIP 
does not consider that this change would make the 
proposed amendment significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR – the AO provides 
support to the policy intent of the PO. The code is 
applicable to assessable development and therefore 
non-compliance with the AO would not increase any 
accepted development to be assessable 
development.  

The change supports the SPP for flood hazard and 
does not adversely impact a state interest. 
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and rural residential properties in the Shire available for 
development. Some redevelopment of properties will also 
occur over time. Based on the urban assessment (mentioned 
above) and the broader flood plain characteristics, Council 
would expect the cumulative impacts on the flood plain of this 
additional filling to be insignificant for non-urban areas. 

203.  8.2.8 
Landslide 
Hazard 
Overlay Code   

 

 

Submission    Minor drafting change 
to heading for 
consistent approach 
to terminology with 
deleting references to 
steep land.  

No State Interest 
implication  

The change is to ensure consistent language has 
been used throughout as the council previously 
changed how they refer to steep/sloping land. The 
change does not adversely affect a state interest and 
the change is minor in nature and does not change a 
policy position or level of assessment. 

Part 9 – Development Codes 

204.  9.3.1 Low 
density 
Housing 
Code  

Amended AO1.3 in response to removal of the Short Stay Maps  

 

Submission   

 

Council response 13/1/2020 

In some residential zones Short-term accommodation is 
Accepted development subject to requirements if:  

• in the applicant's principal place of residence; 

• occupied by short term guests on no more than 4 
occurrences in any calendar year; and 

• occupied by short term guests for a total of no more 
than 60 nights in any calendar year. 

This is specified in the Table of Assessment for the relevant 
zones and should not need duplication in a use code.   

Further review of where the Low Density Housing (use) Code 
is called up suggests no instances where the AO needs to be 
retained.  As a result AO1.3 of the Low Density Housing 
Code is deleted along with the editor’s note. 

This has consequentially resulted in the need to remove 
reference to AO1.3 where it was listed in the Performance 
criteria for Short-term accommodation in the Table of 
Assessment for the Low Density Residential Zone.  

 Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes 
however amended 
after to clarify wording 
and to include criteria 
for Short-term 
accommodation.   

No State Interest 
implication 

Initial DSDMIP comments – Is this a repeat of the 
assessment table criteria? Why is it then being 
repeated in the code? Council can remove the 
double up (a) and (b) as this is in the table of 
assessment. Council to review if this AO is required 
and provide further information to DSDMIP. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
further change and does not consider that this 
change would make the proposed amendment 
significantly different, having regard to Schedule 2 of 
the MGR – the removal of the AO does not impact 
the council’s policy intent as this was a duplication of 
the assessment table criteria.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. Further detail on this matter is provided in 
section 7.3 of the assessment report. 
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Additionally in light of comments provided by the DSDMIP in 
regard to clarity of drafting the relevant Performance 
Outcome has also been edited to read as below.   

 

205.  9.3.1 Low 
density 
Housing 
Code 

 

 

Submission  No further changes – Final  

Council response 13/1/2020 

Editor’s note is now deleted. 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes 
however removed 
after clarification that 
this was no longer 
warranted as covered 
under the Plumbing 
Act. 2003. 

NA  DSDMIP acknowledges the deletion of this editors’ 
note. An editor’s note is not a binding benchmark 
and therefore this is a minor drafting change.  

206.  9.3.1 Low 
density 
Housing 
Code 

Amended AO9 to further clarify the outcome. 

 

Submission  No Further Changes – Final   Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

This change was publicly advertised, and no further 
changes made, so it’s not significantly different to 
that which undertook consultation. 

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

207.  9.3.1 Low 
density 
Housing 
Code 

Inserted editor’s note to provide further clarityin AO14  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

This change was publicly advertised, and no further 
changes made, so it’s not significantly different to 
that which undertook consultation. 

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

208.  9.3.1 Low 
density 
Housing 
Code 

Amended PO16 to provide further clarity. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

 

No Further Changes – Final 

 

Council response 13/1/2020 

The title for this PO is ‘Flood Hazard Area’ but has now been 
changed to “Flood Hazards” to better reflect the scope of the 
PO. 

Not all flood prone areas in Noosa Shire are mapped on the 
flood hazard overlay. Where a development is triggered by 
the overlay, a proposal will need to demonstrate that it is 
designed and sited to ensure flood risk to people and 
property is avoided or mitigated. This is principally achieved 
to the setting of the minimum habitable floor heights. 

The change would have minimal effect on development as 
the flood overlay maps already express that other areas 
across the shire may also be subject to flooding. 

The reason for moving wording to the AO is for improve 
readability. Council has no concerns if the DSDMIP would 
prefer the wording to be moved back. 

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication for flood 
hazards – the provisions 
seeks to protect people 
and property from flood 
risks in flood prone 
areas. 

This change was publicly advertised, and no further 
changes made, so it’s not significantly different to 
that which undertook consultation. 

The change does affect a state interest – flood 
hazard. 

The original PO provisions referred to development 
in the flood hazard area on the overlay but these 
words have been removed so now it applies 
everywhere? Please confirm and provide evidence 
of how this changes requirements across the 
planning scheme area, not just in the flood hazard 
area. 

DSDMIP supports the changes based on the 
additional justification. Where the flood hazard is 
known, council can set a provision in the AO, 
otherwise a development can propose an alternative 
solution to meet PO. 

The proposed change does not adversely impact a 
state interest. 

209.  9.3.1 Low 
density 
Housing 
Code 

Amended PO19 to provide further clarity. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

This change was publicly advertised, and no further 
changes made, so it’s not significantly different to 
that which undertook consultation. 

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 
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210.  9.3.1 Low 
density 
Housing 
Code 

Amended AO21 to provide further clarity with a Note rather than Editor’s note.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Changes – Final  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

 

The editor’s note has 
been moved to the 
performance outcome 
column. 

This change was publicly advertised, and no further 
changes made, so it’s not significantly different to 
that which undertook consultation. 

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

DSDMIP initially commented that the editor’s note 
was not attached to an AO. The council has now 
moved the editor’s note to the PO. 

211.  9.3.1 Low 
density 
Housing 
Code 

Added additional PO/AO22 for Landslide Hazard Area as a result of Changes to Table of Assessment for Landslide 
Hazard Area.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Council response 13/1/2020 

Refer to Item 63.  

The relevant accepted outcomes for accepted development 
are referred to in the Tables of Development for the Low 
Density Residential Zone and Medium Density Residential 
Zone (5.5.1 and 5.5.2). 

These relates to AO15, AO16 and AO22 of the Low Density 
Housing Zone. 

 This is required after 
changes were made 
to the Tables of 
Assessment to make 
some uses accepted 
subject to 
requirements rather 
than code assessment 
in response to 
submission received 
in the first 
consultation. This is 
not a significant 
change as currently 
code assessment is 
not required and will 
further reduce 
regulation of dwellings 
where not required.  

State interest – natural 
hazards – landslide. The 
provisions support this 
state interest by 
avoiding development in 
landslide hazard areas 
or steep land. 

DSDMIP’s initial comments raised concern about the 
implications of making low density housing type 
development’s not accepted subject to requirements 
against the overlay codes for natural hazards. The 
council identified that in doing so these development 
types did not have assessment benchmarks for 
landslide hazard. Consequently, the inclusion of a 
new PO and AO in the Low density housing code 
was necessary to ensure the SPP was being 
appropriately integrated to protect development and 
people from landslide hazard. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
does not consider that this change would make the 
proposed amendment significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR –inclusions of a 
new PO and AO for landslide hazard in this does not 
conflict with the council’s policy intent. The PO and 
AO were publicly consulted on in the Landslide 
hazard overlay code to which at that point in time low 
density housing development would have been 
assessable against.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

212.  9.3.2 

Caretaker’s 
Accommodati
on, Dwelling 
unit and Rural 
Workers 
Code.  

Amended PO2 to include previous AOs to ensure the intent if caretakers accommodation across the Shire as the level 
of assessment has been reduced from Impact to Code.  

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Council response 16/1/2020 

PO2 is substantially reworked to provide a performance 
Outcome and associated Acceptable Outcomes as follows: 

 

 Minor change to 
provide further clarity 
in the intent of 
Caretaker’s 
accommodation 
across the shire 
considering that the 
Levels of assessment 
have been reduced. 

16/1/2020 

NB have also 
changed the word 
“demand” to “need” 

No State Interest 
implication  

 

Council response 
13/1/2020  

The quantifiable 
outcomes are still AOs 
and the policy position in 
the form of qualitative 
statements are now 
POs.  This still provides 
some flexibility. 

DSDMIP’s initial comments – Moving the AO 
provisions to the PO isn’t considered minor, as it 
means there are no alternative solutions to meet the 
PO. Please provide justification about this change 
and whether it is significantly different. 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s rework of the 
PO and re-introduction of the AO. DSDMIP does not 
consider that this change would make the proposed 
amendment significantly different, having regard to 
Schedule 2 of the MGR –The AOs have been 
reworked to provide quantifiable outcomes with the 
council’s policy position on caretaker’s 
accommodation unchanged.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 
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213.  9.3.2 

Caretaker’s 
Accommodati
on, Dwelling 
unit and Rural 
Workers 
Code. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Change – Final Version   Minor drafting change 
for consistency across 
the scheme. 

 

Council response 
13/1/2020 

This is an 
unintentional drafting 
error as a result of 
original preliminary 
drafting which was 
never amended to be 
65m2 to be consistent 
with the maximum 
GFA for Caretaker’s 
Accommodation 
throughout the rest of 
the scheme. The 
amended 65m2 
makes this AO 
consistent with the 
tables of assessment 
and zone code 
provisions for the Low 
Impact and Medium 
Impact Industry Zones 
which state 65m2 as 
the maximum GFA for 
caretaker’s 
accommodation. This 
AO can be deleted 
and then rely on the 
provisions in the Zone 
Codes if necessary.  

  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP’s initial comments – Why did the council 
change from 50m2 to 65m2? What is the 
reason/evidence for the change? This isn’t a minor 
change, but it is a policy change. What affect will this 
change have on development in these zones? 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s explanation and 
is comfortable this is not a policy change. DSDMIP 
does not consider that this change would make the 
proposed amendment significantly different, having 
regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR –The change is 
consistent with caretaker’s accommodation in the 
zone codes and avoids conflict between the codes. 
The change is not a policy change.  

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. 

214.  9.3.3 Dual 
Occupancy 
and Multiple 
Housing 
Code   

Added PO3 in response to removing Short Stay Maps. Submission  Minor Change to editors Note 

Final Version  

 Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes, 
however minor 
amendment to the 
editor’s Note. 

No State Interest 
implication 

 

Offending PO and AO 
are both deleted. 

DSDMIP initial comments – The wording in the PO 
and AO require revising. AO is not measurable. 
What does ‘located in environments’ mean? What is 
‘comfort’? The word ‘alienate’ is emotive. 
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Council response 13/1/2020 

In the High Density Residential zone Short-term 
accommodation is generally supported by the planning 
scheme unless it is located on a site adjoining or over the 
road from land within the Major Centre Zone.  {The reason for 
this is that there are areas within and immediately adjoining 
the Noosa Business Centre and Noosa Junction which 
Council seeks to protect for higher density living for 
permanent residents such as key workers, without the 
intrusion of tourists.  There are specific housing aspirations 
for these areas and it is considered objectives will not be met 
if the market is influenced by the ability to include visitor 
accommodation.}     

The Table of Assessment for the High Density Residential 
Zone specifies this exception and it should not need 
duplication in a use code.   

As a result AO3 of the Dual Occupancy and Multiple Dwelling 
Code is deleted along with the editor’s note. 

Currently in the Table of Assessment for Medium Density 
Residential and High Density Residential short term 
accommodation is Acceptable development subject to 
requirements if: 

a) not located on a site adjoining or over the road from 
land within the Major Centre Zone;   

b) in the applicant's principal place of residence; 
c) occupied by short term guests on no more than 4 

occurrences in any calendar year; and 
d) occupied by short term guests for a total of no more 

than 60 nights in any calendar year. 

It calls up AO’s from the Dual Occupancy and Multiple 
Dwelling Code as requirements.  Council accepts this is 
counter-intuitive as short-term accommodation is a different 
use however it is to cover the scenario of just occasionally 
letting out one’s permanent home. 

To counteract this problem, without opening a loophole, it is 
proposed to add to the table of assessment a parameter that 
it must be within an existing building.  By doing this the 
references to compliance with the use code could all be 
deleted.    

New wording for Table 5.5.2 MDR zone 

 

New wording for Table 5.5.3 HDR zone 

 

New wording for Table 5.5.4 TA zone 

 Why can’t short-term accomm be close to Major 
Centre zone? Where’s the link between the AO and 
PO in regards to the mention of Major Centre zone? 

 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response to 
remove PO3 and AO3 in the Dual Occupancy and 
Multiple Housing Code and accepts this is 
appropriate to avoid duplication with the table of 
assessment. The change to include ‘must be within 
an existing building’ is not offensive as the ability for 
a land owner to let their place of residence means 
that they must be living there and consequently the 
residential use would be established. If a new 
development is proposed it is likely the level of 
assessment would be code assessable and 
therefore the ‘must be within an existing building’ is 
not applicable. 

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR –
The change is consistent with the council’s policy 
position on short-term accommodation that is 
accepted development not requiring approval. 

The change does not adversely impact a state 
interest. Further detail on this matter is provided in 
section 7.3 of the assessment report. 
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Further, PO3 of the Dual Occupancy and Multiple Dwelling 
Code has been deleted.   

This results in renumbering through the rest of that code.  

No renumbering has been necessitated in part 5.      

215.  Section 9.3.3 
Dual 
Occupancy 
and Multiple 
Housing 
Code   

Added AO14 to provide drafting consistency across use codes in relation to car parking requirements.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further Change – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP understands the change is to clarify car 
parking requirements and provide consistency. The 
change is to make the note into an AO and reference 
a car parking table. There is no change to the PO. 
As there is no change to the PO and the AO column 
has been tidied up to place the editors notice 
requirement into the AO, DSDMIP considers this 
change is minor, and does not change the policy 
position. Applications can still provide an alternative 
solution to meet the PO rather than comply with the 
AO. 

DSDMIP does not consider this to adversely impact 
a state interest. 

216.  9.3.5 Visitor 
Accommodati
on Code  

Original Version  

 

Submission Amended AO9.1 and 9.2 to allow for a minimum of 10% 
landscaping requirement as per the current Noosa Plan and a 
reduced width of landscaping along frontages from 3m to 1m 
for mixed use buildings fronting Gympie terrace, Thomas 
Street and Duke Street.  

Final Version  

 

 Minor changes to 
specific areas within 
the zone to further 
clarify and ensure 
provisions achieve 
overall outcomes of 
the zone and reflect 
existing built form. 
Refer to Appendix 1.2  

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP understands the change will provide 
exceptions in the AOs for particular locations to be 
consistent with existing built form. There is no 
change to the PO. DSDMIP considers the change to 
be minor, and that an application can still provide an 
alternative solution to meet the PO which is 
unchanged. 

217.   9.3.5 Visitor 
Accommodati
on Code  

Added PO25 in response to amended approach to Short-term accommodation.  

Significant Changes version  

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

Amended AO25.2 to have no more than 5 bedrooms rather 
than 6.  

Final Version  

Submis
sions  

Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

 

No State Interest 
implication  

 

DSDMIP understand the change is in the AO to 
allow 5 bedrooms instead of 6, in the rural and rural 
res zones for short-term accommodation. DSDMIP is 
unsure whether this is a major policy change 
however as it’s an AO, an application could still 
apply for 6 bedrooms as long as it meets the PO. 
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Council response 16/1/2020 

All AOs have been deleted 

 

 

This has been 
amended as a result 
of submissions 
received. 

Council response 
16/1/2020 

These AOs are not 
called up for accepted 
development 
anywhere in the 
Tables of 
Assessment. 

This code is called up 
for code assessment 
in the Rural Zone.  In 
such circumstance 
scale and density is 
already addressed in 
the zone code. 

Otherwise the only 
time these particular 
provisions would be 
relied upon is through 
impact assessment for 
using a single dwelling 
as short term 
accommodation 
regardless of zone. To 
some extent they 
duplicate the zone 
codes.   

It is considered the 
AOs should all be 
deleted as they do not 
assist with 
interpretation of or 
meeting the POs in 
the circumstances 
where this code is 
relied upon, or 
duplicate what is 
covered in the zone 
codes. 

DSDMIP doesn’t consider this to adversely affect a 
state interest.  

DSDMIP initial comments – Further explanation 
about why council considers this to be not a major 
change – from 6 to 5 bedrooms. 

DSDMIP accepts that the council has decided to not 
continue with the change post consultation. 
Therefore, there is no significant change. 

218.  9.3.6 Home-
based 
Business 
Code  

Amended Editor’s Note  

 

 No further Changes – Final version  

Council response 16/1/2020 

We have edited both the AO and editor’s note so no conflict. 

 

 

 Minor amendment to 
the editor’s Note. 

A Home-based 
business means the 
use of a dwelling or 
domestic outbuilding 
on premises for a 
business activity that 
is subordinate to the 
residential use of the 
premises. 

A dwelling means all 
or part of a building 
that— 

a) is used, or 
capable of being 
used, as a self-
contained 
residence; and 

b) contains— 
i. food 

preparatio

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP’s initial comments – An Editor’s note which 
is in direct conflict with an AO (AO4.2) may be 
confusing to applicants and DA assessment officers. 

 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
change and is comfortable there is no longer a 
conflict with the AO. DSDMIP does not consider that 
this change would make the proposed amendment 
significantly different, having regard to Schedule 2 of 
the MGR –The change is a minor drafting change to 
improve clarity and support an existing policy 
position. 

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 
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n facilities; 
and 

ii. a bath or 
shower; 
and 

iii. a toilet; and 
iv. a wash 

basin; and 
v. facilities for 

washing 
clothes. 

Council has always 
had the position that 
bed and breakfast 
accommodation is not 
to be self-contained 
like a granny flat and 
guests do not have 
cooking facilities.   

PO4 says the guest 
accommodation is not 
self-contained. 

As per a motel room 
you would typically 
have a kettle, toaster 
and bar fridge and 
reasonably a small 
sink, such that you 
could prepare hot 
beverages and 
compile a continental 
breakfast or maybe 
heat up some 2 
minute noodles.     

219.  9.3.6 Home-
based 
Business 
Code 

Added additional PO/AOs for Bushfire Hazard, Flood hazard and Landslide Hazard in response to changes made in 
respective Overlay tables of Assessment to exempt some uses form code assessment.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

 

No further Changes – Final version 

Council response 14/1/20 

In reviewing the tables of assessment it is evident that these 
hazard provisions are not called up for accepted development 
for a home-based business. They are only applicable for 
assessable development. This is because some home based 
businesses that are code assessable or impact assessment 
may be located outside the dwelling (as described in the 
ToD). However, the main issue is the storage of chemicals in 
a hazard area, rather than other issues of water supply, 
minimum floor heights and landslide hazard. PO10 and 
AO10.1 and AO10.2 in the Home-based Business Code 
provide suitable criteria for storage of chemicals. 

These additional provisions for bushfire, flood hazard and 
landslide are therefore not needed in the Home-based 
business code - they are best covered by the Low Density 
Housing Code. They have now been deleted from the Home-
based business code as per the consultation versions.  

Where building works are required to a dwelling as part of a 
new home-based business, the building works would be 
assessed against the Low Density Housing Code. This is the 
case for the ToD for building works (Section 5.7) for the Low 
Density Residential Zone where AO15 (bushfire) and AO16 
(flooding) in the Low Density Housing Code is called up. 
However, AO22 (landslide) in the Low Density Housing Code 
should also be called up for accepted development for this 
zone. This has now been added. 

The same AO15, AO16 and AO22 should also be called up 
for accepted development in the ToD for Building Works for 
the Rural Residential Zone and the Rural Zone. These have 
now been added. 

 Minor change to 
provide for the revised 
approach to some 
land uses which are 
now accepted subject 
to requirements rather 
than code assessable. 
It was considered 
easier to add these to 
the Development 
Codes to reduce the 
overall codes certifiers 
need to use to assess 
developments,  

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP initial comments – Bushfire: 

The premise behind these new provisions is fine, 
however, the council should look to the SPP 
guidance material for bushfire. DSDMIP suggests 
changes to the PO to be more aligned to the 
following: 

 

DSDMIP also recommends removing AO provisions 
which refer to water supplies that the guidance 
material advises are NOT reliable water supplies (eg 
swimming pools). 

Furthermore, why are these provisions even needed, 
when a home-based business is going to be located 
in a dwelling house – wouldn’t these provisions just 
be taken care of in the dwelling house code? The 
home-based business is a use that will occur in an 
existing dwelling? 

In regard to the additions for all hazards, please 
provide information about how the additional 
provisions will require additional requirements by 
development – for accepted development AND 
assessable development (code). 

DSDMIP has reviewed the council’s response and 
whilst the proposed changes are accepted as an 
appropriate outcome, the changes have not been 
made in the version of the scheme provided to the 
Minister and requested for adoption. 
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These additional provisions will not add any additional 
requirements for development given that they were previously 
required through the respective overlay codes and have since 
been made exempt from the overlays through changes made 
to the ToD for overlays (Section 5.9). The changes (made 
post-consultation) specifically made building works to a 
dwelling house exempt from the bushfire, flooding and 
landslide overlay.  

In response to DSDMIP’s suggested wording, the bushfire 
provision (AO15) of the Low Density Housing Code has been 
changed to: 

Where there is no available reticulated water supply, the 
premise has a dedicated static water supply that is available 
solely for fire-fighting purposes and can be accessed by fire 
fighting vehicles. 

Editor’s Note—Swimming pools, farm ponds and dams are 
not considered reliable sources of static water supply in 
Queensland due to regular drought events. Refer to 
Queensland Fire and Rescue Service’s Building Resilient 
Communities Technical Reference Guide 2019 for preferred 
solutions for appropriate static water supply. 

This same wording has also been added to AO3.2 in the 
Bushfire Overlay Code. 

The council still must make the changes, as 
described in this table, to the follow parts of the 
scheme: 

• 9.3.1 Low density housing code – wording 
change to AO15 Bushfire hazard 
management 

• 9.3.6 Home-based business code – removal 
of PO14 Bushfire hazard management, PO15 
Flood hazard area and PO16 Landslide 
hazard area 

• 8.2.3 Bushfire hazard overlay code – wording 
change to AO3.2 Water supply for fire fighting 
purposes 

On 31/01/2020 the council provided an updated 
version of Part 8 and 9 which correctly shows the 
changes detailed in this table. DSDMIP is satisfied 
the council has appropriately addressed state 
interest for natural hazards (bushfire, flood and 
landslide). There is no adverse impact on a state 
interest.  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR –
The change is a minor drafting change to improve 
clarity and support an existing policy position. 

220.  9.3.7 
Business 
Activities 
Code  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version  

Council response 15/1/2020 

Amended as suggested 

 

 Minor change to 
provide a consistent 
approach and further 
clarity regarding 
interface trading hours 
for businesses.  

 Suggest rewording AO11.1 for clarity: 

The use or activity does not operate outside the 
hours of 7:00am to 9:00pm, seven days a week, 
where the site directly adjoins land in the following 
zones: 

• All residential zones, except for the 
Tourist accommodation zone 

• Major centre zone – High density 
residential precinct 

• Rural residential zone 

Suggest rewording AO11.2 for clarity: 

Where the site is not located in a zone specified 
above in AO11.1, the use does not operate 
outside… 

The council has made the suggested wording 
changes. 

The changes are considered to not make the 
scheme significantly different, although do represent 
a policy change. However, these changes do make 
sense in terms of regulating hours of operation 
around sensitive uses – residential areas. The 
development could still not comply with the AO and 
can suggest an alternative way to meet the PO, 
which is unchanged. 

DSDMIP does not consider this change adversely 
impacts a state interest. 
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221.  9.3.7 
Business 
Activities 
Code 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version  Included PO/AOs for 
live music to ensure 
consistent approach 
to live music operation 
hours throughout the 
shire.  

Council response  

These are trying to 
regulate the use of 
outdoor areas for live 
music and not really 
control the level of 
noise – just operation 
hours. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP is comfortable that the provisions are not 
trying to regulate noise or liquor licensing which are 
controlled under separate legislative requirements.  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR –
The change is specific to the use of live music as 
part of business activities and do not impact on the 
level of assessment for a development type. The 
AOs are prescriptive to support the higher level 
requirements in the PO. 

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

222.  9.3.7 
Business 
Activities 
Code 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version  Minor change in 
response to 
submissions regarding 
availability of electric 
vehicle changing 
stations.  

Council response  

Wanted to provide for 
electric charging 
stations. 

No State Interest 
implication  

Whilst DSDMIP acknowledges a Service Station is 
impact assessable, the AO simply provides an 
acceptable outcome but alternative solutions can be 
considered in the assessment.   

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR –
the change to include an additional AO will not have 
a major policy change as the AO is only an 
acceptable outcome for a development type which is 
impact assessable. 

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

223.  Section 9.3.9 
Entertainment 
and Activities 
code  

Reviewed provisions in response to concerns regarding operation hours in the Hospitality Precinct and to provide 
further clarity in code provisions. The review does not change the policy intent rather reorders and further clarifies 
requirements in different locations and corresponding operation hours. This also includes the review of operation 
hours in the Hospitality precinct in response to submissions. 

Submission No further changes – Final Version 

Council response 15/1/2020 

Changed as suggested 

 

 

 Minor Changes in 
response to 
submissions and 
doesn’t result in any 
change in overall 
policy intent for the 
planning scheme.  

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP’s suggest: 

Operation of the entertainment activity is limited to 
between the hours of 7:00am – 9:00pm, seven days 
per week, on any site (regardless of zone) adjoining 
the following zones: 

a) any residential zone (except the Tourist 
accommodation zone) 

b) Rural residential zone 
c) Major centre zone – High density 

residential precinct. 

The council has made the suggested change to the 
wording. 

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR. 
The changes provide clarity and more guidance and 
DSDMIP does not consider the changes to be a 
policy change or impact a significant proportion of 
the community.  

DSDMIP does not consider the change to adversely 
impact a state interest. 
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Works codes 

224.  9.4.1 
Driveways 
and parking 
Code  

Amend AO6.1 to include bicycles spaces as this was always the intention in Table 9.4.1.4  Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP considers this change – adding ‘bicycle 
spaces’ to requirements for parking for end of trip 
facilities, is not a major policy change and provides 
consistency with Table 9.4.1.4 which already 
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specifies the bicycle space requirements for 
development. 

DSDMIP does not consider the change to adversely 
impact a state interest. 

225.  9.4.1 
Driveways 
and parking 
Code  

Amend AO6.2  to allow for the substitution of motorcycle spaces for car spaces as per the current Noosa Plan.  

 

Submission No further changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does not consider this change to be a 
significant change – the change will simply allow a 
development to propose motorcycle spaces as per 
the requirements, instead of car parking spaces up 
to a maximum 4 car parking spaces. This is an AO 
and a development does not have to meet the AO – 
the development can still meet the PO. Also, the way 
it is written, it’s optional, rather than a criteria 
requiring the substitution. Developments will vary 
depending on what they are for, and where they are 
located. Therefore the addition simply provides 
further options for development to comply with the 
AOs. 

DSDMIP does not consider this change to adversely 
impact a state interest. 

226.  9.4.1  

Driveways 
and parking 
Code  

Add AO6.4 to ensure facilities are accessible  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

The change provides further clarity about the 
accessibility of bicycle spaces and end of trip 
facilities. The change is an AO, therefore 
development could argue to not provide this, and 
provide an alternative solution to meet the PO. 

DSMIP does not consider this change to be 
significant, nor is it a policy change or likely to affect 
a significant proportion of the planning scheme area.  

DSDMIP does not consider this change to adversely 
impact a state interest. 

227.  9.4.1  

Driveways 
and parking 
Code  

 

Amend AO10 to exclude dual occupancies or detached dwellings on local roads. This just provides further clarity with 
the road hierarchy. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

 

No further changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP does consider this to adversely impact a 
state interest. 

The change provides clarity to ensure this 
requirement isn’t imposed on people driving in an out 
of houses/duplexes on local roads. 

This change was included in 2nd round consultation 
therefore doesn’t make the scheme significantly 
different to that which was publicly advertised. 

228.  9.4.1 

Driveways 
and parking 
Code  

Added PO19  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version  Minor drafting change 
to ensure that sites 
provide for deep 
rooted trees in 
landscaping.  

No State Interest 
implication 

This change, although new, compliments existing 
provisions for soft landscaping and provides further 
guidance about how the soft landscaping would be 
achieved. DSDMIP does not consider this to be a 
policy change or would affect a significant proportion 
of the planning scheme area. 

DSDMIP does not consider this to be a significantly 
different change and would not adversely impact a 
state interest.  
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229.  9.4.1.4 

 riveways and 
parking Code  

Included Dwelling Unit and car park rate as was omitted.  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

This change is to rectify an error – car parking rates 
omitted for dwelling unit. 

DSDMIP considers the change is necessary to 
correct an error and doesn’t make the scheme 
significantly different.  

DSDMIP does not consider the change to adversely 
impact a state interest. 

230.  Table 9.4.1.4 
Driveways 
and parking 
Code 

Included a rate for Environment Facility and Indoor Sport and Recreation as was omitted  

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

As per above – 53. 

231.  Table 9.4.1.4 
Driveways 
and parking 
Code 

Amended car parking rate for short-term accommodation. 

 

Submission  No further changes – Final Version 

Council response 15/1/2020 

In light of DSDMIP’s concerns we have edited  

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

This change has been made and advertised during 
2nd round of consultation therefore is not significantly 
different to that which was advertised. 

DSDMIP is concerned the carparking for 4 and 5 
bedrooms won’t be achievable in most instances 
however, using this new rate – three carparks for a 
4-bedroom house and four carparks for a 5-bedroom 
house.  

The council has considered DSDMIP’s comments 
and made further changes to reduce it to two car 
parks for a dwelling house with three bedrooms or 
more. DSDMIP does not consider this to be a 
significantly different change and would not 
adversely impact a state interest.  

 

232.  9.4.1.4 
Driveways 
and parking 
Code  

The car parking rate for offices in Noosa Junction be amended to one space per 20m² for the ground floor; and one 
space per 30m² for the second and third floors. 

 

 

Amended Editors notes to Notes for Motorcycle spaces in accordance with change in lui of car spaces.  

Submission  No further changes – Final Version  Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

This change has been made and advertised during 
2nd round of consultation therefore is not significantly 
different to that which was advertised. 

The change provides more flexibility and less 
regulation around car parking spaces in the Noosa 
Junction for offices. 

DSDMIP doesn’t consider the change to adversely 
impact a state interest. 
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233.  9.4.1.4 
Driveways 
and parking 
Code 

Added editor’s note for Industry Activities and motorbike spaces  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

 

Final Version  

 

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes 
and has been further 
amended – refer 
Table 2   

 

Not considered a 
significant change as 
it caps motor bike 
spaces for larger 
developments.  

No State Interest 
implication  

The change provides clarity about maximum 
motorbike spaces for industry activities to remove 
over-regulation.  

DSDMIP does not consider the change to be 
significantly different has it provides clarity and 
efficiency and is not a policy change.  

DSDMIP doesn’t consider the change to adversely 
impact a state interest.  

 

234.  9.4.1.4 
Driveways 
and parking 
Code 

Revised Showroom Car parking rate to reflect current scheme. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No further changes – Final Version  Drafting error picked 
up and is less onerous 
that the previous rate 
in the draft scheme 
which was one space 
per 20m2.  

 

No State Interest 
implication 

The change rectifies a drafting error and is to 
remove over-regulation.  

DSDMIP does not consider the change to be 
significantly different has it provides clarity and 
efficiency. 

DSDMIP doesn’t consider the change to adversely 
impact a state interest.  

235.  9.4.1.4 
Driveways 
and parking 
Code 

Include reference to Complementary use in Driveways and Car Parking code 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce  

No further changes – Final Version  Minor change to 
further clarify the car 
parking rate for a 
complementary use 
which if undefined 
would have resulted 
potentially higher car 
parking rates than 
envisaged. Eg Car 
parking rate for a shop 
is greater than 
industry use.  

 

No State Interest 
implication 

DSDMIP understands the change is to carry of the 
complimentary use provisions which have been 
added. The change is to ensure the revised scheme 
carries through these new provisions for parking 
requirements. DSDMIP does not consider this 
change to be significantly different and doesn’t 
adversely impact a state interest. 

236.  9.4.1.4 
Driveways 
and parking 
Code 

Amended car parking rate for  Multiple Dwellings 

 

Submission  Final version  

 

 Minor change in 
response to a 
submission concerned 
about car parking 
rates with the increase 
in size of small 
dwellings for 90m2 to 
100m2. This increase 
could more readily 
provide for 3 bedroom 
dwellings and 
therefore the car 
parking rate should 
amended accordingly 
based on bedrooms.  

No State Interest 
implication 

This change increases the car parking rate for small 
dwellings that are three or more bedrooms from one 
space to two, based on the fact that the small 
dwelling max size has increased from 90m2 to 
100m2. This change is considered to be a change to 
ensure the car parking rates are sufficient to provide 
for larger small dwellings which could now have 
more occupants and possibly more cars. The 
change is not considered by DSDMIP to affect a 
significant proportion of the planning scheme area 
and although is a minor policy change, does not 
make the scheme significantly different. 

DSDMIP does not consider the change to adversely 
impact a state interest. 

237.  9.4.9  

Waterways 
Works Code 

Waterways Works Code  Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

 

No Further Change – Final version  

Council’s response  

CHANGE REVERTED 

 

 

 Minor drafting 
amended to further 
clarify overall 
outcomes of the code 
and is not a change in 
policy intent or 
direction.  

Council’s response 
We’ll leave this out for 
consideration later 

No State Interest 
implication  

DSDMIP’s initial comments – This does have a state 
interest. This is also a policy change. Further info 
from the council in regards to the origin of this 
change, and the implications on proposed 
development, is required.  

DSDMIP accepts the council’s decision to not 
proceed with this change. 
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after River Plan 
finished 

238.  9.5.1 
Reconfiguring 
a Lot Code  

Included a minimum lot size for the Innovation Zone in Table 9.5.1.4 Minimum Lot Size  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Change – Final version  

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication  

This change has been made and advertised during 
2nd round of consultation therefore is not significantly 
different to that which was advertised. 

The change ensures there is a minimum lot size for 
the Innovation zone, which was omitted previously.  

DSDMIP does not consider the change to adversely 
impact a state interest. 

Schedule 1 Definitions 

239.  Table 
SC1.2.2 
Administrativ
e Definitions 

The small dwelling maximum gross floor area be increased to100m².  

Original      

  

Final 

 

Submission No Further Change – Final version  

 

 Included in 2nd 
consultation on 
significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

This is not an admin definition from the regulated 
requirements and it does not offend any in the 
regulated requirements. 

240.  SC1.1 Definition of Party house included. 

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Change – Final version  

 

 Minor Change to 
further clarify 
provisions in the 
scheme.  

No State Interest 
implication  

This inclusion is to rectify the error of it being omitted 
previously. 

241.  Table 
SC1.2.2 
Administrativ
e Definitions 

Included definition of Cabin to provide greater clarity  

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Change – Final version  

 

 Minor Change to 
further clarify 
provisions in the 
scheme.  

No State Interest 
implication  

This is not an admin definition from the regulated 
requirements and it does not offend any in the 
regulated requirements. 

242.  Table 
SC1.2.2 
Administrativ
e Definitions 

Include a definition for a complementary use. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Change – Final version  

 

 This provides further 
clarity by providing a 
definition of a 
complementary use 
which was introduced 
as part of the 2nd 
consultation for 
Significant changes. 

No State Interest 
implication 

This is not an admin definition from the regulated 
requirements and it does not offend any in the 
regulated requirements. 

243.  Table 
SC1.2.2 
Administrativ
e Definitions 

 

Delete definition of minor building work. 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Change – Final version  

 

 Minor change – 
definition not used 

No State Interest 
implication 

Definition is not used therefore has been deleted. 

244.  Table 
SC1.2.2 
Administrativ
e Definitions 

 

Change definition of ‘property maintenance activity’. This term sits within the definition of ‘exempt clearing’ and has 
been changed to make maintenance of existing farm tracks and existing farm sheds exempt from the Biodiversity 
Overlay Code, as well as construction of a farm track and farm shed on site for agricultural purposes, where located 
outside the riparian buffer. This is to minimise unnecessary clearing on rural lands. 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

No Further Change – Final version  

Council response 16/1/2020 

Additional wording added to the ‘exempt clearing’ definition to 
read: 

 Minor change - to 
clarify what clearing 
activities are exempt 
against the 
Biodiversity Overlay 
Code. This does not 

No State Interest 
implication  

 

DSDMIP’s initial comment – Suggest adding a note 
in here or under Exempt clearing that explains that 
the planning scheme can’t make assessable clearing 
that is necessary firebreaks or fire management 
lines, as per section 20A of Schedule 6 of the 
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Editor's Note—Section 20A of Schedule 6 of the Planning 
Regulation 2017 provides exemptions for firebreaks or fire 
management lines. Operational works for necessary 

firebreaks or fire management lines is accepted development, 
subject to requirements specified in Section 20A. 

 

change levels of 
assessment or 
provide any additional 
assessment criteria 
but it does reduce the 
amount of clearing 
that could potential 
occur under the 
exempt clearing 
definition. 

Planning Regulation 2017. To reflect the new 
provisions in the Regulation. 

The council has provided an editor’s note  under the 
Exempt clearing definition to recognised the new 
provisions in Schedule 6. DSDMIP supports the 
editor’s note and that it correctly draws attention to 
the exemption.  

This is not an admin definition from the regulated 
requirements and it does not offend any in the 
regulated requirements. DSDMIP does not consider 
this change to be significantly different. 

245.  Table 
SC1.2.2 
Administrativ
e Definitions 

 

Delete definition Steep land 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumstan
ce 

 

No Further Change – Final version  

 

Submis
sion  

Minor change in 
response to changes 
made for Sloping 
Sites in the 
Residential Zones  

Yes – to further clarify 
AOs for building 
certifiers in response to 
submissions. 
Preliminary reviewed by 
Regional officers.  

Definition deleted as no longer needed. 

 

246.  6.3.2 Medium 
Density 
Residential 
Zone Code 

Council response 16/1/2020 

During first round of consultation submitters noticed inconsistent provisions for Noosa Waters for Low Density 
Residential verses Medium Density Residential.  The draft plan had Noosa Waters Waterway Provisions in A10 & A11 
of the Low Density Residential Zone Code - managing flood detention and revetment wall integrity, as well as amenity 
functions in Performance Outcomes of the code, but there were no such provisions in Medium Density Residential 
Zone Code. 

 

 

 

Submission Council response 16/1/2020 

Council resolved provisions in the Medium Density 
Residential zone should be consistent with the Low Density 
Zone regarding Noosa waters. The new PO12 above in Part 
6.3.2 formed part of a package of significant changes to the 
draft scheme re-advertised from 13 September. 

 

PO13 below was added to cover scenarios of 
redevelopment/extensions in the MDR Zone  

 

 Upon review of the 
Tables of Assessment 
staff believe the 
Waterways Works 
Code will satisfactorily 
cover this and this 
addition does not 
need to be made. 

PO13 is deleted from 
the MDR Zone Code  

Renumbering occurs 
through the balance of 
the code. 

 DSDMIP initial comments – It has been identified 
this tracked change in the Medium Density 
Residential Zone Code has not been identified in this 
table and evidence provided as to why this is not a 
significant change. Council is to review and provide 
an assessment.  

Council to review and provide details – was this on 
2nd round consultation – if not why is it a minor 
change? Who does this impact? DSDMIP cannot 
provide comments at this stage until further details 
are provided by the council. 

DSDMIP has review the council’s response and 
changes and accepts that PO13 for flood and 
associated AOs have been removed and that PO12 
for Noosa Waters was included in the second round 
of consultation.  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR –
the change was appropriately consulted on. 

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 

247.  Table of 
Assessment 
5.7.1 Building 
Works 

When the State first saw the draft scheme at the first State interest Review there were 
provisions that sought to allow a “small dual occupancy in the Low Density Residential 
Zone which effectively allowed for granny flats to be separately let premises.  These 
provisions were removed from the MCU Table of Assessment and the codes as 
instructed by the State prior to public notification of the scheme.  However there was a 
reference missed within the Table of Assessment for Building works which was included 
in the draft planning scheme as advertised. 

 This error was corrected post second round notification.   

 

 

Drafting/ 
Planning 
Circumst
ance 

This is an obvious 
error which was 
missed when the 
scheme was corrected 
after the first State 
Interest Review, prior 
to consultation. 
Seemingly neither the 
State nor Council nor 
any submitters raised 
it. 

Dual occupancies are 
not a consistent use in 
the LDR zone so there 
would be very few 
older ones in 
existence, especially 
ones that were never 
subject to subdivision.  
Building works would 
need to be assessed 

No State Interest DSDMIP accepts that this correction of a drafting 
error is reflective of the policy position.  

DSDMIP does not consider that this change would 
make the proposed amendment significantly 
different, having regard to Schedule 2 of the MGR –
the change is to correct a drafting error which was 
not rectified in response to DSDMIP’s comments 
during the state interest review. Whilst the change 
has been made post consultation, the change does 
not impact a policy position or any level of 
assessment for building works associated with dual 
occupancies.  

The change does not adversely affect a state 
interest. 
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for dual occupancies 
in this zone.   

Further a Table of 
Assessment for 
Building works cannot 
suggest it is regulating 
reconfiguring of a lot. 

 

 

 

Appendix 1: Further Supporting Information 
 

1.1   Table 5.5.9.5 Gateway West Makers Precinct  
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1.2 Tourist Accommodation Zone code  
As a result of submission received in the First round of consultation, further changes have been made to the Built Form of the Tourist Accommodation Zone Code.  Submissions raised the conflict between the overall outcomes and performance 

outcomes encouraging vibrant mixed use development in certain locations in the Tourist Accommodation Zone and the fact that  proposed built form provisions don’t allow for this, make redevelopment of mixed use buildings unviable as they are 

more residential in nature and don’t reflect the existing commercial built form. These areas specifically raise in submissions are areas along Gympie Tce and Thomas Street, Noosaville and Duke St Sunshine Beach.  

Duke Street – Sunshine Beach  

Duke Street is currently zoned Tourist Mixed Zone and is proposed to be Tourist Accommodation in the Draft new Noosa plan. As can be seen form the aerial photo buildings have minimal or boundary to boundary setbacks and reflect a more 

commercial built form in terms of site cover and plot ratio. Existing development is a mix of restaurants, offices, shops and small bars with some residential development on the upper floors. The height limit is 3 storeys and the majority of the area is 

currently development to 3 storeys with a few sites yet to be redeveloped to this height.  

             New Noosa Plan Zone     Superseded Scheme (1985)  
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Thomas St and Gympie Terrace Noosaville 

As with Duke Street, these parts of Gympie Tce and Thomas Street, Noosaville have a more commercial mixed use built form and look and feel with activated street frontages, built boundary to boundary with narrow shop fronts. The majority of the 

area is only built to 2 storeys although 3 storeys is permitted under the current scheme. There has been no recent redevelopment of any sites in these localities under current 2006 Noosa Plan. The current proviions make it very difficult to meet the 

built form provisions as well as the ratio requirements for residential units to shops. These areas play a key role in providing key services to both tourists  and locals and also contribute significantly to the Noosa experience in terms of place making and 

taking advantage of the Noosa River and the coastline at Sunshine beach.  

235-257 Gympie Tce  

   

 

 

 

185-207   Gympie Tce           New Noosa Plan  
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Superseded Scheme (1985)  

 

The maps above show how the existing more commercial built form has arisen in these specific areas of Gympie Tce and Thomas street with the Commercial A and Special Facilities Zoning under the Superseded 1985 Scheme. The Commercial A zone 

had a plot ratio of 0.8:1 which compares to the current District Centre Zone. There are no site cover provisions and se tbacks are more in line with current Duke St provisions with 2m for ground and first floor and 6m for third floor. This explains the 

variation in built form in these areas compared to other more residential areas along Gympie Terrace, Duke Street and along the eastern side of Thomas Street. 

With the introduction of the current Noosa plan there have been a number of residential developments approved in the tourist accommodation zone areas generally along Gympie tce, but no mixed use developments. This may be due to current 

provisions not allowing for viable mixed use developments. These mixed used and commercial areas provide important services and facilities to tourists and provide activated places for v isitors to visit. Therefore it is important to facilitate mixed use 

developments in these key areas and the planning scheme should enable this to occur, otherwise there is a risk that these sites will be redeveloped as residential only impacting negatively on the visitor experience as well as an important sector of 

Noosa economy.  

Acknowldeging that the Tourist Accommodation Zone is a residnietal zone and providing accommodation is the key role of this zone, it is also importatnt to enable the delivery of active and vibrant streetscaeps with services for visitors and the general 

community. By amending some built from proviions for these specific sites mentioned above, will allow for a balance of new to urist accomodation in mixed use buildings which can continue to deliver acitvated streetscapes in key locations with a built 
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form replicating the exsiting built form. This will not alter the current visitor accommodation built form genrally across the shire as the more residnietal provisions for built form will apply. Threfore ths is not a signifincat change but rather allowing for 

the exsiting overall outcomees and provisons in the New Noos plan for the Tourist Accommodation Zone to be achieved.  
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Appendix 2 – State Interest Response. 
 

2.1 Extractive resources Overlay 
To ensure development and land uses within an identified Resources Processing Area, Separation Area, Transport Route or Transport Separation Area won’t impede the extraction of resources, and to create consistency with the State Planning Policy- guidance material Part 4: 
Applying assessment benchmarks below, Table of Assessment 5.9.5 Extractive Resource Overly was amended.  

The amendment will require code assessment against the Overlay Code of extractive industry, reconfiguring a lot and a materia l change of use (other than in an existing building, a dwelling house on an existing lot, community residence on an existing lo t, caretakers accommodation 
associated with extractive industry, home based business, animal husbandry or cropping), on land affected by the Overlay. 

Part 4: Applying assessment benchmarks  
The SPP contains specific assessment benchmarks for the Mining and extractive resources state interest.  
  
Applicable development: A development application for:  
(1) reconfiguring a lot within a KRA; or  
(2) a material change of use within the resource/processing area of a KRA or the separation area for the resource/processing area of a KRA; or  
(3) a material change of use within the transport route separation area of a KRA that will result in an increase in the number of people working or residing in the transport route separation area.  
 
However, requirements (2) and (3) above do not apply to the assessment of a material change of use for a:  
(a) dwelling house on an existing lot; or  
(b) home-based business (where not employing more than two non-resident people on a full-time equivalent basis); or  
(c) caretaker’s accommodation (associated with an extractive industry); or  
(d) animal husbandry; or  
(e) cropping.  
 
On 22 February 2019 Council was notified by NRME that the Minister for State Development, Infrastructure, Manufacturing and Planning, announced a pproval of the amendments to the Wahpunga Range KRA 57 which was incorporated into the SPP interactive mapping system 
and SPP Guideline Material. 

The draft New Noosa Plan was public notified with the amended KRA mapping consistent with the approval alignment.  

Current alignment in Noosa Plan                                                                              Amended alignment in new Noosa Plan 
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2.2   Coastal Protection   
 

Coastal Risk Assessment sent through separately.  
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