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No shortage of rural residential
lots despite council decision

¢ By JENNIFER SOMERVILLE

Thiere are still hundreds of rural resi-
dential lots available in the Lismore City
Council area, despite the removal of
planning provisions for such develop-
menis this week by the council.

. Head of the council's planning divi-
sion, Nick Juradowitch, told a council
mesting that the five-year quota of rural
residential lots set in August, 1993 by the

Department of Urban Affairs and Plan- |

ning was 375.

“Since August 20, 1993, the coungcil
has approved 268 such allotments and it
currently has before it applications for
222 lots,” he said.

“The council can approve only 107
lots between now and August 20, 1998,
so that quota will be filled in the next few
months.”

Mr Juradowitch said that of the 268
lots already approved, only 11 had been
sold, 30 were on the market and about a

further 30 were under construction.

The council voted to remove rural
residential - provisions, except those
relating to existing 1(c) zones, from its
Local Envirenment Plan, sending an
amendment to the Minister for Urban
Affairs and Pianning for gazettal.

That amendment contains a ‘savings’
clause, but Mr Juradowitch does not
expect it‘to__bke 2 of any value 10 applicants.

Savin ns
" lodged b (/@\ !to
. be proce but
as the q the
best of] ent
applicati not
expact | W ind
Environt.._.._ 1

The council has confirmed a legiti-
mate role in Lismore for well-planned
fural residential development, voling to
hold a rural residential workshop for
councillars in March, followed by a pub-

Aﬁ‘fl"l'%o" :

lic seminar in April.
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MEMORANDUM

To: Pan Com MORE
From: Peter Hamilton
Date: 21.3.96

Subject: Reinstatement of SEPP-16 Update.

| spoke with Dave Pitney of the DUAP Planning Systems Management Branch,
Sydney on 20 March 1996, seeking a status report on the reinstatement of the Policy.
This was the first time | have spoken with him. He was friendly, informative and
familiar with the issue.

He said that the Government had made a commitment to “put back what was removed
by the former Government™!

Their concern at this time is whether or not:-

(a) to reinstate the Policy “as is” and follow up with a review
" involving consuitation, or, '

(b) to undertake a major review involving consultation prior to
reinstating.

The decision on which of these options are to be followed, will be made at a "higher
level’l (Implies has not yet been made!)

He said that he hoped there would be a formal announcement on the review process
within a “month or so”!

In response to my question as to how the review of SEEP-15 is to be conducted, and,
what data would be used for this purpose eg the Purdon Report, he advised:-

(a) The Minister has been made aware of our concern that the
Purdon Report is NOT the “be alf and end all of how to deal with MO"

(b) He considers our concems regarding the limitations of the
Purdon Report and our desire to be consulted, are recognised.

(¢) He does not think that the Government will just accept the data in the
Purdon Report as the basis on which to make a decision about off its
reinstatement.

In response to my question as to whether or not the delay in the review of SEPP-15
was in an way related to the Department's review of the “urban - consolidation”
SEPP's, he advised that there was no connection, and that they were separate
matters.
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- Tweed linked to Goldn(Zoast

to the Gold Coast and we should
21 tignore. the border and;the prob-
lems it creates.” ., . ... .
 Mr Brinsmead' used'the example |
of Mount Tamborine as an area
_which had, promoted_itsell as part

L)
o
]

&1 ' @ Continued from Page.1. .,
cras He ' said,that- business and tour:
NCH97ism- operators ' should link tthem- ¢
selves in their promotional work
to the Gold Coast.

® Continued Page 5.
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‘“aAnd.yet people in’the Tweed

_®of the greater Gold Coast region.

- 217 Although part of the Beaudesert
Shire, Mount Tamborine had been
successfully advertised as the eco-

H.tourism- destination of,the Gold
~Coast, he said. .~

~ *«They have'hitched their wagon

to the big Gold Coast engine and

have left the, Tweed for dead. :

n,we.link;ourselves)to-the

said.
the Tweed goes  its.own.way

NSW, we are the Tweed, we, don't
want to be overshadowed by the
s
ay, for,our Stupidity. ;... 4 s
Mr ‘Brinsmead's ' comments’ were
backed up bcs)rfrTweed Economlii: De--
velopment ice manager, Barry ) ally
Henley, -who said that whether .. announce, We are not th%o Golg
people in- the :Tweed district liked -=,Coast, we are not the Gold Coast.
it or not, the area was part of the “Yet ‘the Gold Coast‘ghould be
Id Coast economic zoneY9AJ BN Ithe source of ‘the majority of.our

t~rl ar “TheiGold1Coast-is where:oury VISHtOrS.”s <. 0 . wC 2w
future lies,” he said. ) © While maiptaimng.dthc ,Twe]:ﬁd
«It docsn't lie to the south in the Mmust retain its own identity, Mr
rthern Rivers Re- Brinsmead claimed it was impera-

hands of the Northe tive the message was put across

Zk Bntinue to-say they don't want

Coast.” People literally go out and

anythingto. do- with the Gold |.

i ent coordinate and
gional Developm that the area was part of the great-

the other 12 shires .t embraces. | I
“Our future is definitely linked  er Gold Coast region,

! . .
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No decision has yet been made by the Government on what he refers to as the
“streamlining” of the “urban - consoclidation” SEPP's. (My understanding is that these
were submitted to Cabinet in November 19951)

He undertook to let me know when a decision is made by the Minister on SEPP-15!

| explained that this would be too late and asked if he could let me know when the
Department's recommendation went to the Minister. He said he could NOT do this!

| drew attention to the inclusion of MO as one appropriate option for rural settiement in
the Departments recent Rural Settlement publication. He was familiar with this and
acknowledged the place of MO in this context.

Evaluation and Conclusions

The so called “review” that has been mentioned in the various letters received from the
Minister's office, would appear should be read to mean, a “review of the process
options” relating to the manner in which they may reinstate the Policy.

It seems to me that no actual consideration has as yet been given to the “nuts and
bolts” of the Policy!

As at this date the Grafton office is totally in the dark about what is happening re the
Policy.

| cannot picture that any serious “review” of the Policy would proceed without at least
a nominal involvement of the Grafton office!

Notwithstanding what Dave has said about their being no connection between the

“urban - consolidation™ SEPPs and SEPP-15, | view that it may be reasonable to draw
the conclusion that the delay in processing SEPP-15 could be simply a reﬂection of
the limitation of the current government bureaucratic administration!

I question for examplé, that if Cabinet cannot agree, or, has chosefn not to proceed with
the “urban - consolidation” SEPP’s, then why should one expect to see & rsmote” rural
SEPP being processed!! -

At the last meeting of MORE in Byron, we decided to write direct to Carr.

Simon, Eddie and Alan are exploring avenues. Any further suggestions to this end, or
other courses of action, would be appreciated.

Graham was recently in Sydney and made contact with Col James ri/

SEPP-15. Col suggested senior members of the Department and Min{sterial staff who
could be contacted. The contacted officers did not respond during the time Graham
was in Sydney.

HAKH
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MICHAEL CORKILL
DEVELOPERS ‘»consider

Tweed Shire to be an -
economic backwater with,

- poor development control’
and inadequate
infrastructure, according to
the Tweed District
Economic Development
Office (TEDO). R

TEDO manager Barry
Henley, in a letter to Tweed

Mayor Max Boyd leaked to .

the Dally News yesterday,

has leveled a .28-point. ..
barrage of criticism .of -

council structure -and
policy, derived from
discussions = with - 32
developers and business
peol N L .

. strategic- -planning the
‘Tweed  and that- much of.
the area's “very limlted”

+industrial '.land - was
*consgldered. - elther

unattractive or useless.
Developers suggested- that
Tweed Council consider the
introduction - Joof
development-control plans
to curb the continued

.development .. of.

-

“unattractive, unstylish,

undesirable, ' ‘low-cost

housing” in the Tweed.
They. claimed that- until

policy for industry growth

;and - industrial] .land

development,- growth of
local' industry .would be

ple. - . ;
“Among the claims. were™~ Very slow to materialise.

council implemented a-

- per, researched, by economist Ham-

‘Economic Development of Aust-

that there was an.absence”’ -~ @ Continued Page 3.

'
P o

Tr Boyd yesterday hit back-at
the criticism, claiming council was-
not responsible for the reglon's
woes and that it was suffering :
from its proximity to Queensland. '

He sald the so-called- Green Pa- -

ish Baln for the Committee for

ralia (CEDAY, outlined many rea-

sons why the Gold Coast had -at--

tracted more development than the
Tweed - based around. strong-

Queensland Government !ncq_r(x-_:_,:mem success storles. .,

tives. . Co

Cr Boyd also critlcised the TE-.
DO - an organisation partly funded .
by council - for not allowing coun-
¢il’s input Into the developers' dis-
cussion and not -giving it fair
ground to defend its development .

_ history.

Developers slam council . -

“claimed, were deliberately not in-
vited to the luncheon to debate Is-

<gues and:were not informed of *

f

oints ralsed until recelving the
etter. - .. - o

M2 aiso disregarded Mr. Henley's<

“claims that developers feared retri-

’ n should councll representa-
| {’{‘ilr%g_he present, and cited the

. soon-to-be-approved (800-lot) Sear-
..anch development, and recently-ap-
proved (400-lot) Terranora Village
“and (730-lot) Cobakal developments
-as -among council’s many develop-

M

e i

"+ Cr Boyd received support’ from

Tweed Heads Chamber of Com-
~qmerce president Jade Hurley, who
- described the letter as “absurd”,

and clalmed it fragmented the

Tweed and served no good pur-
. mse.n

@ Continued, fr:qrn'P'agq 2. . - "Council Tepresentatives, hex.







MEMORANDUM

To: Pan Com MORE
From: Peter Hamilton
Date: 21.3.96

Subject: Reinstatement of SEPP-15 Update.

| spoke with Dave Pitney of the DUAP Planning Systems Management Branch,
Sydney on 20 March 1996, seeking a status report on the reinstatement of the Policy.
This was the first time | have spoken with him. He was friendly, informative and
familiar with the issue.

He said that the Government had made a commitment to “put back what was removed
by the former Governmentt

Their concern at this time is whether or not:-
() to reinstate the Policy “as is” and follow up with a.ré'\_riew
involving consultation, or,

(b) to undertake a major review involving consultation prior to
reinstating.

The decision on which of these options are to be followed, will be made at a “higher
level"t (implies has not yet been madet)

He said that he hoped there would be a formal announcement on the review process
within a “month or so"!

In response to my question as to how the review of SEEP-15 is to be conducted, and,
what data would be used for this purpose eg the Purdon Report, he advised:-

(@) The Minister has been made aware of our concern that the Purdon Report
is NOT the “be afl and end all of how to deal with MO”

(b) He considers our concerns regarding the limitations of the Purdon Report
and our desire to be consuited, are recognised.

(¢) He does not think that the Government will just accept the data in the
Purdon Repott as the basis on which to make a decision about on its
reinstatement.

In response to my question as to whether or not the delay in the review of SEPP-15
was in an way related to the Department’s review of the “urban - consolidation”
SEPP’s, he advised that there was no connection, and that they were separate
matters.



- Sue,

‘fice (TDEDO) manager Barry uselesss~_

TWEED Shlre Council has,.
invited scores of developers™"
behind last week’'s ihfamous .
28-point critique of theishire
and its counclllors. to ‘&
closed-door forum on the ls

Counc!l general manager
John Griffin, has sent letters
to 32 developers and
usinessmen identified as
having participated in a iun- .
cheon~on April 7 where the
politics he region were
heavily critict d‘p

Details of the April 7 meet- i
ing, contained in a private.. development and that local
letter from Tweed Distritt.industrial land was-limited
Economic Deévelopment Of- and. either unattr_._ tl_ -

Henley to.Tweed Mayor-Max . Council’ s\\Development
Boyd, were leaked to the Dal- Control Plans were.yiewed as
ly News on Wednesday, re- obstructive and frustrating
portedly creating -tension be- . and its Local Environmen*
tween - developers, Plan was labelled “unwieldy”
councillors, and the TEDO. sand‘in need’ of redrafting, .

" Among’ the= clalms were- :.Developers had reportedly ..

“that council bént too heavily requested thelr identitles be

to the whims of the environ- suppressed for fear of recrim-

supplied wlth a copy of the

B list on Friday by the TDEDO.

Tweed Mayor, Max Boyd,
confirmed the forum for May
25, but denied the meeting
would serve as a witch-hunt.

Cr Boyd said he wanted to
call the' parties together to
prevent further-fragmenta-
tion of the Tweed. '

“We've got to somehow get

" this back on the rails again,”
Cr Boyd said.

- "All (council) wants to do

is have the opportunity to sit
down and respond to the
points -ralsed my Mr Henley,
like should have happened in

s the first place.

“All concerns will be dis-
cussed with the view of com-
ing to.suitable agreements
where possible,” .

Cr_Boyd said if Mr Henley
and developers had any con-
cerns over development con-
‘trols, the place t6~have .them
aired was before council~not

' forum

they could ‘do’ nothlng-but
damage to the Tweed as an
investor destination.

He said there were greater
issues at hand affecting the
Tweed and most of them
were not under the control of
Tweed Shire Council,

Referring to a Green Paper
presented at a recent CEDA
conference on the Gold Coast
Cr Boyd cited a collection of
State tax anomalies — levied
by both Queensland and
NSW Governments.

“This is where the problem
lies,” Cr Boyd sald.

“We've been over this
ground before with Mr Hen-
ley. We thought he under-
stood the problems.”

Mr Henley said the TDEDO
viewed the forum as a “delib-
erate, genuine and sincere”

attempt to engage in a con-

sultative process,

He proposed -approaching a
neutral party “to chalr, the
gathering, suggesting an‘aca-

ment lobby at the expense of - inations, but councll was in the public arena wher\demlc from Bond University.

ii _Stevens calls: for. reglonal

and community leaders opting to’ sjom Quee

o From Page 1 . ’ .

"SouthROC (Southern Regional Organisations
of Councils) at the moment has just had a
-$50,000 study to look at regional economic. de-
velopment which .includes the Tweed.” .

And.although the orgdnisation has no charter
to go south of the border, Mayor Stevens be-
> lieves through SouthROC, councils have the op-
portunity “to at least bring the matters of cross
' border issues to the governments' notice”.

According to a discussion paper produced by,
‘ the Comnmittee for-Economic Development of
Australla (CEDA), much debate exists regard-
) © .7 ing the:Tweed’'s membership of either the
i RO B s northern New, South:Wales, REDO or the south-

Ray Stevens” “east’ Queensland REDO,’ with "Tweed business

land as“the only viable option.

But with Tweed already a member of NORE:
DO (northern NSW), Mayor Stevens believes
initial difficulties could be solved by Tweed
“coming in with the new city of Gold Coast on
its own’ individual REDO 1f the SouthROC RE-
DO didn’t go ahead"”.

Mayor Stevens also backed calls for better
transport links in the region as outlined in the
CEDA paper including:
® provision for-a major four-lane freeway from
Tallebudgera to Tugun;

@ provision for a western by- pass for the
Tweed area; and

® extension of the railway line from Robina to
Murwillumbah,

oo, ..




No decision has yet been made by the Government on what he refers to as the
“streamlining” of the “urban - consolidation” SEPP's. (My understandtng is that these
were submitted to Cabinet in November 1995!)

He undertook to let me know when a decision is made by the Minister on SEPP-15!

| explained that this would be too late and asked if he could let me know when the
Department’s recommendation went to the Minister. He said he could NOT do this!

| drew attention to the inclusion of MO as one appropriate option for rural settiement in
the Departments recent Rural Settlement publication. He was familiar with this and
acknowledged the place of MO in this context.

Evaluation and Conclusions

The so called “review” that has been mentioned in the various letters received from the
Minister's office, would appear should be read to mean, a “review of the process
options’ relating to the manner in which they may reinstate the Policy.

It seems to me that no actual consideration has as yet been given to the “nuts and
bolts” of the Policy!

As at this date the Grafton office is totally in the dark about what is happening re the
Policy.

| cannot picture that any serious “review” of the Policy would proceed without at least
a nominal involvement of the Grafton office!

Notwithstanding what Dave has said about their being no connection between the
“‘urban - consolidation” SEPPs and SEPP-15, | view that it may be reasonable to draw
the conclusion that the delay in processing SEPP-15 could be simply a reflection of
the limitation of the current government bureaucratic administration!

1 question for example, that if Cabinet cannot agree, or, has chosen not to proceed with
the “urban - consolidation” SEPP’s, then why should one expect to see a remote" rurat
SEPP being processed!!

At the last meeting of MORE in Byron, we decided to write direct to Carr.

Simon, Eddie and Alan are exploring avenues. Any further suggestions to this end, or
other courses of action, would be appreciated.

Graham was recently in Sydney and made contact with Col James re EPP-15. Col
suggested senior members of the Department and Ministerial staff who could be
contacted. The contacted officers did not respond during the time Graham was in
Sydney.

HiHHH
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Regional Coordination Pilot Program
North Coast Area

Premier's Department
New South Wales
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Summerland Education Resource Centre
154 Ballina Rd
Goonellabah NSW 2480

Facsimile

To: John Wilhams

Regional Director North Coast Region

Department of Agriculture

Fax:  (066) 28 1744

Dear John

Tel  (066) 25 2072
Fax  (066) 24 4510
Mobile 015 902 204

From: Jill Lang

Regional Coordination Pilot Program

Date; 8 August, 1995
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REGIONAL COORDINATION MANAGEMENT GROUP MEETING
THURSDAY 10 AUGUST
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FAX DOCUMENT FROM PETER HAMILTON

/ 1/50 Paterson Street, Byron Bay, 2481 (066) 858 648 (F/T)
. ~
TO: ........ Keum.. (:ZéXLlsxﬁi ...................................................................................................
FAX No: .Q.2=.32%% 2070 DATE: ’2!"‘%"% //ﬁ@’
Number of pages (including this sheet): ........... ?D .................

SUBJECT: ...
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Facsimile
To:  Laurie Kelly From: Jill Lang
-4
Regional Director North West Region " Regional Coordination Pilot Program

Lt t - ) i - .
Department of Training and Education Date:’ 'SlAugust, 1995
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Dear Laurne

REGIONAL COORDINATION MANAGEMENT GROUP MEETING



e —_————— L P
-_— T — — - —_————



